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The Biodiversity in European Development
Cooperation Conference

This document gathers the proceedings of the Biodiversity in European Development
Cooperation (BEDC) Conference held in Paris in September 2006. 

Paris, 19-21 september 2006

Objectives of the BEDC
Conference and expected
results

Global objectives 

The aim of the BEDC Conference was to
contribute to transforming political
commitments into concrete actions by
developing recommendations for the
European Commission (EC) and
European Union (EU) Member States on
how to pro-actively address the
integration of biodiversity concerns into
development cooperation programmes
and policies.

The BEDC Conference was not therefore
an event by environmentalists for
environmentalists, but rather aspired to
bring together development cooperation
representatives and environmentalists to
jointly pave the way forward.

Specific objectives 

The conference aimed specially to:

• Help developing countries, and the
EU Overseas Countries and Territories
(OCTs), integrate protection of
biodiversity into their development
strategies.

• Help EU Member States and the
European Commission to integrate
biodiversity into their development
cooperation strategies and
programmes, and put in place a
monitoring and reporting mechanism
to monitor progress in the pursuit of
the 2010 and 2015 targets.

While the geographical scope of the
conference was worldwide, it had been
agreed that special emphasis would be
placed on the countries of Africa, the
Caribbean and the Pacific (ACP), with
particular emphasis on Africa, in order to
implement the commitments to
environmental issues stipulated in Article
32 of the Cotonou Agreement.

Expected results 

The expected outcome of the BEDC
Conference was a message from
participants which would include some
recommendations for the European
Commission and the EU Member States,
aimed at:

• Reinforcing political will and
commitment to better recognise the
importance of biodiversity in the
sustainable development of partner
countries, including building capacity to
this effect;

• Promoting good governance of
biodiversity, including securing the rights
and roles of local communities and
indigenous peoples in managing
ecosystems and genetic resources;

• Addressing underlying causes of
biodiversity loss, such as current
incentive frameworks both within EU
(including e.g. trade, fisheries, forestry
and agriculture policies and strategies)
and partner countries;

• Ensuring that the 10th European
Development Fund (EDF) negotiations
between ACP countries and the
European Union include incentives for
biodiversity and the sustainable use of
natural resources;

• Encouraging active participation of civil
society in decision making processes
both in partner countries and in the
European Union;

• Maximizing synergies and avoiding
overlaps through improved exchange
and networking between Member
States, the European Commission and
other relevant donors;

• Sharing and, when relevant, harmonizing
tools and indicators for the monitoring
and assessment of trends in biodiversity
and related programmes and policies.

vii



1. Completed questionnaires were received from the governments of Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, The Netherlands and Sweden.

Why was the Biodiversity in
European Development Cooperation
Conference held in September 2006?

The year 2006 offered excellent
opportunities to translate political
commitments into action:

• The publication of the Millennium
Ecosystem Assessment (MA) findings
in 2005 provided a credible scientific
basis and conceptual framework for
drawing the links between healthy
ecosystems and the attainment of
social and economic goals. This
report highlights the need for an
unprecedented effort to achieve, by
2010, a significant reduction of the
current rate of biodiversity loss at the
global, regional and national levels, as
a contribution to poverty alleviation.

• Several other influential reports had
been released in the few months
before the Conference that stressed
the links between ecosystems and
development. For example, The
Wealth of the Poor (World Resources
Institute, 2005) makes a compelling
case that environmental income can
act as fundamental stepping stone in
the economic empowerment of the
rural poor.

• 2006 was the first year of
implementation of the European
Consensus on Development. The
Consensus aims at better addressing
environmental sustainability in EU
development cooperation and at
strengthening coherence between the
European Commission and EU
Member States.

• A communication from the European
Commission on Halting the loss of
Biodiversity by 2010—and beyond
had been issued on 22 May 2006.

• The Countdown 2010, which
combines efforts to achieve the 2010
biodiversity commitments, had
decided that development
cooperation is a priority area for
2006.

• The 10th EDF, the main financial
instrument of European development
cooperation for the next five years,
was being negotiated in 2006. Under
the framework of the Cotonou
Agreement, about 21 billion euros
were at stake for the 77 ACP
countries.

Methodology

Preparation of the BEDC Conference
was led by an ad hoc Conference
Secretariat based in the IUCN Regional
Office for Europe, and supported by
IUCN Headquarters. In addition, a
Steering Committee, composed of
representatives from EC Directorates
General for Development, External
Relations and Environment, EU
Ministries of Foreign Affairs and/or
development cooperation agencies,
and environmental/development Non-
Governmental Organisations (NGOs),
was set up to oversee and provide
input to the process. 

Conference preparation also benefited
from presentations and discussions
held during two meetings of the
Tropical Biodiversity Advisory Group
(TBAG) (Brussels, January 2006 and
Stockholm, June 2006). Finally, the
consultation process involved
numerous interactions with additional
representatives of the European
Commission, bilateral cooperation
agencies and NGOs; and the circulation
of a questionnaire1 as part of an attempt
to gather information in a more
systematic manner.
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The Conference Secretariat wishes to
express its gratitude to all members of
the MCI team, who did an impressive
work as the event organiser. Hostesses
helped welcoming and registering
participants with a much appreciated
constant good mood. Several staff
members of the International
Conference Centre also contributed a
lot of time and energy during the 3 days
of the conference.

A number of IUCN staff members
worked long hours during the
conference and never balked at
unrewarding but crucial tasks. Those
whose names do not appear anywhere
else in these proceedings are Tim
Christophersen, Camille Gremez, Dirk
Hendricks, Wiebke Herding, Catherine
Quick, Chantal Van Ham and Janice
Weatherley. Karen Hoyer and Agnès
Schilling volunteered to help with most
welcome enthusiasm and dedication.

Last, the IISD reporting services did an
incredible job in producing real-time
conference minutes, on which some
parts of this document draw extensively.
IISD team included Nienke Beintema,
writer; Alice Bisiaux, writer/team leader;
William McPherson, writer; and Diego
Noguera, digital editor.
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The Paris Conference on Biodiversity in
European Development Cooperation,
organised under the initiative of the
European Commission and the World
Conservation Union, held on
September 19 to 21, 2006 was
ambitious in several aspects. Devised
to favour a better handling of the
matters linked to biodiversity in the
development assistance of the
European Commission and the Member
States, it aimed at facilitating the
dialogue between not only northern but
southern environment and development
communities as well. Finally, it came
after a series of other conferences on
similar topics, accompanied by
declarations and messages that quite
often remained as no more than dead
letters.

This conference was conceived based
on a relatively simple report: in spite of
formal past commitments, in spite of an
impressive series of policies,
regulations, programmes, and
initiatives, biodiversity continues to
globally weather out and the
ecosystems to wear away. The
accomplishment of several Millennium
Development Goals, whereof the fight
against poverty, are threatened by this;
More specifically, the European
Development Cooperation, that
represents more than half of the world’s
total assistance volume, may not only
be driven to have a significant impact
on its negative trends, but also
reinforces them in a certain number of
cases.

The Conference managed to assemble
more than 450 participants representing
17 Member States, the Parliament and
the Commission, 12 overseas regions
and territories, as well as approximately
forty partner countries, several regional
and international organizations, NGOs
and private firms. It marked the souls
and allowed to tighten the bonds
between the development and
environment actors. Together, they
insisted on the imperious need of going
from theory to practice, from policies to
action.

The Message from Paris adopted as an
outcome of the Conference settles
around four challenges to overcome
through precise recommendations:

• To support the integration of
biodiversity in partner countries;

• To improve governance;
• To reinforce the available instruments

and the coherence between policies;
and,

• To acknowledge the worldwide
importance of biodiversity of overseas
European countries and territories.

The acts of the Conference will allow
keeping track of those passionate and
fascinating debates. They show how
the consensus on the Message from
Paris was built jointly, whether in
workshops or in plenary sessions. 
I believe they will also bring to
realisation the renewed impulse that the
Conference has inspired to the
numerous energies that are mobilising
every day for the preservation of
biodiversity and the fight against
poverty.

If it were necessary, this would be
enough to confirm the great purpose of
the Conference of Paris. Nevertheless,
such an event will not remain a sincere
success unless it has allowed for new
actors to mobilise on its great causes,
to modify their behaviours, to seize
these objectives too often left in the
hands of specialists.

The Finnish Presidency of the European
Union has already done honour for the
participants to commit to submit the
Message from Paris to the Council of
General Affairs and External Relations
of December 2006. I only wish that this
may only be an extremely encouraging
first step in the brilliant destiny of the
Message from Paris; and a new greater
step towards the joint and efficient
handling of issues that remain, more
than ever, in the centre of the needs of
our planet and its inhabitants.

I avail myself of this opportunity to
thank my predecessor, Ibrahim Thiaw,
who brilliantly assumed the heavy
burden of animating this Conference by
providing the vision of an African
representative, an excellent
connoisseur of sustainable
development.

It is also necessary for me to thank our
numerous colleagues from the IUCN,
and first of all the Regional Office for
Europe, who committed themselves to
this formidable challenge: to make the
actors of development and those of
environment come together. I am sure
they will all be mobilised by the
carrying out of the Message from Paris.

Julia Marton-Lefèvre
Director General, IUCN
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From Commitments to
Action

From 19-21 September, 2006, over 400
participants from governments and civil
society gathered in Paris to consider
how to better integrate biodiversity into
EU Development Cooperation. 

