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Additional information used in the review of the programme of work on marine and coastal biological diversity

Note by the Executive Secretary

I. 
introduction

1. The present document makes available additional background information used in the review of the programme of work on marine and coastal biological diversity, which is presented to the eighth meeting of SBSTTA (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/8/9).

2. As indicated in the review document, implementation of the programme of work was assessed on the national, regional and global levels. Additional quantitative information regarding national-level implementation, extracted from the second national reports, is presented in section II to this document. Additional information regarding global and regional-level implementation, based on the results of a questionnaire sent to relevant international organizations, is presented in section III to this document. As a complement to the discussion on possible future elaboration and refinement of the programme of work, section IV to this document presents priorities identified by Parties to the Convention, section V presents priorities identified by international organizations, while section VI presents priorities arising from WSSD.  Annex I presents a list of GEF projects relating to marine and coastal biological diversity, undertaken between the years 1998 and 2002. Annex II contains a list of global and regional partnership initiatives presented at or after the World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD).

II. 
national level implementation

A.
General considerations on the national level

3. In question 320 of the 2nd national report, countries were asked whether their national strategies and action plans promote the conservation and sustainable use of marine and coastal biological diversity. Of the 78 countries that responded to this question, 44 (56.5%) indicated that this was the case to a significant extent. Twelve of the responding small island developing States (SIDS) fit into this category. 26 countries, including three SIDS, (33%) indicated that this was the case to a limited extent, while 8 countries, including one SIDS, (10%) indicated that the conservation and sustainable use of marine and coastal biological diversity was not promoted in their national strategies. The results of these answers highlight the importance placed on the conservation and sustainable use of marine and coastal biological diversity in national planning processes.
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4. In question 325, countries were further asked whether they had reviewed the programme of work on marine and coastal biological diversity, as specified in the annex to decision IV/5, and identified priorities for national action in implementing the programme. 35 countries (47%, including 10 SIDS) of the total 75, who responded to this question, indicated that they had not done so. 31 countries (41%, including 5 SIDS) indicated that the programme of work was under review, while a minority (9 countries, including 1 SIDS, or 12% of the responses) indicated that they had reviewed the programme of work and used it in identifying priorities for national action. This suggest that although a high importance is placed on conservation and sustainable use of marine and coastal biological diversity in national planning processes, this has not necessarily been translated to a prioritized implementation of the programme of work as adopted in decision IV/5.
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B.
Programme element 1:  implementation of integrated marine and coastal area management (IMCAM)

5. In question 321, countries were asked whether they had established and/or strengthened institutional, administrative and legislative arrangements for the development of integrated management of marine and coastal ecosystems. A total of 74 countries responded to this question. 19 of those responding (26% of the total) had such arrangements in place. This group included two SIDS. 15.5 countries (21% including 3 SIDS) were at advanced stages of development of such arrangements, while an additional 31 (42% of the total, including 10 SIDS) were at early stages of development. 8.5 countries (11%) had no arrangements in place. No SIDS were in this latter group. This indicates that a majority of countries either have institutional, administrative and legislative arrangements in place, or are in the process of developing them.
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6. Question 323 also relates to integrated marine and coastal area management. In this question, countries were asked whether they had undertaken and/or exchanged information on demonstration projects as practical examples of integrated marine and coastal area management. Of the 76 countries, which responded to this question, 25.8 (34%, including 6 SIDS) had case studies of such IMCAM projects. 5.8 (8%, including 1 SIDS) had practical examples of IMCAM included in their first national reports, and 25 (33%, including 7 SIDS) had not undertaken such projects, or exchanged information about them. 19.4 (25%, including 2 SIDS) had exchanged information about projects undertaken through other means. These results highlight the availability of a wealth of case studies related to IMCAM.
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7. Although question 322 does not directly mention IMCAM, it is somewhat related. In this question, countries were asked whether they had provided the Executive Secretary with advice and information on future options concerning the conservation and sustainable use of marine and coastal biological diversity. A total of 74 countries responded to this question. 61 countries (82%, including 12 SIDS) indicated that they had not provided information, while 13 countries (18%, including 4 SIDS) had. Such information would be of great future value both in evaluating the implementation of the programme work, as well as any future revisions of and adjustments to it.
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C.
Programme element 2:  marine and coastal living resources

8. In question 324, countries were asked whether they had programmes in place to enhance and improve knowledge on the genetic structure of local populations of marine species subjected to stock enhancement and/or sea-ranching activities. A total of 75 countries responded to this question. The answers are somewhat unevenly split between the various options. Almost one half of the responding countries (33 countries or 44% of the total, including 8 SIDS) had no such programmes. Roughly one third of the responding countries (23 countries or 31% of the total, including 4 SIDS) had programmes, which were implemented for some species. A smaller number of countries selected the other choices. 11 countries (including 2 SIDS) indicated that programmes were being developed, 4 reported that programmes were being implemented for many species, and a further 4 (including 2 SIDS) did not perceive this topic to be a problem.
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9. In question 326, countries are asked whether they are contributing to the implementation of the work plan on coral bleaching. 78 countries responded to this question, and out of those 55 countries indicated that it was relevant to them. Out of these, 34 countries (62% of 55, including 10 SIDS) indicated that they were not contributing to the implementation of the work plan on coral bleaching, while 21 countries (38% of 55, including 6 SIDS) indicated that they were. It should be noted, that included in this figure are some non-coral reef countries providing assistance to countries with coral reefs.
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10. Question 327 followed up on question 326, and asked whether countries were implementing other measures in response to coral bleaching. A total of 74 countries responded to this question. Out of them, 49 indicated that the question was relevant to them. 28 countries (57% of 49, including 7 SIDS) indicated that they were not implementing other measures. 21 countries (43% of 49, including 8 SIDS) indicated that they were.
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11. Question 328 is also related. This question asked countries whether they had submitted case studies on the coral bleaching phenomenon to the Executive Secretary. Only 4 countries (7.5%) of the 53 to whom the question was relevant, had submitted case studies. No SIDS case studies had been submitted.

IIi.
regional and global level implementation
12. This section presents a detailed analysis of the questionnaires sent to selected international and regional organizations. A summary of this analysis is presented in the review.
Programme element 1: Implementation of integrated marine and coastal area management (IMCAM)

Operational objective 1.2

1. Integration of biodiversity concerns into all socio-economic sectors

13.  All eleven organizations reported that they promote the integration of biodiversity concerns into all socio-economic sectors impacting the marine and coastal environment. Several examples were provided in this regard, ranging from the general to the specific. On the level of international policy, UNDOALOS quoted General Assembly resolution 56/12, which emphasizes the importance for States to take measures for the protection and preservation of coral reefs and to support international efforts in this regard (including the International Coral Reef Initiative’s Renewed Call for Action and decision V/3 of the CBD COP), and resolution 56/13 which underlined that States should give effect to the principles elaborated in Article 5 of the 1995 Fish Stocks Agreement, including ecosystem considerations. The FAO cited the development of an ecosystem approach to fisheries and aquaculture. ICLARM cited the use of Integrated Fisheries Management Framework by undertaking multidisciplinary research and planning activities, the watershed approach to aquatic resources management, and ecosystem modelling. On the regional level, HELCOM cited its goals in conservation of natural biotopes and species, and the obligation of contracting Parties to individually and jointly take all appropriate measures with respect to the Baltic Sea and its coastal ecosystems. Both the UNESCO Man and Biosphere Programme and the World Heritage Convention reported achieving this objective through education and public awareness activities. The World Heritage Convention further cited an example regarding inclusion of fisheries and tourism aspects to the nominations of Galapagos Marine Reserve and Comodo National Park. The Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission (IOC) of UNESCO cited, in general terms, their work on coral reefs, marine pollution and ballast water management, while WCMC cited their work concerning trade in coral reef species. The World Bank reported that an environmental assessment process as well as the Bank Peer Review ensured the integration of biodiversity concerns in projects.

