Template for the submission of views by Parties on the integration of biodiversity considerations in climate change related activities
General comments: 

We see this submission as a brainstorming exercise to be further developed primarily by the ATHEG on biodiversity/climate change. 

A different level of technical details between the work under the CBD and the UNFCCC, and the lack of specific compliance mechanisms under the CBD represents two of the general challenges for optimizing the synergy between the two conventions. Due to this we have not addressed the details in how the different activities are addressed (if addressed) under the UNFCCC and the KP. 

Another general challenge is the lack of actual knowledge and valuation systems for ecosystem services, and to integrate such knowledge in decision making.
1. Integrating Biodiversity in Climate Change Mitigation 
	Mitigation Approach 
	Description of Activity* 
	Potential Benefits 
	Disadvantages / Challenges 

	Land Use, Land Use Change and Forestry 
	Sustainable use of forests in bioenergy production.  
	If sustainability is achieved, both protection of biodiversity and mitigation is possible
	Difficult to ensure that sustainable use is occurring, 
risk of introduction of monocultures and alien species (eg. fast growing)
Increased logging, and thus pressure on the forest biodiversity

	
	Sustainable agricultural biofuelproduction
	
	need for sustainability standards and legislations

	
	Afforestation and reforestation. Reference to draft guidelines developed under the MCPFE and PEBLDS 
	If sustainability is achieved, both protection of biodiversity and mitigation is possible. 
	The guidelines are voluntary, but provides a useful check-list to ensure sustainability. 
In general: Risk of replacing biodiversity-rich habitats with monocultures of alien species. Plantations inhibit natural re-growth

	
	Management/restoration wetland/mires/peatlands
	Prevent emissions

Conserve biodiversity

Capture ecosystemservices  
	There is a need to further develop the knowledge in order to actively capture the full range of benefits from such ecosystems.

	
	
	
	

	Reducing emissions from deforestation and forest degradation
	The Norwegian Climate and Forest Initiative will use up to 600 mill US$ a year from 2008 to 2012 to facilitate for the Copenhagen negotiations on a post 2012 climate regime. The project follow up the desire from the Bali Action Plan to bring Reduction of Emission from Deforestation and forest Degradation (REDD) into the negotiations process
(see annex 1)
	Reduce emissions 
Improve monitoring and governance of forest-resources and thus also biodiversity.

Conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity in tropical forests.

Securing the rights for indigenous peoples and local communities

	Improved definitions of forests  (ref COPIX/5 decision)

Outcome of the negotiations under the UNFCCC

Improved understanding of the linkages between global and local ecosystem services

	Other - Renewable energy
	Ensuring environmental impact assessments (EIA) before any development of renewable energy forms; Hydropower, wind farms etc.
	Few/none direct positive benefits for biodiversity
	Ensure that important habitats are not destroyed.

Pressure/consequences for selected species 

Development of procedures for biodiversity offsets might be useful 
Agree on standards for assessment, ensuring equal practice

	
	In cases of small scale and large scale hydropower: ensure regulations that secure adequate and reliable downstream  flows
	Avoid the most severe impacts on organisms that do not tolerate large fluctuations
	Conflicts the maximum energy potential in the power plants, economic interests

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


* Description of the activity that can be undertaken to enhance the integration of biodiversity considerations in climate change mitigation including specific examples of implementation where available
2. Integrating Biodiversity in Climate Change Adaptation 
	Adaptation Approach 
	Description of Activity* 
	Benefits of Integration 
	Disadvantages / Challenges 

	Protected areas / conservation 
	Including climate gradients (upwards, polewards) in new protection areas
	Possibilities for the species to move (with changing climate zones)
	Practical/possible solutions not always present

	
	Establishing corridors and networks between fragmented habitats
	Possibilities for the species to move (with changing climate zones)
	Practical/possible solutions not always present

	Ecosystem restoration
	Restoring wetland areas
	Wetlands can be both species rich, important in water management, and may be a carbon reservoir 
	Erosion and drought may have come to far for possible restoration

	
	Restoring grassland and then forests where desertification process has started
	Forests are very important for the water cycle; binding water  – countries with little forests have more problems with water availability
	Erosion and drought may have come to far for possible restoration

	
	Restore natural ecosystems in coastal areas
	In addition to biodiversity benefits, the buffering capacity with regard to natural disasters is important
	Conflicting land-use interest

	Forestry, fishery, agriculture or water sector planning
	Developing and ensuring sustainability standards in forestry
	Avoid fragmentation of large areas 
	Challenging to follow up locally

	
	Avoid monocultures and plantation with low genetic variance in populations
	Genetic variability is important for the species themselves be able to adapt to change (e.g. climate change)
	Challenging to follow up locally

	Infrastructure development / upgrading
	Require environmental impact assessments (EIA) before any development
	Ensure that important (biodiversity rich) habitats are not sacrificed
	Agreeing on standards for assessment, ensuring equal practice

	
	
	
	

	Alternative livelihoods
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Other (specify)
	
	
	


* Description of the activity that can be undertaken to enhance the integration of biodiversity considerations in climate change adaptation including specific examples of implementation where available

3. Integrating Biodiversity in Climate Change Policies and Planning 
Description of how biodiversity considerations can be integrated into national and regional climate change policies and planning including: building an enabling environment, involving stakeholders, avoiding additional cost and reporting burdens, etc. 
Some main Norwegian policy lines relevant for this topis are: 
1. Seek to ensure that full use is made of opportunities for synergies between biodiversity management and measures for adaptation to climate change at national and international level, and that information on the effects of climate change on biodiversity is communicated effectively
2. Give priority to measures that contribute both to mitigation of climate change and to conservation of biodiversity and other environmental assets (in particular in relation to forestry activities)
The main environmental principles are also important for the Norwegian policy;
1. Precautionary principle, (including the concept “do-no-harm”)  