Participants expressed concern that the
goods and services provided by
ecosystems are in decline, putting at
risk sustainable development and the
livelihoods of the poor. The need to
forge stronger links between
biodiversity and sustainable
development has been recognised by
the international community, including
the Parties to the Convention on
Biological Diversity who noted the
biodiversity target was to be achieved
as a “contribution to poverty alleviation
and to the benefit of all life on earth”.

The European Union provides over half
the world’s development funds and has
made considerable efforts to support
action for biodiversity by proposing
integration of this issue into different
sectors. The most recent indication of
the European Commission’s
commitment to improving integration of
biodiversity into European development
cooperation can be found in the
Communication “Halting the loss of
biodiversity by 2010 – and beyond”. In
2006, both OECD Development and
Environment Ministers and European
Union institutions highlighted that they
will support the efforts undertaken by
partner countries to incorporate
environmental considerations into
development and PRSPs. While the
Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness
in 2005 seeks to better integrate the
environment in development at sector
and national levels, mainstreaming of
environmental concerns into
development policies and trade has yet
to be achieved.

Participants identified the following set
of challenges and activities for common
action on integrating biodiversity into
EU development cooperation.

THE MESSAGE FROM PARIS
Integrating Biodiversity into 

European Development Cooperation
From the participants of the Conference on Biodiversity in European Development

Cooperation Paris, 19-21 September 2006
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Challenge 1 – Supporting
Mainstreaming in Partner
Countries

EU development cooperation with
partner countries plays a central role in
delivering the goals of development
and sustaining the environment. Efforts
to improve the integration of
environment and development should
aim at strengthening policies and
institutions that support rural poverty
reduction.

Participants encourage the European
Commission and Member States to
support their partner countries to:

• Promote sustainable rural
development using biodiversity as an
asset for rural poverty reduction, thus
minimising risk, improving food
security, nutrition and health;  

• Develop and support the use of
innovative financial mechanisms for
the conservation and sustainable use
of biodiversity and poverty reduction;  

• Strengthen civil society, in particular
local communities and indigenous
peoples, in order to build the
domestic constituency for the
integration of environment and
development;

• Integrate environmental issues in
national planning strategies for
poverty reduction and
macroeconomic policy instruments
(PRSPs), and monitor progress in
turning policy into action.
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Challenge 2 – Governance

Equitable, transparent and effective
governance systems are essential for
both poverty reduction and the
conservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity. Governments alone cannot
and should not set the governance
framework. Governance operates at
many levels from the international to
the local. It is particularly important to
empower poor people, local
communities and indigenous peoples
to have control over natural resources
and environmental assets.

Participants encourage the European
Commission and Member States to:

• Incorporate effective measures in
Country Strategy Papers and sector
policies to strengthen policies and
institutions that support the formal
recognition of rural and indigenous
peoples’ rights to manage natural
resources and benefit from them;

• Systematically seek inputs and
opinions from civil society, in
particular the poor and indigenous
peoples, as well as government
viewpoints, in setting country-level
priorities for aid programmes.
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Challenge 3 - Instruments
and Policy Coherence

Success in supporting sustainable
development in developing countries will
have direct positive impacts on key
European domestic issues such as
migration and security. Therefore, the EU
needs to work for greater policy
coherence in these areas.

Participants encourage the European
Commission and Member States to:

• Make full use of the opportunities
presented by instruments such as
budget support, SWAPs, etc, to
advance the mainstreaming of
environmental concerns in
development, including through high
level policy dialogue;

• Support the systematic use of
strategic environmental assessments
in support of mainstreaming; 

• Improve coherence between EU
policies and economic partnership
agreements in relation to environment
and development, trade, agriculture,
fisheries, tourism, transport, and
infrastructure; 

• Provide leadership and means to
support partner countries in creating
a level playing field where sustainable
business can be an effective partner
in delivering conservation and
development;

• Support knowledge development and
participatory research;

• Act on the demand-side, especially
by means of legislation, to reduce the
ecological footprint of trade and
European consumption on the world’s
forests and ocean resources;

• At international level, work with
partner countries to reform global
governance as well as strengthening
UNEP, MEAs, and their enforcement
mechanisms. 
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Challenge 4 – Recognition
of biodiversity in Overseas
Countries and Territories  

Participants stressed the need to
incorporate the 2010 biodiversity target
into the MDG framework in order to
promote mainstreaming of biodiversity
in development cooperation. They also
welcomed the commitment by the EU
Finnish Presidency to submit the
Message from Paris to the EU General
Affairs and External Relations Council
in December 2006. 

Participants encouraged the European
Council and Parliament to discuss and
take a position on the Communication
entitled “Halting the loss of biodiversity
in 2010 - and beyond”. In conclusion,
they expressed their gratitude to the
sponsors and the host country for
organising the Paris Conference, thus
creating the space for dialogue
between the environmental and
development communities from North
and South.
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From Commitments to
Action

Participants endorsed the findings of
the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment
(MA)2, in particular the fact that
ecosystem services are in decline, thus
putting at risk sustainable development
and the livelihoods of the poor.

In April 20063, OECD Development and
Environment Ministers agreed that
eradication of poverty and the
achievement of the Millennium
Development Goals are closely linked
to sound management of the
environment at local, national and
global levels.

The EU already provides over half the
world’s development funds and has
made considerable efforts in supporting
action for biodiversity by proposing
integration of this issue into different
sectors. The most recent indication of
the EC commitment to improving
integration of biodiversity into European
development cooperation can be found
in the Communication “Halting the loss
of biodiversity by 2010 – and beyond”4.

Furthermore more, the 2006 European
Consensus on Development5

highlighted that the EC will support the
efforts undertaken by its partner
countries to incorporate environmental
considerations into development
issues, and help increase their capacity
to implement multilateral environmental
agreements.

Participants, therefore, identified the
following set of challenges and
activities for common action on
integrating biodiversity into EU
development cooperation6.

OUTCOMES FROM THE WORKSHOPS
Integrating biodiversity into European

development cooperation
From the participants of the Conference on Biodiversity in 

European Development Cooperation Paris, 19-21 September 2006

2. Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, 2005.
3. Framework for Common Action Around Shared Goals.
4. COM(2006) 216 – Halting the Loss of Biodiversity by 2010 – and Beyond. Sustaining Ecosystem Services for Human Well-being.
5. (2006/C 46/01) The European Consensus on Development.
6. The proceedings of the conference provide additional recommendations which should ideally be read in conjunction with this message. They can be found at www.countdown2010.net/paris2006
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Challenge 1 –
Mainstreaming

EU development cooperation with
partner countries plays a key role in
achieving development goals and
environmental sustainability. Efforts to
improve the integration of environment
and development should aim at
strengthening policies and institutions
that support rural poverty reduction.

Participants encourage the European
Commission and Member States to
support their partner countries to:

• Promote sustainable rural
development using biodiversity as an
asset for rural poverty reduction, thus
minimising risk, and improving food
security, nutrition and health;

• Develop and support the use of
innovative financial mechanisms for
biodiversity conservation and
sustainable use, and poverty
reduction, such as payment for
ecosystem services, environmental
trust funds, tax policy, environmental
fiscal reform, debt for nature swaps,
carbon markets and pilot projects to
avoid deforestation;  

• Build capacity so as to evaluate
ecosystem services and their
relevance in national planning
frameworks and policies;

• Improve and/or develop indicators for
environmental conditions and trends
and of environmental mainstreaming,
in order to inform and monitor
national policy plans and strategies;

• Strengthen civil society, in particular
local communities and indigenous
peoples, in order to build  domestic
constituency for the integration of
environment and development;

• Develop knowledge management
systems to enhance decision making
mechanisms so as to exchange
expertise and lessons amongst
countries in local languages;

• Build broad political commitment to
integrate biodiversity in national
development programmes, inter alia
through environmental concerns in
policy dialogues;

• Promote efforts within the United
Nations system and International
Financial Institutions to mainstream
biodiversity into national planning;

• Integrate environmental issues in
national planning for poverty
reduction and macroeconomic policy
instruments, such as Poverty
Reduction Strategy Papers and
sector strategies, and monitor
progress of turning policy into action.
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Challenge 2 – Governance

Equitable, transparent and effective
governance systems are essential for
both poverty reduction and the
conservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity. Governance operates at
many levels from international to local.
It is particularly important to empower
poor people, local communities and
indigenous peoples to have control
over natural resources and
environmental assets.

The government alone cannot and
should not set the governance
framework. Broader society should
participate in governance to ensure
equitable sharing of benefits and costs.

Participants encourage the European
Commission and Member States to:

• Incorporate effective measures in EC
Country Strategy Papers and sector
policies to strengthen policies and
institutions that support the formal
recognition of rural people’s rights to
manage natural resources and benefit
from them;

• Systematically seek inputs and
opinions from civil society, in
particular the poor and indigenous
peoples, as well as government
viewpoints, in setting country-level
priorities for aid programmes;

• Observe high standards of
transparency and disclosure
concerning development aid and
other state-supported financial flows
(e.g. export credit guarantees) to
developing countries, including those
that impact on natural resource
dependent livelihoods and
biodiversity;

• Work with national governments to
stimulate the establishment and
support of multi-stakeholder
platforms;

• Prioritise investments that strengthen
civil society;

• Assist partner countries to establish
and better enforce solid and equitable
regulatory frameworks that will
support conservation and sustainable
use of biodiversity.