2. Protection of areas important for reproduction

14. Several organizations indicated that they were involved in the protection of areas important for reproduction, such as spawning and nursery areas. The World Bank’s activities include several GEF-supported biodiversity projects, such as their current project on the conservation and sustainable use of the Mesoamerican Barrier Reef, which includes spawning aggregations of important fish stocks, and the strengthening of marine protected areas, including fishery reserves and critical mangrove habitat for juvenile development. ICLARM reported activities relating to the identification of stock structures of reef fishes in the South China Sea, testing the use of marine protected areas, and stock/resource assessment activities. The UNESCO MAB reports that such protection is achieved through the establishment of a core area in biosphere reserves. UNESCO World Heritage Convention provided a specific example concerning a marine expert workshop held in Vietnam, where the experts identified areas most important for their tropical marine biodiversity values, including many areas important for reproduction, for recommendation for nomination on the World Heritage List. HELCOM cited its recommendations concerning a system of coastal and marine Baltic Sea Protected Areas (BSPA) including management guidelines, sediment extraction in the Baltic Sea area, and the protection and improvement of the wild salmon (Salmo salar L.) populations in the Baltic Sea area. The IOC reported promoting mainly the protection of coral reefs, seagrasses and mangroves, while the International Coral Reef Action Network (ICRAN) is also involved in the identification of priority habitats in coral reef areas. In addition, the UNDP, the GPA, as well as the FAO reported being involved in such work in general terms, but did not provide details. 

3. Reduction and control of sea-based sources of pollution

15. Eight of the eleven organizations reported that they promote action to reduce and control sea-based sources of pollution. On the level of international policy, UNDOALOS cited General Assembly resolution 56/12 (on implementation of Part XII of UNCLOS in order to protect and preserve the marine environment and its living marine resources against pollution and physical degradation) and the ongoing work of the Consultative Process. HELCOM has two subsidiary bodies, the Maritime and Response Groups, dealing with sea-based pollution. More specifically, the FAO reported promoting cleaner at-sea processing methods. The World Bank reported the recent completion of two GEF projects on ship-based waste in the Caribbean, as well as several oil spill contingency planning projects underway in Eastern and Northern Africa, and components of GEF projects in the Red Sea, the Black Sea, the Caspian Sea and the South Atlantic (Argentina).  The IOC reported work undertaken through the Ocean Ecosystem and Marine Environmental Protection Programme, which is an international cooperative programme of scientific investigation mainly concentrating on nutrient inputs into the coastal environment. ICLARM reported that one of the proposed activities of the Coastal Challenge Program is to reverse degradation of coastal resources. The World Heritage Convention also gave the specific example of action proposals to control sea-based pollution at some of its sites, such as Ha Long Bay, Greater St. Lucia Wetlands and Galapagos.

4. Provision of information on relevant legal and institutional issues having to do with UNCLOS

16. Several organizations indicated that they provide information on relevant legal and institutional issues, having regard to the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) and other related international and regional agreements. The major source of such information is the Division for Ocean Affairs and Law of the Sea, which serves as the Secretariat of UNCLOS, and provides a wide range of services to States and intergovernmental organizations. In addition, the FAO provides information in regards to fisheries management, particularly in relation to the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries. The IOC, through its advisory body of Experts on the Law of the Sea (OIC/ABE-LOS) is working on several aspect of the implementation of UNCLOS. ICLARM provides this type of advice in the context of policy and institutional analysis, and policy recommendations for improved management of coastal and fishery resources. The World Bank also reports that its projects have to comply with conventions, and international and regional agreements. Several other organizations report also that they are able to provide advice on an as-needed basis.

5. Development of public education programmes

17. Ten of the responding organizations either support the development of public education programmes, or have such programmes of their own. Examples include the “World Heritage in Young Hands” programme of the World Heritage Convention, which is an education programme for school children, the Coral Reef Rehabilitation and Management Project (COREMAP) in Indonesia, and coastal management training to develop a pool of coastal managers and trainers in Indonesia, Vietnam and the Philippines undertaken by ICLARM.

6. Guidance on the wider application of local and traditional knowledge

18. Four organizations report that they provide guidance on the wider application of local and traditional knowledge. UNESCO does this through the Local and Indigenous Knowledge Systems Initiative (LINKS), which is a programme of the Coastal and Small Island (CSI) division of UNESCO. The LINKS initiative strengthens dialogue between indigenous and scientific knowledge holders to reinforce biodiversity conservation and enhance equity in resource governance. Additionally, a proposal concerning customary resource management in Solomon Islands, Vanuatu and Palau is currently being discussed with UNEP/GEF, Vanuatu Cultural Centre, University of Bergen and other experts. The project is designed as a novel approach to biodiversity conservation in coastal and marine ecosystems, aiming to foster the full use of indigenous knowledge and local management institutions for biodiversity conservation and sustainable development. ICLARM reported its involvement in community-based fisheries management. The World Bank reported its involvement in activities, which help strengthen local capacity, in turn contributing to the use of traditional knowledge in resource management. For example, the Philippines Community Based Resource Management Projects aims to reduce rural poverty and environmental degradation through support for locally generated and implemented natural resource management projects. In addition, the Bay of Bengal Programme attempts to improve the conditions of local communities through sound and systematic fisheries management practices

Operational objective 1.3

1. Development of guidelines for ecosystem evaluation and assessment

19. According to the questionnaire, ten of the eleven responding organizations either has existing guidelines for ecosystem evaluation and assessment, or support the use of existing guidelines. These guidelines exist for a number of purposes and environments. For fisheries management, UNDOALOS supports the 2001 Reykjavik Declaration on Responsible Fisheries in the Marine Ecosystem, as an instrument which could provide impetus for the effective implementation of the ecosystem approach to fisheries conservation and management. ICLARM supported the use of the FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries. In the field of general environmental monitoring, guidelines for the mapping of shallow coastal areas, as well as coastal erosion have been developed within the IOC ICAM Programme. HELCOM has guidelines for pollution load and environmental monitoring activities, including assessment procedures. The World Bank has Environmental Assessment Safeguard Operational Policies, which include Environmental Assessment, Natural Habitats, Social Policy and other Safeguards. The Global Coral Reef Monitoring Network published in 2000, in cooperation with other partners, the Socio-economic Manual for Coral Reef Management, which is intended to help reef managers understand the steps in a socio-economic assessment and provide practical guidelines on how to conduct baseline socio-economic assessments. In the field of protected areas, the World Heritage Convention/IUCN/UNF project for management effectiveness and WHC/UNF project for linking biodiversity conservation and sustainable tourism have both developed guidelines. The UNESCO MAB Biosphere Reserve Integrated Monitoring (BRIM) Programme undertakes abiotic, biodiversity, socioe-economic and integrated monitoring in the World Network of Biosphere Reserve. 