2. Polluter pays

3. Overall environmental impact  (addressing combined effects)
4. Use of best available techiques (BAT)

Important tools are:  


· The use of  environmental impact assessments (EIAs)
· Generally increased focus and communication about the importance of biodiversity and ecosystem services
· Monitoring  in order to ensure adaptive management 

Annex 1

Emissions from deforestation and degradation make up 20% of global greenhouse gas emissions, second only to energy and more than transport. Limiting climate change to 2 degrees in order to avoid the most serious damage to ecosystems, economy and society will not be possible without reducing emissions from deforestation and degradation of forest land.
At Bali, the Norwegian Government declared its willingness to provide up to 3 billion NOK annually towards efforts to reduce emissions from deforestation and forest degradation in developing countries. This is a promising area for achieving rapid, large-scale and cost-effective reductions in emissions of greenhouse gas emissions.

Rainforests make up only 5% of the Earth’s surface. Even so, at least half of all species of plants and animals are found here. 1,4 billion of the world’s poorest people depend on forests for their livelihoods. Since 1950 more than half of the world’s rainforests have been destroyed. Forests support a multitude of environmental services to local populations in terms of food, fibre, water, medicines and shelter, and to the world in terms of maintaining the global water cycle and mitigating climate change. Nevertheless, they continue to disappear at a rate of 13 million hectares per year, 200 square km a day, or 36 soccer fields a minute. 

Legal and illegal logging, mining, oil and conversion for agricultural purposes are the main drivers behind deforestation and forest degradation. The main cause is that intact, living forest is valued less than timber, minerals, meat, soy and palm oil. The challenge is to develop mechanisms for placing economic value on forest ecosystem services such as carbon sequestration, but also water, food, medicines and disease control.

The fight against climate change may change this deadlocked situation, where governments, timber and plantation companies and small-scale farmers see no alternatives to continue cutting down forest. It is becoming increasingly clear that reduced emissions from deforestation and degradation are among the most cost-effective measures for mitigating climate change. The UK Stern Report estimated the cost of halving deforestation at 10-15 billion USD a year. This represents less than a half percent of what is spent on insurance a year.

Goals and targets
· In line with the relevant decisions at Bali, Norwegian funds will contribute to early action in the form of pilot projects, demonstrations and development of national strategies for reduced emissions from deforestation and degradation. In the short term, it is essential to develop national capacity for monitoring, reporting and verification of these emissions.  

· Experience gathered will feed into the negotiations on climate change and contribute to reduced emissions from deforestation and degradation become part of a new and more comprehensive international agreement on climate change after 2012. 

· These goals cannot be achieved in any long-term perspective without conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity in tropical forests, contributing to reduce poverty, improving forest governance, and securing the rights of indigenous peoples and other communities that depend on the tropical forests for their livelihoods.


Neither Cheap nor Simple
For emissions from reduced deforestation and degradation to become part of a new climate deal, it is important to donor countries that emissions can be monitored, reported and verified in a credible way. Tropical forest countries need assurance that the developed countries will share in the risks and costs involved in reducing emissions from this sector. Tropical forest nations will expect large transfers of funds to abstain from further logging, mining, oil development and conversion of forest into agricultural land. Compensation for maintaining standing, living forests as carbon sinks will have to compete with current uses of the forest, in order to have any influence on the rate of deforestation (13 million hectares a year or 200 km/2 a day, FAO 2005).

The international push for reduced emissions from deforestation and degradation represents a large-scale experiment in payment for ecosystem services. As such, it needs to offer credible financial incentives and solid motivation for the actual forest stewards and those who hold the key to reducing deforestation and forest degradation, whether these are governments, mining, oil or logging companies, and investors in large-scale plantation agriculture, indigenous peoples or small-scale farmers.

Management of Risk, Channels and Partners
In order to manage risks, it will be of importance to establish credible systems for monitoring, reporting and verification of emissions from deforestation and degradation. This needs to take place within a relatively uniform and effective, but also robust and flexible international architecture for Reduced Emissions from Deforestation and Degradation. The project will apply a stepwise approach, focusing on capacity building and national level strategies in the early stages, and proceed to performance based payments for ecosystem services at scale where possible, with a strong focus on incentives.

We seek to put together a portfolio of carefully selected pilot projects which may provide us with a range of experiences and challenges relating to governance, land tenure, and different levels of national capacity. Projects shall test different methods and approaches to monitoring, reporting and verification of emissions.

Norway has no illusions about good governance or the level of corruption involved in the tropical forest countries which are the focus of attention for these funds. Most of the Norwegian funding will therefore be handled by multilateral programs. Norway is pushing hard for the World Bank and the most relevant UN agencies (UNEP, UNDP, FAO) to work closely together on a common international architecture or framework for reduced emissions from deforestation and degradation, and for coordinated implementation and support to national strategies at country level.

Bilateral, direct cooperation will only take place where national capacity for monitoring, reporting and verification is good, such as in Brazil, or in Tanzania, where a long and broad history of development cooperation represents a good platform for action. Over the last few months, Norway has allocated USD 100 million each for action along these lines in Tanzania and the Congo Basin Forest Fund. We are at an advanced stage in our dialogue with Brazil and will start discussions with Papua New Guinea and Indonesia in the next few months.