.
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Challenge 3 – Instruments
and Policy Coherence

The Paris Declaration on Aid
Effectiveness in 2005 seeks to better
integrate environment in development
through strategic environmental
assessments at sector and national
levels. Mainstreaming of environmental
concerns into development policies has
yet to be achieved. Success in
supporting sustainable development in
developing countries will have direct
positive impacts on key European
domestic issues such as migration and
security. Therefore, the EU needs to work
for greater policy coherence in these
areas.

In addition, there are a number of
innovative finance mechanisms such as:
payments for ecosystem services,
establishment of environmental trust
funds, debt for nature swaps, carbon
emission trading, fiscal tools and other
instruments which, if used effectively,
should ensure a more sustainable
financing for biodiversity conservation
and sustainable development.

Participants encourage the European
Commission and Member States to:

• Make full use of the opportunities
offered by instruments such as
budget support, sector-wide
approaches, etc., to advance the
mainstreaming of environmental
concerns in development, including
through high level policy dialogue;

• Support the systematic use of
strategic environmental assessments
and similar instruments in order to
mainstream biodiversity in sector
plans and identify and mitigate
potential adverse impacts from other
sectors (agriculture, fisheries, tourism,
transport and infrastructure), as well
as in trade and economic partnership
agreements; 

• Improve coherence between EU
policies and economic partnership
agreements in relation to environment
and development, trade, agriculture,
fisheries, tourism, transport and
infrastructure;

• Provide leadership and means to
support partner countries in creating
a level playing field where sustainable
business can be an effective partner
in delivering conservation and
development;

• Invest part of development aid into a
fund for each country so that civil
society and governments can draw
on to leverage additional funding, for
conservation and sustainable
development, from the private sector
and other institutions;

• Support the development and
implementation of innovative financial
mechanisms to fulfil environmental
and poverty reduction objectives, for
example:
- Leveraging private sector funding
through a matching fund;
- Market based instruments;
- Endowment funds for long-term
funding;
- Taxes on international tourism and
transportation;

• Invest substantially in a global system
of protected areas as a foundation for
life support as well as cultural and
spiritual values;

• Establish principles, as well as
binding control mechanisms, to
ensure that forests and oceans
resources put on the market are
managed in a legal and sustainable
manner;

• Consider developing, at regional and
national level, capacity building and
institutional support programmes that
match the needs of partner
governments and civil society;

• Support knowledge development and
participatory research, in particular
enhancing productivity in agricultural
systems through increased use of
biodiversity;

• Act throughout consumer demand,
especially by means of legislation, to
reduce the ecological footprint of
trade and European consumption on
the world’s forest and ocean
resources;

• Improve the environmental capacity
of the EC and bilateral cooperation
agencies;

• Support the development and
implementation of approaches and
tools for effective mainstreaming of
environment and development in
national development planning, for
example through:
- Systematic use of strategic
environmental assessments as a
critical element for aid distribution;
- A common framework of indicators,
for both donor and recipient
countries;
- Improving data collected by
household budget surveys to capture
the value of on-farm and off-farm
biodiversity use, in order to inform
national-level economic planning
cycles;
- Development and use of biodiversity
evaluation tools from community to
macroeconomic levels;

• Simplify donor administrative rules
and procedures, for communities and
civil society, to encourage projects
that integrate environment and
development at both field and policy
levels;

• At international level, work with
partner countries to reform global
governance, revising international and
bilateral trade rules, as well as
strengthening UNEP, multilateral
environmental agreements and their
enforcement mechanisms.
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Challenge 4 – Recognition
of biodiversity in Overseas
Countries and Territories
(OCTs)

While building the spirit of the 2006
OCT-EU Forum in Nuuk, (Greenland)
and recognizing the global importance
of their biodiversity as well as taking
into consideration the special
responsibility of the EU for its OCTs,
and ORs:

Participants encourage the European
Commission and Member States to:

• Develop a coherent framework for
environment in OCTs, aiming, among
others, towards a sustainable
management of important biodiversity
areas, and allowing joint efforts with
Outermost Regions as they are the
entities with the most similar stakes
within the European Union;

• Ensure that adequate funding is given
to environmental and biodiversity
issues in the OCTs, including an
outsourced small grants facility and
improved access to European
programmes for local bodies and
NGOs in coordination with the local
authorities;

• Develop joint research programmes
focusing on the biodiversity of OCTs
and ORs, and also strengthening joint
efforts with regional partner countries;

• Strengthen both the OCTs and the EU
positions in the international debate
on climate change, by making use of
the worldwide and diverse network of
OCTs and ORs to evaluate the
interactions between ecosystems,
climate change and local
communities.

The Way Forward

Participants called on future EU
Presidencies in 2007 (Germany and
Portugal) and 2008 (Slovenia and
France) to promote implementation of
the recommendations contained in this
message.
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Mister and Madam Ministers,
Honourable Guests,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

Yesterday, late in the evening, Ireceived
a telephone call from Kaloho, an old
friend from a beautiful island in the
Pacific Ocean. He was concerned by
the fact that his government is paying
little attention to the destruction of
tropical forests by a foreign company,
and that the international cooperation
partners have remained inactive on the
government’s decision not to include
environment within its development
priorities. Knowing that this government
had instead chosen infrastructure,
National Treasury reform, and mining
exploration as absolute priorities,
Kaloho, desperate, turned to the IUCN
for assistance or at least to share his
grief on seeing the nature of his
ancestors undergo such an irreparable
transformation into dollars, a wealth
that in the absence of good
governance will undoubtedly end up in
hidden accounts. 

I therefore promised my Papuan friend
that I would share his concerns with all
the participants at the Paris Conference
on Biodiversity in European
Development Cooperation, because it
is a request that has come to us at an
important moment, to encourage us to
act. 

Ladies and Gentlemen,

It gives me great honour to participate
in the opening of this conference.

I would, of course, like to begin by
welcoming you in the name of the 

World Conservation Union – IUCN,
which has co-organised this conference
with the European Commission. This
opportunity we have to unite so much
talent, wisdom, and experience, is
precious. We all share the great
responsibility of making this conference
a key step in global awareness of the
role of biodiversity in development. 

Why are we really meeting today ?

We are gathered because, I believe, we
have changed our point of view. We
once thought that nature should be
tamed, transformed, and used as we
pleased. We would transform forests
into agriculture, wetlands into
reservoirs, and drylands into irrigated
areas. It was, we thought, a “big
success”. Aside from the intolerable
inequalities throughout the world, never
before had humans possessed so
much food, variety, and luxury. We had
left our scrublands for concrete jungles,
in which we no longer appreciated the
beauty of nature except in parks,
forests, or even on television. At that
time conservation was focused on
beauty, diversity, and the rescue of
what was almost lost.

But in recent decades, we have started
to wake up to what we have been
doing. We have realized that nature is
much more than a beautiful picture we
can admire after a hard day at work.

The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment
is the scientific expression of that 

change in perspective. Sixteen out of
twenty three ecosystem goods and
services are overexploited or declining.
The poor in Laos, El Salvador, or Mali
bitterly experience this in different
ways. Some see the productivity of
their small pieces of land decrease;
others, see their fishing territory
transformed by dams and other fluvial
planning structures; others observe as
their access to firewood is limited or
even lost. Many among you know of
other examples of the ways in which
the poor depend, at different levels, on
natural resources. They depend on
them for their survival, to try to make a
living, or even to find opportunities to
lead them out of poverty. 

It is of little importance to talk about
biodiversity, nature, or ecosystem
goods and services. The fundamental
thing that we have progressively
learned, is why all life in our planet is
important for our existence, and it is all
the more true that the poor have never
been so destitute, while the rich have
never before accumulated so much
wealth. Should we then be surprised by
the massive migration waves that we
are seeing in all continents, not only in
Europe and in North-America, but also
towards some southern, more
prosperous countries? In examining this
more closely, we will notice that the
regions of origin are usually those
where biodiversity has been severely
damaged, for example the countries of
the Sahel or Haiti. The zones of
greatest departure also include conflict 

IBRAHIM THIAW
Acting Director General, IUCN
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regions, in which discord worsened by
competition for access to natural
resources.

Ladies and Gentlemen,

I am the first to admit it, even though
we have a considerable number of
examples illustrating the dependency of
underprivileged rural communities on
natural resources, it is far more difficult
to quantifiably prove that conservation
activities have sustainably reduced
poverty. We know how to preserve
nature and thereby guarantee bread
and butter to these communities, but it
is much more difficult to preserve
nature whilst directly improving their
living conditions.

Though economic evaluation
methodologies have improved, we
must acknowledge that we still lack
sufficient solid economic data to
demonstrate the positive impact of
biodiversity conservation projects on
human well-being.

It is for this reason that we are here
today. We are here to help the
European Union integrate conservation
into its development policies. And we
are here within the framework of
reinforcing dialogue between the
environment and development
communities in order to learn from
each other, to develop partnerships,
and to find the means to reduce
poverty through biodiversity
conservation. The conservation of 

nature is not a tax on development,
nature is the source of life and its
conservation must be the cornerstone
of sustainable development.

The result of this conference, the
Message from Paris, I hope will reflect
our mutual commitment towards a
world without poverty, a world that
teams with life – our life and that of
other species.