20. In addition to the above, the planned UNEP Global Marine Assessment (enabled by UNEP Governing Council Decision 21/13) will likely produce important new information on an on-going basis. The Global International Waters Assessment (GIWA) is in the process of producing a comprehensive and integrated global assessment of international waters, including the ecological status and causes of environmental problems in 66 water areas in the world. Indicators are developed as part of this process.

2. Development of indicators for ecosystem evaluation and assessment

21. Several organizations are involved in the development of indicators for ecosystem evaluation and assessment. The FAO reports this activity through the Scientific Committee on Ocean Research (SCOR) process, and the MAB through the BRIM Programme. The joint SCOR/IOC working group on Quantitative Indicators of Marine Ecosystem Change Induced by Fisheries reviews the state of knowledge with regard to indicators and develops new indicators to study marine ecosystems. A Study Group on the Use of Environmental Indicators in the Management of Marine Fish Populations also exists within the Ocean Ecosystem and Marine Environmental Protection Programme of the IOC. The IOC reports the development of indicators in collaboration with the Global Coral Reef Monitoring Network through its ad hoc Study Group on Coral Bleaching and Related Indicators of Reef Health. Molecular, cellular, physiological and community indicators of coral bleaching have been developed. Additionally, the IOC has established an ad hoc Benthic Indicator Group to develop a suite a globally applicable indicators of benthic ecosystem health. ICLARM reported technical consultations on indicators for sustainable fisheries management in ASEAN region and the development of methodology for rapid appraisal of fisheries management systems (RAFMS).  In the field of IMCAM, The IOC ICAM, within its Indicators Programme, held an international workshop on “the role of indicators in integrated coastal management in Ottawa in April/May 2002. On the regional level, HELCOM is in the process of developing indicators for environmental pressures, specifically nutrient loads and hazardous substances, and their effects on the Baltic Sea marine environment. WCMC also reports involvement in developing the Living Planet Index Biodiversity Indicators. 

3. Identification of key habitats for marine living resources

22. Nine of the eleven responding organizations report that they are involved in identifying key habitats for marine living resources. WCMC has identified coral reefs, seagrasses, mangroves and deep sea habitats as such key habitats. The GCRMN has identified coral reefs as important nursery grounds for global fish stocks. The IOC is involved in the African Process for the Development and Protection of the Marine and Coastal Environment, which is developing four projects on management of key habitats. The World Bank project design regarding habitats is guided by the Natural Habitats safeguard policies. ICLARM has conducted resource assessment work in several coastal areas and identified stock structures of reef fishes in the South China Sea. The HELCOM HABITAT has classified the key habitats of the Baltic Sea in the “Red List of marine and coastal biotopes and biotope complexes of the Baltic Sea, Belt Sea and Kattegat”. UNESCO MAB identifies key habitats in the context of the nomination process of biosphere reserves, while the World Heritage Convention has used expert input to identify key habitats.

4. Research, monitoring and assessment of marine and coastal ecosystems and their living resources

23. Ten out of eleven organizations report being involved in the undertaking or promoting of research, monitoring and assessment of marine and coastal ecosystems and their living resources. As expected, diverse examples were provided. The FAO produces a biennial review of the State of World Fisheries and Resources. WCMC also produces status reports. The IOC promotes and funds work related to research, monitoring and assessment. This work includes the Harmful Algal Blooms (HAB) Programme and the international research Programme on Global Ecology and Oceanography of Harmful Algal Blooms (GEOHAB), which works towards the development of international capabilities for assessment, prediction and mitigation of HABs. This effort is co-sponsored by the Scientific Committee on Oceanic Research (SCOR). IOC also reports involvement in Large Marine Ecosystems monitoring and assessment projects, such as the Living Marine Resources Module of the Global Oceans Observing Systems, which provides synoptic information on status of the marine ecosystem. In addition, the Global Coral Reef Monitoring Network is providing individuals, organizations and governments with the capacity to assess the resources of coral reefs and related ecosystems. ICLARM reported its work on ReefBase (a comprehensive information system for coral reef managers), FishBase (a global database of key management information) and resource and social assessment work in several coastal areas in the Philippines. On the regional level, HELCOM coordinates extensive monitoring programmes covering emissions and inputs of nutrients and hazardous substances to the Baltic Sea and their effects on the marine environment. ICES is monitoring and assessing fish and mammals for HELCOM. The World Bank project preparation guidelines require the assessment of possible environmental damage, which means that almost every project has an ecosystem  research, monitoring or assessment component. In the field of protected areas, MAB has a Biosphere Reserve Integrated Monitoring programme, with an associated database. Assistance from the World Heritage Fund is available upon request for developing countries for monitoring, assessment and research, where this work relates to addressing specific management issues and minimizing threats to the integrity of the sites.

Programme element 2: Marine and coastal living resources

Operational objective 2.1

1. Promotion of the ecosystem approach for sustainable use of marine and coastal living resources

24. According to the questionnaire, each of the eleven responding organizations reported that they promote the ecosystem approach for the sustainable use of marine and coastal living resources. Several examples were sited. The FAO reported holding the Reykjavik Meeting on Responsible Fisheries in the Marine Ecosystem, and the ongoing design of guidelines. ICLARM cited the Integrated Fisheries Management Framework which promotes the understanding of fisheries in the context of the ecosystem, and the watershed approach to aquatic resources management. Similarly, UNDOALOS cited General Assembly resolution 56/13, which noted the adoption of the Reykjavik Declaration on Responsible Fisheries in the Marine Ecosystem. The resolution also encouraged States to give effect to the principles elaborated in article 5 of the 1995 Fish Stocks Agreement, including ecosystem considerations in the conservation and management of straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fish stocks, and to incorporate those principles in fisheries management at the national level and in subregional or regional fisheries management organizations or arrangements to which they are party or in which they are participants, or as appropriate at the global level. The third meeting of the Consultative Process also proposed that the General Assembly should invite each relevant regional fisheries body to consider how to improve the regulation of all aspects of fisheries management in their areas, taking into account the ecosystem approach and how to facilitate the implementation of their obligations by member State with respect to management within their national jurisdiction under the CBD and commitments under the Jakarta Mandate, and to invite the FAO to facilitate such consideration in the relevant regional fisheries organizations that they support. 

25. The 31st session of the IOC Executive Council instructed the Executive Secretary of the IOC to review the Ocean Sciences in relation to Living Resources Programme (OSLR). The conclusion was that future OSLR activities should be based on a ecosystem approach. IOC reported that OSLR have witnessed significant advances in marine science that now make it possible to study, monitor, assess, model and in some cases manage the ocean’s resources using an ecosystem approach. As an example, HAB/GEOHAB Programmes of the Ocean Science Section already constitute successful activities that are interdisciplinary and take into account the need for knowledge of related ocean ecosystem dynamics. The joint SCOR/IOC WG 119 Group on Qualitative Indicators of Marine Ecosystem by Fisheries is an attempt to develop practical techniques for the implementation of an ecosystem approach to fisheries management.

26. The World Bank cited two specific projects as examples of the promotion of the ecosystem approach. These are the Marine Ecosystem Management Project in Seychelles and the Coastal Wetland Ecosystem Conservation and Sustainable Livelihoods project in St. Lucia. On the regional level, HELCOM reports that it is promoting the ecosystem approach in fisheries management in the Baltic, using principles jointly developed with ICES. 

2. Identification both of components of ecosystems which are critical for the functioning of ecosystems and of key threats

27. Eight out of eleven organizations reported that they are involved in the identification of components of ecosystems that are critical to the functioning of ecosystems and key threats. The IOC reported undertaking such work through the Ocean Science in Relation to Living Resources Program through its HAB Programme. ICLARM reported resource and social assessment work in several coastal areas in South and Southeast Asia. More specifically, GCRMN has demonstrated that coral reefs constitute important nursery grounds for global fish stocks, and that coral reefs, mangroves and seagrasses together form integrated entities in tropical coastal ecosystems. They have also identified coral bleaching as a key threat. Similarly, WCMC reports having identified the main threats to tropical marine and coastal environments as coral disease, coral bleaching, and impacts of aquaculture on mangroves. 

28. IOC also reported promoting identification of key ecosystem components through the African Process, which has developed a Programme, which includes a portfolio of 19 projects for the Development and Protection of the Marine and Coastal Environments in sub-Saharan Africa. The portfolio includes a project with objectives such as “management of key habitats”, “improving protection and stability of coral reefs and associated communities” and “enhancing productivity and stability of mangroves”.

29. The World Bank reported that they have identified key components of ecosystems through preparing strategies for the sustainable coastal management in the African region, as well as the South East Asia region. HELCOM also reports performing regular assessments of the state of the Baltic Sea marine environment. The World Heritage Convention has used expert input in this process, while the MAB reports that such identification process is part of the nomination process of biosphere reserves and of the periodic review process.

3. Studies on effects of stock enhancement on marine and coastal biodiversity

30. Four organizations reported involvement in carrying out studies on the effects of stock enhancement on marine and coastal biological diversity at the species and/or genetic levels. The FAO cites development of case studies on marine ranching and scientific publications on environmental impacts of stock enhancement. HELCOM cites using ICES as the scientific advisory body in this regard. ICLARM cites surveys to identify hotspots of larval abundance in the Pacific islands and stock identification and connectivity studies of coral reef fishes in the South China Sea.

4. Marine and coastal genetic resources, including bioprospecting

31. Five organizations reported that they have information available on marine and coastal genetic resources, including bioprospecting. The FAO reports that they have a Fishery Technical paper on genetic impacts of fishing. The FAO Species Identification Programme also produces faunistic lists for major marine areas and a species/species group synopses. The MAB reported relevant case studies in its publication Biosphere Reserves: Special Places for People and Nature (see www.unesco.org/mab/publications/publications.htm). UNDOALOS reported their work on this issue in collaboration with the CBD Secretariat, while WCMC reported having such information available in general terms. ICLARM reports relevant information as result of their stock identification and connectivity studies of coral reef fishes in South China Sea. In addition, the International Seabed Authority has information and expertise on issues such as the biodiversity of seamounts and hydrothermal vents, as well as the scientific and commercial interests that such resources are creating.

5. Coral reefs

32. A number organizations indicated that they are involved in implementing measures in response to coral bleaching and the physical degradation and destruction of coral reefs. The IOC Study Group on Coral Bleaching and Related Indicators of Coral Reef Health aims to integrate, synthesize and develop global research on coral bleaching and related impacts of climate change on coral reef ecosystems, and to further new research findings into the development of tools and techniques for improved observations, predictions, and strengthened management interventions at national and global scales. The International Coral Reef Initiative (ICRI) and the Global Coral Reef Monitoring Network (GCRMN) are also involved in coral bleaching response measures. The GCRMN aims to aid the long-term development of coral reef monitoring programmes in all coral reef countries. The role of the GCRMN is to deliver critical information to managers, policy makers, donors, and communities, and to raise awareness of coral reef issues amongst all stakeholders. ICLARM report a special module in ReefBase, which provides comprehensive information on the issue. Additionally, the World Bank reports fifteen projects dealing with coral reefs around the world. The specific projects are listed on the Bank’s website at www-wds.worldbank.org/default.jsp.

Programme element 3: Marine and coastal protected areas

Operational objective 3.1

1. Facilitation of research and monitoring projects

33. According to the questionnaire, several organizations are undertaking or facilitating research and monitoring activities relating to MCPAs. The World Bank cites thirteen different MCPA projects from around the world. WCMC cites a global review of MCPA data. Both MAB and World Heritage sites include marine and coastal areas, which implement research and monitoring activities. HELCOM has, and is further developing, its monitoring programme for the network of Baltic Sea Protected Areas. ICLARM reports three projects, which include the identification of stock structure of coral reef fishes in the South China Sea, testing use of marine protected areas in the Caribbean and Pacific, and stock/resource assessment activities in South and Southeast Asia. The GPA and UNDP-GEF also report involvement in such activities, though do not provide specific details.

2. Value and effects of marine and coastal protected areas

34. Of the eleven responding organizations, only MAB, the World Heritage Convention and ICLARM reported that they were undertaking activities related to the effects of marine and coastal protected or closed areas on population size and dynamics. MAB accomplishes this as part of its Biosphere Integrated Monitoring, while the WHC undertakes such activities if a specific site requests them. ICLARM reports resource surveys of fish and invertebrate abundance in the Pacific islands and several sites in the Philippines and socio-economic assessments in the Philippines.

Operational objective 3.2

1. Criteria for establishment of and management aspects of MCPAs

35. A few organizations reported that they have specific criteria for the establishment of and management aspects of marine and coastal protected areas. The IUCN World Commission on Protected Areas (WCPA) has major ongoing work in assessing management effectiveness in protected area, including marine and coastal ones. The WHC has criteria and conditions of integrity specified in its Operational Guidelines (http://whc.unesco.org/nwhc/pages/doc/main.htm). The MAB has relevant provisions under the Seville Strategy for Biosphere Reserves (http://www.unesco.org/mab/docs/stry-5.htm), the Statutory Framework of the World Network of Biosphere Reserves (http://www.unesco.org/mab/docs/statframe.htm), and the Seville + 5 recommendations as decided upon by the International Co-ordinating Council for UNESCO’s Man and Biosphere programme at its XVII session (http://www.unesco.org/mab/mabicc/2002/eng/seville.pdf). ICLARM is still in the process of developing such criteria, which include mostly ecological factors, including living coral cover and potential nursery areas. HELCOM has Recommendation 15/5 concerning a system of coastal and marine Baltic Sea Protected Areas. The Caribbean Environment Programme has developed common guidelines and criteria for protected areas in the Wider Caribbean Region, 
/ and guidelines for integrated planning and management of coastal and marine areas in the Wider Caribbean Region. 
/ The Mediterranean Specially Protected Areas (SPA) Protocol contains in its Annex I common criteria for the choice of protected marine and coastal areas that could be included in the list of specially protected areas of Mediterranean importance (SPAMIs). 
/  In addition, IUCN has developed guidelines for marine protected areas 
/ and the Ramsar Convention has developed criteria for identifying wetlands of international importance, 
/ guidelines for management planning for Ramsar sites and other wetlands, 
/and guidelines for establishing and strengthening local communities’ and indigenous peoples’ participation in the management of wetlands. 