I would not know how to end my
remarks without paying tribute to the
European Commission and several of
its Member States, especially Belgium,
Finland, Sweden, and of course France,
that warmly welcome us within this
superb framework. Equally, I would like
to deeply thank the Member States and
NGOs of the Steering Committee of the
conference that accepted the invitation
to dedicate precious time in order to
make this conference a true space for
discussion among the environmental
and development representatives. I
would also like to express my gratitude
for the important participation of
representatives of European Union
partner countries, without whom we
would not have had a true dialogue on
the role of biodiversity in development.

Ladies and Gentlemen, the stakes are
high and the challenges are great, but
with your support and your help, I have
no doubt that this conference will be a
success.

Thank you for your kind attention.
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The challenge 
of an African State

Honourable Delegates,
Excellencies,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

I am very grateful, on behalf of my
Country, to the conveners of this
important conference for inviting
Uganda to make a key note statement
at this important conference. I wish to
thank France for hosting this meeting
and for the hospitality accorded to me
and the other participants to this
conference since we arrived here. The
theme of this conference “Biodiversity
in European Development Cooperation”
is very important to the development
aspirations of Uganda and indeed the
entire Africa.

Uganda has enjoyed generous
development assistance from the EU in
key government development priorities
in the areas of infrastructure
development, Agriculture, Fisheries,
Forestry, Wildlife, Health and Sanitation
and the Democratisation process. The
EU development assistance is
channelled through direct government
budget support and other projects
prioritised in EU Development Strategy
for Uganda. This funding modality
provides EU Development Assistance
opportunity to respond to Uganda’s
development priorities. 
However, we find that it remains largely
inflexible to respond to emerging issues
and is not readily accessible by both
government and other actors in
biodiversity conservation mainly
because of the complex procedures for
documentation and reporting required
by the EU.

However, Uganda, like many countries
in the world, is struggling to achieve
sustainable development. Therefore,
Efforts are needed to strike the balance
between the three pillars of sustainable
development as articulated in Uganda’s
Poverty Eradication Action Plan. 

With respect to the subject of this
conference, Uganda has, for various
reasons, including limited capacity and
financial resources, not adequately
mainstreamed biodiversity conservation
in her development priorities and plans.
This is in spite of the fact that in 1999-
2000 Uganda, with financial support
from Global Environment Facility and
technical support from IUCN -The
World Conservation Union developed a
National Biodiversity Strategy and
Action Plan to guide the management
of biodiversity in Uganda. The National
Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan
prioritizes the following actions to
strengthen biodiversity conservation: 

a) mainstreaming of biodiversity in
macro-economic and Sectoral
policies, 

b) capacity for biodiversity
conservation, 

c) ensuring representative ness of
biodiversity management in all
sectors of government and
landscapes.

I am happy to note that the EU
delegation in Uganda completed 

preparation of the Country
Environmental Profile for Uganda in late
2005 with the intention to use the 

information therein, to inform the
Development Assistance Strategy for
Uganda. The Country Environmental
Profile identifies the following main
drivers for biodiversity loss: (i) habitat
loss, over-use of natural resources, (ii)
Management and Control of alien
species, and (iii) pollution of waters
among others. This is good enough but
not all that can be addressed by EU in
pursuant of biodiversity conservation
needs, at country level as well as
addressing the MDGs and other
binding agreements under the EU.

Since the EU Development Assistance
programme to Uganda is a key player,
it has the greatest opportunity to take a
lead role in mainstreaming biodiversity
in the development assistance
package. I would like to believe that
there is room to strengthen the design
and packaging of the development
assistance to mainstream biodiversity
concerns. In this regards, I am
proposing the following priority actions
for consideration.

a) Integrate Strategic Environmental
Impact Assessment as a requirement
for the EU supported infrastructure
and other socio-economic
development programmes with the
view to identify and addressing 

JESSICA ERIYO
Minister of State for Environment

Uganda

Why is biodiversity important for 

the development of partner countries?
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implications and requirements for
biodiversity concerns. Through this
strategy, it is expected that the EU
Development assistance will truly
support the MGD number 7… and
other binding agreements within the
EU framework.

b) Support the mainstreaming of
biodiversity conservation in national
development planning and Poverty
Reduction Strategies

c) Involve EU Development Assistance
in policy reforms at Macro-economic
and sectoral levels with the view to
assist the country to strengthen
macro-economic planning and
budgeting so that biodiversity
planning and actions are adequately
catered for in national development
policies and budgeting. Uganda
needs support to effectively
participate in international and
regional processes where important
decisions regarding biodiversity
conservation and sustainable
development are made. Further, I
propose involvement of EU
Development Assistance in
strengthening biodiversity
governance processes in the country,
including cross-border governance.

d) Review EU funding modalities to
enable Government and other actors
in biodiversity conservation such as
NGOs and Private Sector access EU
funding with relative ease. NGOs and
Private Sector are key agents for
biodiversity conservation. Presently, 

they face difficulties in accessing EU
funding because of their inability to
meet the high standards of EU
funding modalities.

My government looks forward to
continued debates on these matters at
international, regional and national
levels so that the EU development
assistance can respond to these issues
and others that will be generated
during this conference.

Lastly, permit me to once again thank
the EU for the continued generous
development assistance to Uganda.
Uganda is grateful for this support.
I also wish to thank the IUCN for her
support to Uganda and for organising
this important conference that brings
us together to share views on how to
mainstream biodiversity concerns in EU
development assistance to the
developing world. I also wish to thank
the EC, Belgium, Finland, France, and
Sweden for funding this meeting.

Have a successful conference, for God
and my country!
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The viewpoint of 
a meso-American State

My special thanks and congratulations
to the European Commission and IUCN
for organising this conference that will
allow us to establish a political dialogue
on the priorities and guidelines to be
followed for European cooperation, in
order to achieve the integration of
conservation and the sustainable use of
biodiversity, into development.

El Salvador, located in Mesoamerica,
one of the five centres of mega
diversity on the planet despite its small
territory and high population density,
maintains a significant biodiversity with
good ecosystem and species
representation, and genetic resources
of regional and worldwide importance. 

However, as is the case in many
countries, we face common threats
such as habitat reduction, deterioration
and fragmentation and overexploitation
of natural resources.

Acknowledging the great importance of
our biodiversity and in view of the need
to guarantee the sustainable provision
of environmental goods and services
that it provides us through ecosystems,
El Salvador has formulated a national
territorial development and zoning plan
based, among other things, on the
identification of areas in its territory that
contain key ecosystems and areas of
greatest diversity by establishing
protected areas and biological corridors
With the purpose of guiding territorial
development, the plan considers a
system of areas of conservation and
local sustainable development, which 

include state and private natural areas,
areas with productive activities, and
areas with human settlements, which in
turn has led us to the need to formulate
innovative strategies to incorporate the
different interest sectors and groups in
the conservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity, particularly, local
communities and the private sector.

In order to achieve these goals and
objectives, our country is initiating the
implementation of two great
complementary projects for the
conservation and sustainable use of
Salvadorian biodiversity:

• A project to establish a system of
collection and payments for
environmental services system
(ecoservices)

• And another project to consolidate
the protected areas system
(CNR/MARN)

Both projects will also help us
consolidate and establish our regional
commitments within the framework of
the Mesoamerican Biological Corridor
(MBC), an initiative driven by the
Central American Commission of
Environment and Development (CCAD),
that seeks to bring sustainable
development to the neediest peoples of
the region based on the sustainable
use of natural heritage and the
connectivity of protected areas.

Up until now, the MNC initiative has
been internalized in such a way among
the environmental authorities of each 

country of the isthmus, that we have
jointly coordinated and made political
and technical efforts to consolidate
several strategic regional programmes:
one on protected areas; another on
connectivity; one on monitoring and
evaluation of biodiversity; as well as
formulating a regional strategy for the
conservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity, and a Central American
forest strategy.

In the same way, we have worked to
establish two regional agreements: the
Central American Protocol on Access
to Genetic and Biochemical Resources
and Associated Traditional Knowledge,
and the Central American Agreement
on the Safety of Modern Biotechnology.
With all of these regional instruments,
Central American countries have gone
from a strict biodiversity and forest
conservation approach, to another in
which natural heritage is a stepping
stone towards achieving sustainable
development.

It is important to point out that, from
this vision, El Salvador already
possesses a normative framework in
the theme of biodiversity and planning
in this area, expressed in the national
biological diversity strategy, in addition
sectoral strategies, like the strategy for
the inventory and monitoring of
biodiversity, for the management of
protected areas, for the use of
wetlands; for the use of biodiversity
information; as well as the strategy for
the civil society participation natural
protected areas management.

HUGO BARRERA
Minister of Health and Natural Resources

El Salvador
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Moreover, we possess the proposal for
a national framework on biotechnology
security and are presently formulating a
national strategy for the achievement of
the Millennium goals and objectives by
2015, through a participatory process.

All of the above complemented by
modern environmental law; a law on
natural protected areas; and the law on
wildlife conservation, makes us one of
the countries that want to do things the
right way, in terms of the environment.

Ladies and gentlemen we cannot
ignore the fact that our interest of
giving a greater boost to these topics is
reflected in our recent acceptance as a
Member of IUCN.

Finally, I wish to state that our country
considers that in the search for
sustainable development, poverty
reduction, the facing of other global
challenges, and the achievement of the
Millennium Goals, 2015 must be a
change of paradigm in the work on
biodiversity.

We believe that we must consolidate
this step from a phase concentrating
exclusively on protection, to a phase of
sustainable use of biodiversity, based
on the Addis Ababa Principles and
Guidelines and on the application of the
ecosystems approach of the
Convention on Biological Diversity, as
well as the international commitment to
achieve respect of the sovereignty of
genetic resources and participation in
the derived benefits from those resources.

This is to say, we must focus our
framework of action on the application
of the second and third objectives of
the Convention, sustainable use and
participation in the benefits, which will
allow for local sustainable development,
and thus the mitigation of poverty, a
common indicator of our entire region.
Of course, we must count on the
commitment of international cooperation
partners, mainly from developed
countries, through sustainable financing
and significant technical and scientific
support, allowing access and
technology transfer.

The breakthroughs that El Salvador has
had on the implementation of the
objectives of the Convention on
Biological Diversity were achieved by
the support of international cooperation
partners, particularly the Spanish
Cooperation Agency, IUCN, the UK
Darwin Initiative, the UNDP Small
Grants Programme and, of course, the
Global Environment Facility (GEF)
through their implementing agencies:
UNDP, UNEP, IDB and the World Bank.

I cannot conclude without having first
reiterated our gratitude on behalf of my
government for the extraordinary
welcome received from the government
and people of France, and for allowing
us to use this space to express our
breakthroughs, needs, and vision for
the role of biodiversity, in the search for
the sustainable development of our
peoples.

Thank you.
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The situation in an Asian
Country

Your Excellencies,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

It is a great honour and pleasure to join
you, honourable leaders of the
European Countries and leaders of
other countries from different part of
the planet for conservation and
development, at this Biodiversity in
European Development Cooperation.
On behalf of the Royal Government of
Cambodia, and myself, I would like to
extend my appreciation for the efforts
of the European Development
Cooperation and especially IUCN for
organizing this very important platform
for development and cooperation
through the biodiversity conservation
and sustainable development.

Indeed, preserving natural resources
and environment is challenging and
extensive in coverage, particularly in
developing countries and Asia. In fact,
there are no developments which use
natural resources without impact on
environment. In addition, from one day
to another, natural resources and
environment of our planet are
constantly threatened; this factor has
led to environmental and biodiversity
imbalances, negative changes in
weather patterns affecting economies
and societies as well as the well-being
of human kind in the national, regional
and global framework.

Thus, indeed this conference is a very
special opportunity for all of us to seek
alternatives for better cooperation and
collaboration in and between countries
and continents which are the
challenges for managing, preserving,
conserving and using biodiversity for 

sustainable development; and also to
identify new approaches and measures
to manage natural resources and
preserve country, region and global in
sustainable and continual manners.

Your Excellencies,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

The 1997 Socio-economic Survey of
Cambodia indicated that 36% of the
population lives below the poverty line
based on the minimum need of 2,100
calories per person per day. The survey
also indicated that the poverty index is
11% in Phnom Penh, 30% in other
urban areas and 40% in rural area.
Nearly 90% of the poor are farmers
living in rural areas. The Royal
Government of Cambodia is aware of
the dire poverty currently prevailing in
the country and considers poverty
alleviation and the improvement of
standards of living as the main
priorities.

The Royal Government of Cambodia
considers “Biodiversity Conservation
and sustainable use is the necessary
condition” to ensure sustainable
economic and social development by
enhancing equity and justice of natural
resource use and natural environment
services for the benefit of all people.
Conserving biodiversity and sustainably
using biological resources are
fundamental to reduce poverty and
improve the quality of life of all
Cambodians.

The Royal Government of Cambodia is
highly committed and has strict
measures to eradicate illegal activities
such as: illegal logging; including 

ending the big scale forest exploitation,
which led to cancellation of many forest
concessions; forest land encroachment;
land grabbing; making state owned
land into private ownership; illegal
fishing; illegal mining and so on.

Nature protection in Cambodia has been
a constant concern of both the King and
Government always realising the fragile
nature of ecosystems owing to the
socio-economic, physiogeographic and
climatic conditions of the country. In
modern times, the Kingdom's
commitment to environmental
protection has been demonstrated by a
number of significant legal measures to
prevent pollution, habitat damage and
to protect wildlife, including the
creation of a Environmental Secretariat
in 1993, the enactment, in 1996, of the
"Law on Environmental Protection and
Natural Resource Management"
creating a full fledged Ministry of
Environment and the adoption of a
National Environmental Action Plan in
1998. The National Assembly of
Cambodia has also ratified several
international conventions related to the
environment including: the Convention
on Biological Diversity, the Convention
on Climate Change, the Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance
(Ramsar Convention), the Convention
on International Trade in Endangered
Species (CITES), the World Heritage
Convention, the United Nations
Convention on the Law of the Seas,
International Convention for the
Prevention of Pollution from Ships
(MARPOL), the Agreement on the
Cooperation for the Sustainable
Development of the Mekong River
Basin, etc.

KIM SEAN YIN
Secretary of State for the Environment

Cambodia
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The National Biodiversity Strategy and
Action Plan recognise existing
constitutional and legislative
responsibilities for biodiversity in
Cambodia. It also emphasises the
importance of intergovernmental and
international cooperation to create the
policy, management and research
conditions necessary to advance
ecological management. Cambodia has
also pledged its commitment to
implement the Millennium Development
Goals (MDGs), setting targets and
indicators for several mutually
reinforcing goals to halve world poverty
by the year 2015. The progress towards
one goal affects progress towards the
other, this emphasizing the 
multi-dimensionality of poverty.

The Royal Government has
incorporated natural resource
management programme and
environment protection into the
“National Poverty Reduction Strategy”
and “National Strategic Development
Plan” as well as broadly opening up for
participation to implement those
actions from both domestic and
international development partners.
However, as our capacity and capability
are limited, we acknowledge that
majority of our achievements are also
limited. Furthermore, we also recognise
that poverty of the people in rural areas
has forced them to make their daily
living on exploitation of natural
resources leading to it deterioration and
affecting ecological system and natural
environment. Moreover, the limited
information technology coupling with
people’s low level of knowledge
regarding the importance of natural
resources, pose difficulties for the 

government and in particular for the
concerned ministry to attain expected
results in managing natural resources
and environment.

In Cambodia, an overwhelming majority
depends upon agriculture, fishery and
forestry as major source of livelihood
with most local farmers reliant upon
subsistence farming and foraging. The
average rural household obtains food
and generates income through a
combination of activities such as
farming, hunting, fishing and gathering
wood and non-forest products. Other
supplemental sources of livelihood are
livestock raising; primary processing of
agricultural, forestry and fishery
products; odd jobs and vending. It is
estimated that crop, livestock, fisheries
and forestry production accounted for
40.1% of Cambodia's GDP in 1999.
Despite the continuous efforts of the
Royal Government of Cambodia to
conserve and protect the environment
and the natural resource base, there are
serious cases of resources depletion
and degradation. In the agricultural
sector, inappropriate use of pesticides
is leading to the contamination of
waters and fish habitats, and
degradation of other aquatic resources.
Over harvesting of wildlife has led to
the near extinction of valuable food
sources including several species of
wild animals and plants. Construction
of dams and other water management
infrastructure is a constant menace to
the integrity of fish habitats. Industrial
and urban pollution is threatening the
quality of life of the human population.
We actually have no doubt that in
securing a sustainable development we
must ensure a permanent use of natural 

resources for every need by not
severely affecting the natural
environment and the needs of
generations to come.

Your Excellencies,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

On behalf of the Royal Government of
Cambodia, I would like to take this
opportunity to highly appreciate ASEAN
countries, United Nation, European
Commission, and International
Organizations for contributing and well
cooperating with the Royal Government
of Cambodia as well as Asian countries
to promote conservation and
sustainable development which are the
pro-poor support for people. Once
again, I would like to highly thank and
gratitude to IUCN and European
Development Cooperation that put a lot
of efforts to organise this important
conference that bring Asia and Europe
for biodiversity and sustainable use
through the cooperation and
collaboration.

Lastly, I wish, Excellencies, Ladies and
Gentlemen, let us put our shoulders
together in the cause of a sustainable
better world, particularly Asia and
Europe. By working together, we will
certainly prosper together. I thank you
all for your kind attention.

Thank you.
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How can biodiversity be addressed through development cooperation?

Mobilising Biodiversity and
Ecosystem Services to fight
poverty

Honoured guests, Ministers, Members
of Parliament, 
Mr Director-General of the World
Conservation Union,
Ladies and gentlemen,
Dear friends, 

“Our house is burning down and we're
blind to it. Nature, mutilated and
overexploited, can no longer regenerate
and we refuse to admit it. Humanity is
suffering. It is suffering from poor
development, in both the North and the
South, and we stand indifferent. The
earth and humankind are in danger and
we are all responsible". These are the
words spoken by the President of the
Republic, Jacques Chirac, at the World
Summit on Sustainable Development in
Johannesburg in 2002.

Have we stopped turning a blind eye
since 2002?

The latest United Nations reports on
the Millennium Development Goals or
the assessment of the millennium for
ecosystems, confirm that there has
been an alarming loss of biodiversity.
Since 2002, deforestation has affected
an area the size of Costa Rica. Every
year, 13,000,000 hectares of forest to
give way to cultivated land. The
disappearance of a primeval forest
contributes to global warming, and with
it we lose all the species that sheltered
within it. It no longer fulfils its role in
regulating the water cycle and thus
opens the way to erosion and
desertification. In the end, this
increases the poverty of all the people
living in the vicinity.