Programme element 4: Mariculture

36. Several organizations reported that they are involved in work aimed at assessing the consequences of mariculture on marine and coastal biodiversity, and in promoting techniques which minimize the adverse impacts of mariculture on marine and coastal biological diversity. The FAO reported the development of guidelines for best management practices; the establishment of a consortium to promote sustainable shrimp farming; and the promotion of environmental impact assessments, feed formulation, low-impact systems with low-food-chain animals, recirculation techniques as appropriate, and integrated and polyculture farming systems. WCMC is involved in such activities specifically in mangrove and seagrass ecosystems. The World Bank cites five specific mariculture projects situated in Mexico (Aquaculture Development Project), Madagascar (2 projects), Belize and China (Sustainable Coastal Resource Development Project), as well as the Consortium on Shrimp Farming and the Environment. The IOC reports involvement in mariculture activities through GESAMP. ICLARM reported work relating to invertebrate mariculture in the Pacific islands; promoting the use of mariculture species, which are low input and low in the trophic food chain; and the capture and culture of post-larval coral reef fish in the Pacific Islands and the Caribbean. UNDP-GEF and the GPA also report involvement in such activities, but did not specify their type. HELCOM cites a recommendation concerning measures aimed at the reduction of discharges from marine fish farming.

Programme element 5: Alien species and genotypes

37. According to document UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/6/7 on review of efficiency and efficacy of existing measures, and document UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/6/INF/5 on review of efficiency and efficacy of existing legal instruments, aquatic systems are supported by fewer tools and capacities than their terrestrial counterparts. Some key countries are making notable advances, however. Although aquatic weed prevention and control has improved from public education and new technologies, this has not yet been widely translated to the marine environment. The conflict between effective chemical and biological control for aquatic species (e.g., molluscs) and the desire for reduced pollution to these environments seriously hampers control through the existing measures.  Physical methods are still employed, but are only useful in contained areas.  Most progress has been made with invasive fish species and aquatic animal pathogens.  Guidelines and best practices now exist regarding introductions and transport of alien fish species.  The recent inclusion of aquatic animal diseases (of fish, shrimp and others) among officially notifiable diseases will reduce the spread of pathogens to natural populations surrounding aquaculture or processing sites.

38. Several existing international instruments can provide effective means for control of invasive alien species in the marine and coastal environments.  Decision VI/23, containing Guiding Principles for the Prevention, Introduction and Mitigation of Impacts of Invasive Alien Species that Threaten Ecosystems, Habitats or Species, will facilitate national level implementation.  The FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries urges States to “cooperate in the elaboration, adoption and implementation of international codes of practice and procedures for introductions and transfers of aquatic organisms” (Article 9.3.2). A series of technical guidelines have now been developed under this Code.
 Introductions to marine and coastal ecosystems are also covered generally by UNCLOS and Regional Seas Protocols. UNCLOS article 196 provides that States shall take all measures to prevent, reduce and control pollution of the marine environment resulting from the intentional or accidental introduction of species, alien or new to a particular part of the marine environment, which may cause significant harmful changes thereto. Non-binding guidelines have been developed to reduce risk of escapes from mariculture operations
, introductions and transfers of marine organisms
 and ballast water.
 Introductions generated by land-based activities, including through sewage and runoffs, come within the scope of UNCLOS (Art.194) and are referenced under the 1995 Global Programme of Action for the Protection of the Marine Environment from Land-Based Activities, but no substantive guidance has been developed to facilitate implementation.
39. The IMO is undertaking activities in ballast water treatment research and development as part of its Glo-Ballast Project, eventually resulting in global guidelines. The FAO has developed, together with ICES and the American Fisheries Society, guidelines on how to make responsible use of alien species. Regional guidelines were developed for Asia on fish health concerns associated with movement of aquatic species. UNDOALOS quotes General Assembly resolution 56/12, which urges states to continue to work, through the IMO, on issues relating to the protection of the marine environment from degradation resulting from ship-based activities, including the transfer of harmful aquatic organisms and pathogens through ship ballast water.

40. Guidelines and procedures have also been developed through the IOC Harmful Algal Bloom programme and the IMO-IOC Working Group on ballast water in order to mitigate the dispersal and effects of harmful algae in ballast water. IUCN has produced guidelines for the prevention of biodiversity loss caused by alien invasive species, which contain information relevant to invasive species in the marine and coastal environment. ICLARM reports the Material Transfer Agreement, which a country planning to import a new exotic species has to sign, and the Manila Resolution (1997) adopted by members of the International Network on Genetics in Aquaculture.  On the regional level, guidelines and/or procedures have been developed through two World Bank projects: the Cape Peninsula Biodiversity Conservation Project in South Africa and the Klaipeda Port Entrance Rehabilitation Project in Lithuania. HELCOM reports collaboration with the IMO in order to develop guidelines and procedures. The UNESCO MAB database also contains relevant information.

IV. Priorities identified by Parties to the convention

41. The priorities identified by a number of Parties in their NBSAPs and first and second national reports are presented in the table below, along with the corresponding activities in the programme of work on marine and coastal biological diversity. It should be noted that some of the available information (particularly from the NBSAPs and first national reports) is qualitative in nature, and thus the percentages are reported as approximate ones.

	Identified priority
	Approximate % of responding countries
	Corresponding item in the programme of work



	Identification and establishment of marine and coastal protected areas (MCPAs)
	90%
	Operational objective 3.2 and priority identified by MCPA Ahteg

	Development of management plans for already existing MCPAs
	90%
	Operational objective 3.2 and priority identified by MCPA Ahteg

	Establishment of a network of MCPAs, rather than single isolated areas
	90%
	Not currently covered. However, this is a priority identified by MCPA Ahteg.

	Activities relating to monitoring, surveying and mapping of the status of marine ecosystems and resources
	90%
	Operational objective 1.3 and decision V/3, paragraph 10; programme element 4, operational objective; coral bleaching work plan, activity 1; coral reef physical degradation and destruction work plan activity (a).

	Development and adoption of coastal management plans that use an ecosystem approach
	40%
	Operational objective 2.1 and decision V/3, paragraph 9; priority identified by MCPA and mariculture Ahtegs

	Updating and strengthening existing legislation as well as institutions dealing with marine and coastal issues
	40%
	Not currently covered, except in terms of alien species (operational objective 5.2) and coral reefs (coral bleaching work plan activity 3). Could be made into an enabling activity.

	Research activities
	38%
	Operational objectives 3.1 and 3.2, though only in relation to MCPAs; decision V/3 paragraph (f); coral bleaching work plan research needs identified by mariculture and MCPA Ahtegs.

	Plans for restoration and recovery of habitats
	23%
	Not currently covered, but could be considered under the topic “restoration and rehabilitation of degraded ecosystems and recovery of rare and threatened species”, which is scheduled for COP 8 in 2006.

	Effective implementation of laws and regulations
	21%
	Not currently covered, although operational objective 1.2, activity (f) is related. Could be made into an enabling activity.

	Strengthening and rationalizing institutions
	21%
	Not currently covered, although operational objective 1.2, activity (a) is related. Could be made into an enabling activity.

	Capacity building
	21%
	Operational objective 1.2, activity (e); operational objective 2.1, activity (e); operational objective 5.2, activity (d); decision V/3, paragraph 5(e); decision VI/3, paragraph 5; coral bleaching work plan, activity 2; coral reef physical degradation and destruction work plan activity (a).

	Public awareness raising
	21%
	Operational objective 1.2, activity (g); operational objective 2.1, activity (e); coral reef physical degradation and destruction work plan activity (e).

	Development of regulations on alien species
	17%
	Operational objective 5.2

	Participation of local communities in the management of coastal and marine resources
	15%
	Operational objective 1.2, activity (h); decision V/3, paragraph 11; and priority identified by MCPA Ahteg.