How many times must it be said that at
the current rate, between a quarter and 

half of all species will have disappeared
between now and the end of the
century?

We know the disastrous consequences
this will have for humanity. The
overexploitation of marine resources,
wildlife or water resources is having a
more and more profound effect on
people’s lives. The recent report of the
World Bank on the Wealth of Nations
shows that a quarter of the gross
national product of developing
countries without oil resources depends
on natural resources. The message
could not be clearer.

Our responsibility is huge and making
commitments is no longer enough. We
will be judged according to our actions
by future generations. For this reason,
development aid provided by the
French government continues to grow.
In 2007, it will amount to 9 billion euros,
or 0.5% of gross national product. And
of course, the environment will benefit
from this growth. 

The French Global Environment Facility
has thus been replenished and will
stand at 70 million euros for the coming
years. For France, it constitutes an
instrument of bilateral cooperation,
largely devoted to supporting projects
in favour of biodiversity. The Global
Environment Facility, as the financial
instrument of the United Nations
Convention on Biological Diversity, has
also been replenished for four years.
France is its fifth largest contributor,
providing an amount of 154 million
euros. 

France has also responded to the
urgent appeal launched by Central 

African heads of state in Brazzaville in
February 2005, for their debt to be
cancelled in order to save the forest.
The Cameroon Contract on Debt Relief
and Development, which I recently
signed, therefore provides 20 million
euros for the protection and sustainable
management of the forest. Since 2005,
France has also provided facilitation to
the Congo Basin Forest Partnership.
More generally, France is pursuing its
policy of cooperation on the basis of
the Partnership’s Framework
Documents, defined with partner
countries in the priority joint action
zone, which essentially comprise
African countries. In almost a third of
those documents, the environment and
the protection of biodiversity represent
one of the three areas on which the
bilateral French aid provided by the
French Development Agency is
concentrated.

Finally, we have also strengthened our
partnership with the World
Conservation Union by seconding a
number of technical assistants, which
will enable even more effective action
to be taken for the protection of
biodiversity, particularly in Africa.

We must certainly increase the finance
we provide, but above all it must be
allocated and coordinated more
effectively. We must also develop
genuine worldwide scientific expertise
on every environmental question.

The lack of interest shown in
biodiversity in comparison to other
challenges such as climate change, is
very regrettable. Yet the accelerating
collapse of biological diversity is indeed
a major environmental crisis, one which 

BRIGITTE GIRARDIN
Minister for Cooperation, Development 

and the Francophonie - France
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is just as worrying as global warming.
Everyone here is convinced of this. 

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change played a key role in increasing
awareness about the reality of global
warming, which was far from being
accepted by everybody only a few years
ago. In January 2005, the Biodiversity,
Science and Governance Conference
took place at the headquarters of
UNESCO in Paris, and the President of
the Republic proposed that a
mechanism be set up to spread the
message of the scientific community on
the subject of biodiversity, and to
convince public opinion, the media and
politicians of the urgency of action. We
are now waiting for the conclusions of
the international consultation on the
feasibility of an international mechanism
of scientific expertise on biodiversity.

For a long time, the European Union, by
its actions, has also shown a willingness
to shoulder its responsibilities where
international solidarity is concerned. The
aid it provides has increased in
accordance with its commitments.
However, it now only devotes 0.7% of
that aid to biodiversity.

The efforts in favour of solidarity made
by the European Union and its Member
States must therefore be targeted now
on the three challenges of the 21st
century: the eradication of poverty,
climate change and the protection of
biodiversity. 

The target of devoting 5% of European
aid to the environment and the
protection of worldwide biodiversity,
which has been mentioned on a number
of occasions, appears to be reasonable.

It is consistent with the necessary
scaling up of the actions that we take.

In conclusion, I would like to extend my
remarks to cover the fundamental
question of international governance of
the environment. 

It is time for an institutional framework
to be created for environmental
matters, comparable to the other pillars
of sustainable development, namely
economics and social matters. Our
current system is based on a
heterogeneous set of more than 500
environmental conventions. Apart from
its cost, this system lacks consistency
and efficiency. 

For this reason, France has proposed
the setting up of a genuine United
Nations Environmental Organisation.
This body would have the necessary
authority to mobilise scientific
expertise, to alert public opinion to
damage to the environment, to
influence all players on the international
scene, and finally to mobilise increased
resources for the benefit of southern
hemisphere countries. 

We need your active support for this
ambitious project. Joint action by
governments, by non-governmental
organisations and by scientists in
favour of such an organisation will
influence the current debate on the
necessary reform of the United Nations
in the area of the environment.

Ladies and gentlemen, 

I am delighted that the World
Conservation Union continues to
demonstrate the important role that it 

has to play today. Since its creation in
France in 1948, it has succeeded in
raising awareness among international
opinion, advising politicians and
promoting initiatives on the ground in
favour of the preservation of worldwide
biodiversity. Its role as a catalyst of
international reflection can clearly be
seen today in the organisation of this
conference.

Your attendance here in such numbers
shows the growing importance that the
authorities in your countries attached to
this collective challenge of the 21st
century, to reduce the erosion of
worldwide biodiversity. Your accounts,
your thoughts and your proposals will
assist the European Commission, the
Member States and their partner
countries to meet this challenge
together.

I wish you continued success in your
excellent work, and assure you that
France will pay the greatest attention to
your recommendations.
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BRIDGING THE GAPS

Chair : 
Achim Steiner, Executive Director, UNEP

Achim Steiner, Executive Director,
UNEP, refuted the myth that partner
countries have no interest in
biodiversity, especially within the
development cooperation context.
He added that biodiversity should be
protected both in its own right and

for what it brings: the link between
conservation and social/economic
policy needs to be strengthened.
Biodiversity should be mainstreamed
in sustainable development by
building bridges with policies on
climate change, infrastructure

development, etc., using financial
instruments such as green taxation,
and orienting markets and trade.
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Based on the presentation below,
Hillary Masundire summarized the
conference background document7. He
noted the importance of ecosystem
services for human well-being as well
as the intrinsic value of biodiversity,
and supported the eight areas of action
proposed by the document.

Stressing the need to address causes
of poverty rather than its effects, he
highlighted biodiversity conservation as
a route to poverty alleviation as well as
the reverse. He confronted claims that
development programmes that ignore
environmental factors are not true
development programmes. He also
underlined that protected areas, in
some cases, may threaten biodiversity
by confining protection to parks. Finally,
he questioned whether the concept of
“non-environmental development
projects and policies” is appropriate
when there is hardly any project or
policy that is non-environmental in the
sense that they often cause the most
damage to the environment.

HILLARY MASUNDIRE
University of Botswana

Chair, IUCN Commission on Ecosystem
Management

Which place for biodiversity in EU development cooperation?  

7. Billé, R. (ed.), 2006, Biodiversity in European Development Cooperation: Supporting the Sustainable Development of Partner Countries. IUCN, Gland, 140 p. http://www.countdown2010.net/paris2006/ 
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My thanks and gratitude to IUCN – The
World Conservation Union for the
invitation to attend the conference on
Biodiversity and European
Development Cooperation, and my
thanks for the warm welcome accorded
to me since my arrival to this beautiful
city of Paris. I bring you greetings from
the people of Sudan and it gives me
great pleasure to address this
conference on the issues of biodiversity
conservation. Sudan commends the
formidable attitude of European Union
on the various environmental concerns.
The deep rooted history of the Sudan -
European Union relationship is mutual
in all fields of life. This is well exhibited
in the role the European Union plays in
development and reconstruction of
post-conflict Sudan after signing of the
Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA)
and Darfur Peace Agreement (DPA).

At the outset let me start by touching
upon Sudan’s experience in biodiversity
and environment conservation. Sudan
has a good track record in environment
protection, hence amassed a good
experience dating back to the onset of
the British colonisation era (1898). 
In this respect Sudan has outstripped
many developing countries, and it
particularly excelled in the fields of
forestry, wildlife, rangeland, urban
environment, desertification, national
resources and soil conservation.

Despite this wealth of experience and
natural endowment, Sudan has
experienced accelerated environmental
degradation during the course of its
political and economic development
coupled with calamites of famine,
floods, desertification and land
degradation, and consequently abject 
poverty. The underlying cause behind 
this degradation lies not only in the 

absence of coherent policies and
integrated approach to address
environmental issues but also in the
long drawn out civil strife in the South
and the subsequent wars in Darfur and
the East.

However, the war in the South and
Darfur have successfully been
concluded, following the signing of the
Comprehensive Peace Agreement and
Darfur Peace Agreement respectively.
Both agreements underscore
environment protection and charge the
country with formidable task of
rehabilitation and development to
address environmental issues at all
level to enhance sustainable
development.

Distinguished Delegates, Ladies and
Gentlemen,

It is remarkable that Sudan has exerted
considerable efforts in mainstreaming
environment into sustainable
development. To this end it attended
the UN Conference on Environment
and Development in 1992, ratified the
related conventions and became
committed to Agenda 21 principles.

In this context, it has initiated and put
in place a range of domestic measures
including policies, strategies,
programmes as well as legal and
institutional reforms, setting up
institutional and legal frameworks that
culminated in establishment of the
Ministry of Environment & Physical
Development (MEPD). The said Ministry
has currently set to work in earnest to
launch the National Environmental
Strategy and Action Plan in October
2006; thus setting the stage 
for the integration of environmental 
safeguards into national development 

strategies as well as their
mainstreaming into international
development cooperation.