	International and regional cooperation
	6%
	Operational objective 1.2, activity (b); operational objective 2.1, activity (a); operational objective 3.1, activities (a) and (b); operational objective 5.1, activity (b); decision V/3, paragraphs 4, 17, and 18; decision VI/3, paragraphs 2 and 4.

	Adoption of compulsory EIAs
	6%
	Not currently covered, though recommendation of mariculture Ahteg

	Development of policies for sustainable tourism
	6%
	Not currently covered, though is addressed through the CBD cross-cutting issue on tourism.


V. 
PRIORITIES IDENTIFIED BY INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

42. In the questionnaire, international organizations were asked what priority areas they would like to see the Convention address in further refining the programme of work on marine and coastal biological diversity. The following table presents both the identified activities, and their correspondence to the programme of work on marine and coastal biological diversity.

	Identified priority
	Corresponding item in the programme of work

	Mainstreaming IMCAM and biodiversity conservation into national economic development plans
	Operational objective 1.2, activity (a)

	Alien species
	Programme element 5

	Land based sources of pollution
	Not explicitly covered. Could be incorporated under programme element 1

	The issue of biodiversity beyond the limits of national jurisdiction
	Not currently covered. However, aspects of this issue are addressed in documents UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/8/Add.1  and UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/8/Add.3.

	Bioprospecting and benefit sharing of benthic genetic resources in international waters
	Operational objective 2.2

	The gap in legal regime for the conservation and sustainable use of genetic resources on the deep seabed in areas beyond the limits of national jurisdiction
	Not currently covered, however, document UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/8/Add.3 addresses the issue. Also, document UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/8/Add.1 contains recommendations on this topic.

	Promoting the establishment of marine protected areas and linking of existing ones into a network
	Networks not covered, however they are a priority identified by the MCPA Ahteg. Operational objective 3.2 covers establishment of MCPAs in terms of criteria for this task.

	Supporting and developing the management capacity of marine protected areas
	Not explicitly covered, however, operational objective covers criteria for management of MCPAs.

	Support of regional conventions
	Decisions V/3 and VI/3

	Ecosystem management
	Operational objective 2.1 and decision V/3.

	Sustainable aquaculture
	Programme element 4 and the recommendations of the Ahteg on mariculture.

	Support of taxonomic databases on fisheries and species identification programmes
	Not explicitly covered, although some activities could be covered under the Global Taxonomy Initiative. Also, the Ahteg on mariculture identified taxonomic work as a priority.

	Further development of shared information systems
	Not explicitly covered, although the CHM is cited under a number of activities.

	Research and training
	Research: Operational objectives 3.1 and 3.2, though only in relation to MCPAs; decision V/3 paragraph (f); coral bleaching work plan research needs identified by mariculture and MCPA Ahtegs. Training is explicitly covered only in the coral bleaching work plan.

	Public education and awareness
	Operational objective 1.2, activity (g); operational objective 2.1, activity (e); coral reef physical degradation and destruction work plan activity (e).

	Restoration of degraded areas
	Not currently covered, but could be considered under the topic “restoration and rehabilitation of degraded ecosystems and recovery of rare and threatened species”, which is scheduled for COP 8 in 2006.

	Poverty reduction
	Not explicitly mentioned, however, should be considered in relation to appropriate activities under the programme elements.

	Partnerships with various programmes and projects developed to realize the objectives of the Convention
	Covered in a number of activities, including: Operational objective 1.2, activity (b); operational objective 2.1, activity (a); operational objective 3.1, activities (a) and (b); operational objective 5.1, activity (b); decision V/3, paragraphs 4, 17, and 18; decision VI/3, paragraphs 2 and 4; and coral bleaching work plan.


VI. 
PRIORITIES ARISING FROM THE WORLD SUMMIT ON SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

43. The following table presents selected paragraphs of the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainable Development, which are particularly relevant to the Convention’s programme of work on marine and coastal biological diversity. Suggestions are also provided on how the paragraphs could be incorporated into the programme of work.

	Paragraph
	Text
	Incorporation into programme of work

	29 (a)
	Encourage the application by 2010 of the ecosystem approach, noting the Reykjavik Declaration on Responsible Fisheries in the Marine Ecosystem and decision V/6 of the Conference of the Parties
	The target of 2010 in application of the ecosystem approach could be included in operational objective 2.1. Application of the Reykjavik Declaration (see Annex VI) in management of fisheries resources could be included as one of the activities under this programme element.

	29 (b)
	Promote integrated, multidisciplinary and multisectoral coastal and ocean management at the national level, and encourage and assist coastal States in developing ocean policies and mechanisms on integrated coastal management.
	Much of this paragraph is already covered under programme element 1, in particular operational objective 1.2. However, assistance to coastal states in this regard could be added as an enabling activity.

	29 (g)
	Assist developing countries in coordinating policies and programmes at the regional and subregional levels aimed at the conservation and sustainable management of fishery resources, and implement integrated coastal area management plans, including through the promotion of sustainable coastal and small-scale fishing activities and, where appropriate, the development of related infrastructure.
	Could be included as an enabling activity either under programme element 2 on marine and coastal living resources, or programme element 1 on implementation of IMCAM. This activity could be accomplished through the creation of partnerships.

	30 (c)
	Implement the 1995 Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries, taking note of the special   requirements of developing countries as noted in its article 5, and the relevant FAO international plans of action and technical guidelines.
	The Code of Conduct provides an important instrument for sustainable management of fisheries and aquaculture, including mariculture. Implementation of the code could be added as an activity under programme elements 2 (living resources and 4 (mariculture). The ad hoc technical expert group on mariculture recommended the implementation of the Code, and in particular Article 9, recognizing that it provides necessary guidance to develop legislative and policy frameworks at the national, regional and international levels (see UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/8/9/Add.2)

	30 (h)
	Support the sustainable development of aquaculture, including small-scale aquaculture, given its growing importance for food security and economic development.
	This is partially covered in programme element 4 (mariculture). 

	31 (a)
	Maintain the productivity and biodiversity of important and vulnerable marine and coastal areas, including areas within and beyond national jurisdiction.
	Maintenance of productivity and biodiversity within areas of national jurisdiction is covered in the programme of work. However, areas beyond national jurisdiction are not currently covered, and a mechanism to add them into the programme of work should be considered.

	31 (b)
	Implement the work programme arising from the Jakarta Mandate on the Conservation and Sustainable Use of Marine and Coastal Biological Diversity of the Convention on Biological Diversity, including through urgent mobilization of financial resources and technological assistance and the development of human and institutional capacity, particularly in developing countries.
	The issue of urgent financial resources and capacity development are to some extent covered in the programme of work, though could be highlighted more. However, the issue of technological assistance is not currently extensively covered and should be added as an enabling activity.

	31 (c)
	Develop and facilitate the use of diverse approaches and tools, including the ecosystem approach, the elimination of destructive fishing practices, the establishment of marine protected areas consistent with international law and based on scientific information, including representative networks by 2012 and time/area closures for the protection of nursery grounds and periods, proper coastal land use; and watershed planning and the integration of marine and coastal areas management into key sectors.
	Elements of this paragraph are covered in programme elements 1 (IMCAM), 2 (living resources) and 3 (MCPAs). The ad hoc technical expert group on marine and coastal protected areas (see document CBD/SBSTTA/8/9/Add.1) has proposed ways and means to create a representative global network of MCPAs, and the target of 2012 could be added to the programme of work. In addition, the activity of eliminating destructive fishing practices could be added under operational objective 1.2.

	31 (d)
	Develop national, regional and international programmes for halting the loss of marine biodiversity, including coral reefs and wetlands.
	This paragraph has relevance to the entire programme of work, and the target of halting the loss of marine biodiversity can be evaluated through ongoing global marine assessments, such as the planned UNEP Global Marine Assessment. A target date, such as 2010, could also be given in this regard. 


Annex I

SOME EXAMPLES OF GEF PROJECTS RELATING TO MARINE AND COASTAL BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY, AND UNDERTAKEN BETWEEN THE YEARS 1998 AND 2002 

– BIODIVERSITY FOCAL AREA
	Country
	Project name
	Region
	Agency
	Project type
	GEF grant (US$ M)
	Project stage

	Bangladesh
	Coastal and Wetland Biodiversity Management at Cox's Bazar and Hakakuki Haor
	Asia
	UNDP
	Full size project
	5.520
	Council approved

	Belize
	Conservation And Sustainable Use of the Barrier Reef Complex
	LAC
	UNDP
	Full size project
	5.355
	CEO endorsed

	Colombia
	Caribbean Archipelago Biosphere Reserve: Regional Marine Protected Area System
	LAC
	IBRD
	Medium size project
	1.000
	CEO endorsed

	Ecuador
	Monitoring System for the Galapagos Islands
	LAC
	IBRD
	Medium size project
	0.941
	CEO endorsed

	Gambia
	Integrated Coastal and Marine Biodiversity Management
	AFR
	IBRD
	Medium size project
	0.985
	CEO endorsed

	Georgia
	Integrated Coastal Management Project
	ECA
	IBRD
	Full size project
	1.300
	CEO endorsed

	India
	Conservation and Sustainable Use of the Gulf of Mannar Biosphere Reserve's Coastal Biodiversity
	Asia
	UNDP
	Full size project
	7.868
	CEO endorsed

	Indonesia
	The Greater Berbak-Sembilang Integrated Coastal Wetlands Conservation Project
	Asia
	IBRD
	Medium size project
	0.732
	CEO approved

	Indonesia
	Komodo National Park Collaborative Management Initiative
	Asia
	IBRD
	Full size project
	5.375
	Council approved

	Korea DPR
	Coastal Biodiversity Management of DPR Korea's West Sea
	Asia
	UNDP
	Medium size project
	0.775
	CEO approved

	Mauritius
	Restoration of Round Island
	AFR
	IBRD
	Medium size project
	0.750
	CEO approved

	Mozambique
	Coastal and Marine Biodiversity Management Project
	AFR
	IBRD
	Full size project
	4.080
	CEO endorsed

	Papua New Guinea
	Community-based Coastal and Marine Conservation in the Milne Bay Province
	Asia
	UNDP
	Full size project
	3.549
	Council approved

	Philippines
	Coastal and Marine Biodiversity Conservation in Mindanao
	Asia
	IBRD
	Full size project
	1.250
	Council approved

	Philippines
	Conservation of the Tubbahata Reefs National Marine Park and World Heritage Site
	Asia
	UNDP
	Medium size project
	0.775
	CEO approved

	Philippines
	Biodiversity Conservation and Management of the Bohol Islands Marine Triangle
	Asia
	UNDP
	Medium size project
	0.743
	CEO approved

	Samoa
	Marine Biodiversity Protection and Management
	Asia
	IBRD
	Medium size project
	0.925
	CEO endorsed

	Seychelles
	Marine Ecosystem Management Project
	AFR
	IBRD
	Medium size project
	0.747
	CEO approved

	Sri Lanka
	Conservation of Biodiversity through Integrated Collaborative Management in Rekawa, Ussangoda, and Kalametiya Coastal Ecosystems
	Asia
	UNDP
	Medium size project
	0.750
	CEO approved

	Tanzania
	Development of Mnazi Bay Marine Park
	AFR
	UNDP
	Full size project
	1.615
	CEO endorsed

	Ukraine
	Biodiversity Conservation in the Azov-Black Sea Ecological Corridor
	ECA
	IBRD
	Full size project
	7.150
	CEO endorsed

	Vietnam
	Hon Mun Marine Protected Area Pilot Project
	Asia
	IBRD
	Medium size project
	0.997
	CEO endorsed

	Yemen
	Coastal Zone Management along the Gulf of Aden
	Asia
	IBRD
	Medium size project
	0.750
	CEO approved

	Regional
	Conservation and Sustainable Use of the Mesoamerican Barrier Reef
	LAC
	IBRD
	Full size project
	10.616
	CEO endorsed

	Regional
	Coral Reef Monitoring Network in Member States of the Indian Ocean Commission (COI), within the Global Reef Monitoring Network (GCRMN)
	AFR
	IBRD
	Medium size project
	0.737
	CEO approved

	Global
	Development of Best Practices and Dissemination of Lessons Learned for Dealing with the Global Problem of Alien Species that Threaten Biological Diversity
	CEX
	UNEP
	Medium size project
	0.750
	CEO approved


Annex II

GLOBAL AND REGIONAL PARTNERSHIP INITIATIVES PRESENTED AT OR AFTER WSSD

A. Global initiatives

	Name
	Lead agency
	Partners
	Duration
	Goal

	The H20 (Hilltops-2-Oceans) partnership: Working Together to Protected Coastal and Marine Environments
	UNEP/GPA
	UNEP, UNESCO-IOC, NGOs
	1 January 2003-31 December 2006
	Promote realization of the GPA and Montreal commitment by governments to mitigate water pollution and resource degradation from hilltops to oceans

	International Network of Practitioners and Academics to Support Implementation of Coastal and Ocean Management Programs
	International Coastal and Ocean Organization (ICO) and Coastal Studies Organization (CSO), USA
	NOAA, IFREMER, UNESCO-IOC, World Bank, UNEP/GPA, NGOs
	September 2002-September 2005
	Provide a technical support network for integrated coastal management

	Coral Reefs and Fisheries Network
	Dept. of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, Australia
	Thailand, New Zealand, Indonesia, Philippines, IGOs and NGOs
	2003-2005
	APEC region-wide network to provide a forum for collaboration and information exchange to link and build capacity among coastal communities, coral reef organizations and industries, working to ensure long-term sustainable livelihoods from healthy and well-managed coral reefs and fisheries

	International Coral Reef Action Network (ICRAN) and Initiative (ICRAI)
	UNEP Coral Reef Unit
	Philippines, Sweden, France, IGOs, NGOs
	June 2001 - 2012
	Partnership to halt and reverse the decline in health of world’s coral reefs. Initiative draws on partners’ investments in reef monitoring and management to create strategically linked actions at the local, national and global levels.

	Global Ballast Water Management Project
	IMO
	Brazil, China, India, Iran, South Africa, Ukraine, IGOs, NGOs
	March 2004 – February 2006
	Help developing countries reduce transfer of harmful aquatic organisms and pathogens in ships’ ballast water and to establish integrated regional strategies to address threats posed by invasive marine species.

	Application of Isotope Techniques for Sustainable Water Resources and Coastal Zone Management (SWARCOZM)
	IAEA
	Members of IAEA, UNESCO, other IGOs and NGOs
	June 2002 - 2007
	Seeks to apply advanced scientific and technological methodologies such as isotope techniques to the sustainable use of water resources and coastal zone management.