Distinguished Delegates, Ladies and
Gentlemen,

Sudan is a party to the Biodiversity
Convention, as well as to many
multilateral, bilateral and regional
agreements such as those on climate
change, desertification, the Montreal
protocol, the Jeddah Convention, the
Nile Basin Initiative, etc. It has
developed national / sectoral Strategies
and Action Plans and committed
considerable resources to meet its
commitments. Sudan's efforts in
biodiversity conservation and
addressing the interlinked issues such
as poverty, desertification and food
security were centred on extension and
awareness raising among various users
and stakeholders, particularly
pastoralists and farmers to avoid
conflicts and ensure equitable use of
biodiversity resources. Programmes
executed include integrated forest
resources management plans, flood
plains utilisation, water harvesting, etc.
Synergies established with
development programmes in regional
development initiatives in NEPAD and
Bali Strategy will augment our efforts in
tackling desertification, poverty and
biodiversity loss. 

This opens a venue for regional and
trans-boundary cooperation in terms of
technology transfer, capacity building
and reconstruction of post-conflict
Sudan, thus paving the path for
compliance with Agenda 21 to achieve
sustainability.

In this connection, the following donor-
sponsored regional cooperation 

TERESA SIRICIO IRO
State Minister for Environment & 

Physical Development (MEPD)
Government of National Unity (GONU)

Sudan 
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initiatives were implemented:
• Regional convention for the

conservation of the Red sea and Gulf
of Eden;

• Nile Transboundary Environmental
Action Plan.

Both initiatives deal with environmental
protection issues with emphasis on
equitable use of the resource base in
respective countries, poverty reduction,
wetland and biodiversity protection in
water ecosystems. Also in the field of
biosphere protection, the Dindir Park
Management Plan was formulated
underlining the involvement of local
communities and stakeholders. Sudd
wetland in the South is declared as a
wetland biosphere reserve within the
framework of the Ramsar convention.

Past efforts in desert control include
extension and awareness programmes,
rehabilitation of the gum Arabic belt,
establishment of shelterbelts around
the major irrigated and rain fed
agricultural lands, refugees
programmes, fuel wood development
projects, sustainable management of
fragile ecosystems, etc. Recently
Sudan acceded to Desertification
Convention. Monitoring activities
conducted resulted in defining 12
States as being most affected by
desertification.

States committees and environmental
councils were established and
commissioned with drafting
desertification control programmes in
the respective States. Eventually the
national strategy and action plan for
desertification were formulated.

Other interconnected issues such as
poverty reduction and food security
were addressed within the ''National 

Strategy towards Sustainable
Development'' and Sudan Joint
Assessment Mission with the view to
support livelihood and ensure
environmental sustainability during the
post-conflict rehabilitation and
development endeavours.

However implementation of Poverty
Reduction and Desertification strategies
and action plans were constrained by
inadequacy of resources. 

As all agreements deal with
interconnected issues deemed mutually
reinforcing, it is imperative to avail
funds for the implementation of
desertification and poverty programmes
and make use of the synergies with
other development plans. 

At this juncture, I note that Biodiversity
and ecosystem conservation is
intricately linked with issues of
desertification, poverty, food security
and social justice and peace. 
These interlocked issues underscore
integrated approach to attain
sustainable development and ensure
equitable use of resources to avoid
conflicts.

This is quite evident in the case of
impoverished, drought-prone and
fragile ecosystems across the country,
where the utilization of natural
resources and hence biodiversity have
become a contentious issue triggering
serious communal conflicts that
contributed immensely to the current
war in Darfur and elsewhere.
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Distinguished Delegates, Ladies and
Gentlemen,

In conclusion, I would like to submit the
following recommendations for
consideration as the way forward.
Sudan, being one of the least
developed countries, is blessed with
biodiversity riches and abundance of 
natural resources comprising water,
forestry, wildlife, minerals and
motivated citizens. However the
country is vulnerable to drought and
desertification and prone to natural
disasters and poverty related issues
which constantly put the said riches
under threat. Hence the post-conflict
endeavours should adequately address
these issues if resources sustainability
is to be attained. Equally important, the
donor organisation and development
partners are asked to deliver on their
pledges to reinforce the national efforts
and meet the special needs of the
country:
• Establishment of improved

international and regional cooperation
to enhance information, technology
transfer, capacity building and
awareness.

• Assistance from the international
community including IUCN for
promoting the sustainability of
biodiversity in terms of training,
technical assistance, institutional
capacity building, disaster
management and research.

• Improved relationship with key
financial institutions (including GEF &
World Bank) and ensure that a proper
mechanism be put in place to
mobilize resources for poverty
reduction, food security and
desertification control.

• Adopt prompt measures to respond
to special needs of post-conflict
Sudan, in particular removal of
sanctions and trade barriers,
vulnerability to impacts of
globalisation and trade liberalisation
and access to international markets,
external debt relief and support to
ongoing peace process.

These are indispensable measures
toward achieving stability, poverty
reduction and environmental
sustainability. That is a shared objective
and therefore, I call upon development
partners to demonstrate genuine
commitment and support post-conflict
Sudan and other least developed
countries to achieve sustainable
development.

Thank you.
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Thank you very much; I would like to
begin my participation by
congratulating those who have
organised this great event. 

In Bolivia, from the moment we found
out about the existence of this initiative,
it caught our attention that it is not only
us who are concerned about taking
care of nature and the balance of our
biodiversity.

It pleases me to know that this
awareness exists in developed
countries such as those within the
European Union, which today is
demonstrated by this great event.

I am the Minister of Water, from a
ministry that was recently created
during the administration of the
President of Bolivia, my colleague Evo
Morales. This ministry has its roots at
the demands of the population,
regarding access to basic rights.

I am speaking of the right to live with
basic conditions being met, the right to
have water, work, a preserved
environment, a natural area nearby in a
fully conserved state.
This reality can not only be found in
underdeveloped countries, but also in
developed ones. Problems exist in
every country in the world, but some
have more than others.

We have serious problems in Bolivia
and we lack the resources to solve
them. Where I go I find there are a
great number of demands that I
consider to be essentially justified. 
During my participation at the 4th 
World Water Forum in March, in
Mexico, I spoke of the human right to
have access to water, in other words,
the right to live. 

Today, thanks to this congress and your
participation in it, I know that you are
aware of these rights. We are not
talking solely of the right to life for
human beings, but of the right to have
access to water for all living beings,
animals, plants and nature. I believe
that water is the balance of life and
biodiversity. I cannot imagine a
balanced and shared nature among all
without water. This is why the Ministry
of Water was created, a ministry that
does not only have responsibilities with
regards to water, but that also covers a
great part of basic needs: sanitation,
drinking water, waste, environment,
pollution, etc. This last one, pollution, is
being perpetrated by all of us, by a lack
of education or awareness.

I will set a few examples before you, of
the alarming pollution problems that we
have. The highest lake of the world,
Lake Titicaca, on the high plateau
between Peru and Bolivia, is being
contaminated by nearby cities. 

By destroying the fish’s ecosystems,
we have reduced the means of survival
of communities that live near the lake,
taking away their right to have a source
of work.

Another example is the Pilcomayo
River, shared by Argentina, Paraguay
and Bolivia that used to be very rich in
aquaculture of which nothing is left
today. The reason lies in waters
dumped by large mining industries.
In Bolivia, the San Cristobal mine is
going to be exploited, which will
probably be one of the greatest
investments to be carried out in the
near future. It is a large investment but
we believe it is reasonable to have
foreign investment, if it is responsible
private investment. 

What we cannot do is create industries
against the interests of the population,
since enormous quantities of
freshwater and underground water are
going to be used for the exploitation of
those mining resources.

There are many examples like these in
Bolivia. That is why we are celebrating
the Constituent Assembly, because in
this new government we believe there
is a need to change the country
towards a new political constitution of
the state. 
The Ministry of Water, with all the
powers I have mentioned, will influence
this new political constitution: firstly, by
guaranteeing the population and other
living beings the right to have access to
water, through the search for necessary
instruments. 
We do not want the State to have to
subsidise, but once beneficiaries exist,
they will obviously have responsibilities.

We are also preparing the General
Water Act as the latter is dated 1906
and we cannot manage our resources
with such an old act. 
One of the principles of this act must
be that of putting the interests of
human beings before any other use,
and therefore, the interest of
agriculture, since this obviously leads
to the balance we are all seeking.

ABEL MAMANI
Minister of Water

Bolivia
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Thank you very much. I wanted to
explain you how we are working in
Bolivia. 

We have a development plan that will
make way for some objectives for this
first five-year period of government
management. In the future, we will seek
to achieve the Millennium Goals and we
believe that with joint work, we will
move forward. This is a task for all, not
only those of us that need support. 
We believe that with jointly coordinated
tasks to save what belongs to all of us,
we will succeed.

Thank you.



35

Mr. Kennes first highlighted the
November 2005 European Consensus
on Development. This crucial milestone
explicitly recognises environment as
both a priority area of its own, and a
mainstreaming area in European
development cooperation.