	Global Ocean Data Assimilation Experiment (GODAE)
	Australia
	Canada, France, Japan, Norway, UK, USA, IOC/UNESCO, WMO, the GOOS, and the Committee on Earth Observing Satellites
	2003 - 2007
	Establish an sustain ocean data gathering, analysis and predictive systems for the marine environment, accessible to all nations, providing safer and more efficient ocean operations, improved safety and risk management, as well as an improved scientific and information basis for marine and ocean policy and development.

	POGO-IOC Initiative for Intelligent Use and Management of the Oceans
	Partnership for Observation of the Global Oceans (Canada)
	UNESCO/IOC
	2002 - 2012
	Promote intelligent and sustainable management of oceans, resulting in enhanced capacity to monitor and manage oceans; an improved capability in developing countries to participate as equal partners in the world arena addressing ocean-related issues; and the development of observational elements to promote the rational use of oceans.


B. Regional initiatives

	Name
	Lead agency
	Partners
	Duration
	Goal

	African Process for the Establishment of the Development and Protection of the Marine and Coastal Environment in Sub-Saharan Africa
	ACOPS – Advisory Committee on the Protection of the Sea (London)
	Cote d’Ivoire, Gambia, Ghana, Kenya, Mauritius, Mozambique, Nigeria, Senegal, Seychelles, South Africa, Tanzania, IGOs
	September 2002 - February 2003
	Aims to identify degraded or threatened marine and coastal environments, determine the causes of degradation, and design programmes to combat them.

	Preparation of a Regional Sustainable Development Strategy for the Mediterranean: Policy and Tools
	UNEP/MAP
	Countries of the Mediterranean, IGOs, NGOs
	September 2002 – December 2005 ( for preparation and adoption of Strategy) December 2010 for implementation of targets
	Prepare a Regional Strategy involving all concerned actors, focusing on relevant policies and practical tools necessary for building up a Strategic Programme with time bound and implementable results.

	Sustainable Development and Management of the Caribbean Sea
	CARICOM
	Members of the Association of Caribbean States (ACS), UK, USA, Japan, France, IGOs (UNEP Regional Programme) NGOs
	January 2003 – December 2007
	Develop capacity to address the current threats to the environmental quality of the Caribbean Sea.

	White Water to Blue Water: A Crosscutting Approach to Regional Oceans and Coastal Ecosystem Management
	U.S. Department of State
	Countries of the Wider Caribbean, UK, France, Spain, IGOs (UNEP Regional Seas Programme, UNEP/GPA, UNESCO-IOC), NGOs (IUCN)
	October 2002 – October 2006
	Aims to increase coastal state and regional capacity for cross-sectoral approaches to the management of watersheds and marine ecosystems; to develop a framework for regional management programs; and reverse the downward trend in fisheries.

	Implementation of Public-Private Partnership for Environmental Investments
	IMO
	Cambodia, China, Indonesia, Malaysia, Philippines, Korea, Thailand, Vietnam, IGOs, NGOs
	May 2004 – June 2004
	As part of the Regional programme on Building Partnerships for Environmental Management (PEMSEA), the project seeks to accelerate investments in environmental facilities and services for the protection and sustainable sue of the marine and coastal resources of the Seas of East Asia using public-private partnerships.

	Intergovernmental, Interagency and Intersectoral Partnerships in the Implementation of the Sustainable Development Strategy for the Seas of East Asia
	IMO
	Cambodia, China, Indonesia, Malaysia, Philippines, Korea, Thailand, Vietnam, IGOs, NGOs
	2002 - 2005
	As part of PEMSEA, the overall objective of the initiative is to implement the Sustainable Development Strategy for the Seas of East Asia (SDS-SEA). It will result in improved ocean governance of the shared East Asia seas and resources.

	Partnerships in the Local Implementation of Coastal Strategies and Integrated Coastal Management Programs in East Asia
	IMO
	Cambodia, China, Indonesia, Malaysia, Philippines, Korea, Thailand, Vietnam, IGOs, NGOs
	2002 - 2004
	As part of PEMSEA, the aim is to forge regional partnerships among local governments and ICM practitioners, with the objective of consolidating efforts and increasing management effectiveness by sharing experiences, good practices, lessons, expertise, approaches and resources through south-south cooperation.

	Comprehensive Environmental Assessment for the Asian Coastal Zone (CEACOZ)
	International Centre for the Environmental Management of Enclosed Seas (EMECS), Japan
	Countries of the Asia-Pacific Region
	2002 - 2005
	Identification of major environmental trends in Asian coastal zones, generation of scientific information to inform policy and decision-making, and creation of forum for dialogue among scientists, policy makers, NGOs and businesses on coastal zone management.

	Pacific Islands Oceans Initiative
	Council of regional Organizations in the Pacific (CROP), (pacific Islands Forum Secretariat, Fiji)
	Pacific Island countries and territories, Australia, France, New Zealand, UK, USA, regional indigenous organizations (SPC, SPREP, SOPAC), major groups
	2003 - 2007
	Aims to achieve healthy ocean that sustains livelihoods and aspirations of Pacific Island Communities. Assist with implementation of the Pacific Islands regional Ocean Policy, harmonize and build upon ongoing ocean-related programmes implemented within the region, and identify and implement coordinated programme of action that will address all priority aspects of ocean policy. 

	Capacity Building for Pacific Island Countries in Oceans Policy Implementation
	National Oceans Office, Australia
	Pacific Island Countries and Territories, IGOs (Pacific Island Forum Secretariat, Secretariat of the Pacific Community – SPC, SPREP etc.) NGOs (WWF, IUCN, etc.)
	November/December 2002 - 2007
	Closely linked with the Pacific Islands Oceans Initiative, offers guidance on the implementation of the Pacific Islands Oceans Policy.


----

* 	UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/8/1.


�/	� HYPERLINK "http://www.cep.unep.org/pubs/techreports/tr37en/content.html" ��http://www.cep.unep.org/pubs/techreports/tr37en/content.html�


�/	http://www.cep.unep.org/pubs/techreports/tr42en/index.html


�/	� HYPERLINK "http://www.rac-spa.org.tn/" ��http://www.rac-spa.org.tn/�


�/	� HYPERLINK "http://wcpa.iucn.org/pubs/pdfs/mpa_guidelines.pdf" ��http://wcpa.iucn.org/pubs/pdfs/mpa_guidelines.pdf�


�/	See: � HYPERLINK "http://www.ramsar.org/key_criteria.htm" ��http://www.ramsar.org/key_criteria.htm�


�/	� HYPERLINK "http://www.ramsar.org/key_mgt_guide.htm" ��http://www.ramsar.org/key_mgt_guide.htm�


�/	� HYPERLINK "http://www.ramsar.org/key_guide_indigenous.htm" ��http://www.ramsar.org/key_guide_indigenous.htm�


� See in particular Aquaculture development (FAO Technical Guidelines for Responsible Fisheries. No.5, 1997).


�  Work programme on marine and coastal biological diversity under the Convention on Biological Diversity (decision IV/5); FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries.


� 1994 ICES/EIFAC Code of Practice on the Introductions and Transfers of Marine Organisms.


� IMO Guidelines for the Control and Management of Ships' Ballast Water to Minimize the Transfer of Harmful Aquatic Organisms and Pathogens (1997).
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