Mr. Kennes then pointed out that the
European Union is increasing
considerably its financial commitment
to development cooperation in order to
reach collectively the target of ODA to
be 0.7 % of GDP in 2015. There is also
an important intermediate target of
0.56% by 2010. This means that an
additional 20 billion euros will become
available for ODA in the next four years –
a rise that amounts to more than 40 %
of the current allocation.Environment in
general and biodiversity in particular
can obtain a significant share of these
additional resources. But the case will
have to be made for good projects and
programmes within the programming
dialogue with the development
partners. This is not an automatic
process. The principle of ownership of
the development partners has to apply.

At the level of the development
cooperation managed by the European
Commission, the efforts to include
environmental considerations in poverty
reduction and equivalent strategies and
to promote pro-poor environment-
related initiatives and policies will be
stepped up. 

The new Environment and Natural
Resources Thematic Programme will
become operational in 2007 and will
comprise funds earmarked for
biodiversity issues.

The EU is also committed to assist
developing countries in implementing
the Multilateral Environmental
Agreements.

Finally, Mr. Kennes noted that a number
of aspects about the relationship
between poverty alleviation and
biodiversity conservation remain
unknown. It is necessary to further
explore and operationalise this
relationship, because poverty alleviation
is the overarching development
objective. He called for an enhanced
capacity building effort on such issues.

WALTER KENNES
Head of Sector Environment 

and Natural Resources
Directorate General for Development,

European Commission
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Dr. Achim Steiner,
Other dignitaries on the dais,
fellow participants,
ladies and gentlemen,

It gives me great pleasure to be part of
this important Conference on
Biodiversity organised by IUCN and
other sponsors. I congratulate the IUCN
in bringing out a befitting background
document that would help the
Conference in selecting the desired
course of action.

Way back in early seventies when the
World Conservation Strategy was
launched as a result of the Stockholm
Conference, it was stated that: “Earth is
the only planet known to sustain life.
Yet, human actions are progressively
reducing its life support capacity. 
The combined destructive impact of a
large majority of population which is
struggling to stay alive and a few who
are consuming the world’s most of the
resources are undermining the very
means by which all can survive and
flourish. 

Humanity’s relationship with bio-sphere
will continue to deteriorate unless a
new International Economic Order is
established (perhaps that is why we are
here), population stabilises and
sustainable modes of development
become the way of life rather than
exception”. 

Friends, conservation of natural
resources is pre-requisite to sustainable
development, enunciated in the MDGs.
For operationalising this, one has to
ensure:
• Maintenance of essential eco-

systems;
• Preservation of genetic diversity; and
• Sustainable utilisation of species.

How do we achieve it despite severe
population and development pressure
is our ingenuity.

Turning back home – one out of six
persons on the globe stands in India. It
has 18% of global livestock population
and all this housed in 1/40th of World’s
geographical area.

Despite this enormous pressure, India
has set apart one fourth of it’s landmass
under forests. The National Forest Policy
envisages increasing the forest and tree
cover of the country to 33% of land area
by 2012. India is one of the 17 mega
biodiversity countries of the world with
8% of planet’s total biodiversity.
Constituting 4% of Nation’s geographic
area in to Sanctuaries and National park
has contributed immensely in conserving
the biodiversity.

SHRI J.C. KALA
Director General of Forestry

India
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About 70% of India lives in rural areas.
Nearly one million poor enter Indian
forests everyday to meet their
requirement of firewood, fodder, small
timber, grazing, fibre, flosses and other
non-timber forest products. It is
estimated that this removal annually
amounts to US $ 6000 million which
does not figure in Gross Domestic
Product of the Nation (GDP). Realising
the enormous challenge of protection
of forests and its biodiversity, India
moved from policing to participation
mode. 

A massive movement is on in India to
involve people in biodiversity
conservation through sharing of
benefits from forests. Over 1,00,000
Joint Forest Management Committees
have been constituted. Community
development and employment
generation activities for forest
dependents were undertaken to solicit
support and ease pressure on the
forests.

Water harvesting activities in catchment
forests in the vicinity of villages have
paid immediate dividends. Water table in
village wells was seen rising by 10% -
12%, as a result more than one crop is
raised by farmers where there was
scope for one hitherto, thatched
houses were being converted in to tiled
ones and there was good sign of
overall economic development.

The Agency responsible for conserving
biodiversity viz. the Indian Forest
Department rose in the priority of
villages. From 12th place it moved on
to 3rd. So far 1,10,000 forest fringe
villages have been covered under Joint
Forest Management/Eco-development
programme. Barren hillocks have
started rejuvenating. 

The following two questions raised by
people got the straight answer:
• What do I get if I conserve forest and

its biodiversity?
• What do I lose if I don’t?

People found more benefit in
conservation rather than degrading.
Forest Department and its work,
through people voice attracted
attention of people in power and
brought Biodiversity conservation high
on Political agenda of Government.

I thought to share this experience of my
country with you all. The call for
Biodiversity Conservation would click if
it clicks politically; clicks implementer
wise and clicks peoples wise.

To sum up biodiversity Conservation
can succeed if through its beneficiaries
viz. the people one could convert it in
votes. 

Thanks for your attention.
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One of my responsibilities as a Vice
President of the European Investment
Bank (EIB) is the Bank’s approach to
environmental and sustainability issues.
I’m very pleased to be here today to
sign this MoU on behalf of the EIB with
Mr. Ibrahim Thiaw, the Acting Director
General of the IUCN.

It is particularly fortunate that we are
able to do this today, when so many
specialists are together to discuss ways
to ensure that sustaining biodiversity
and development can go hand in hand.
We all owe the IUCN thanks for
organising this excellent conference and
to the French Ministry of Foreign Affairs
for providing an excellent venue.
Today’s MoU expresses the
determination of two very different
organisations to cooperate to optimize
their contribution to biodiversity
conservation and sustainable use. While
there is no need to introduce IUCN, you
may be less familiar with the EIB, which
is the EU’s long-term financing
institution supporting the implementation
of EU policy objectives through the
financing of capital investment.

The EIB helps to finance investment
projects within the EU and its
neighbours and also in the developing
world. Often infrastructural projects
directly improve the environment –
helping to provide safe drinking water
in Mozambique is a good example.

But we need to face up to the fact that
projects could have unwelcome
environmental downsides either
permanently or temporarily during the
construction phase unless the project
promoters take proper care.

We want to ensure that we contribute
to sustainable development, and the 

environmental aspects are something
we consider in relation to every project
we finance. The Bank’s environmental
and social policies and practices are
based on the EU approach to
environmental sustainability, and in
respect of nature conservation, the
Habitats and Birds Directives, the EIA
Directive, and “Natura 2000” are key
elements.

We assess the environmental impact of
all projects we finance and aim to
ensure maximum environmental
benefits and minimum environmental
costs through screening, mitigation and
compensation measures. All projects –
whether in the EU or elsewhere – must
be assessed to establish whether there
are any relevant nature conservation
issues.

We know that to get the best possible
outcome from our work, we at the EIB
need to listen to and learn from others
including conservation NGOs. We
consider IUCN, with its global network
of specialists, to be a unique partner.

At the EIB we view this MoU as a
practical instrument for cooperation.
This will be expertise-focused, in
particular allowing the Bank to seek
additional professional consultation and
advice from IUCN specialists on its
activities, policies and strategies
impacting biodiversity. We anticipate
that input from IUCN experts will cover
the general development of EIB policy
towards biodiversity, reviews of the
Bank’s guidelines on its project due
diligence, expert advice on particular
biodiversity issues, and assistance to
appraise and monitor specific EIB
financed projects. We also intend to
draw on IUCN’s expertise in our internal 
training and awareness-building on 

impact assessment and the integration
of biodiversity concerns into proposed
projects.

The MoU will allow both parties to
express opinions on and act
individually in respect of issues covered
by it. Our organizations will meet
annually to review progress.

Today’s signing ceremony represents a
milestone for the EIB. This is the first
MoU the Bank has signed with an NGO
– which, in itself, underscores the
importance the Bank attributes to
biodiversity and sustainability.

SIMON BROOKS
Vice President,

European Investment Bank
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Firstly, let me congratulate the
organisers and sponsors for arranging
this meeting – it is indeed timely! At its
last Conference of the Parties, held in
November 2005 in Kampala, Uganda,
there were several issues high on the
agenda; including the way the
Convention can respond to natural
phenomena, and its role in reducing
Poverty. 
This marked a clear point at which the
Convention, while retaining its strong
conservation base, firmly stated its role
as a partner in the International
Development Agenda.

Furthermore, in adopting a strategic
framework for 2006 – 2008 it noted that
the framework would contribute to,
inter alia, the Millennium Development
Goals and the 2010 biodiversity targets:
a clear indication of the Convention’s
thinking in terms of development.
Because not all may know the full remit
and work of the Convention let me
briefly state its mission which is:

"Conservation and wise use of all
wetlands through local, regional and
national actions and international
cooperation, as a contribution towards
achieving sustainable development
throughout the world."

The Convention stresses that it is
essential to integrate conservation of
wetlands and sustainable use as a
contribution to the health and well-being
of people through sustainable
development everywhere. While the
Convention develops thus global
resolutions, their implementation, like
many MEAs, is at national and local
level. 

The Convention is unusual as the oldest
of the global MEAs on the environment, 

and it is still the only one dealing with a
specific ecosystem – wetlands. Its
definition of wetlands is broader than
some imagine, ranging from alpine lakes
to coral reefs – very much encompassing
the needs for integrated water resources
management, especially in the critical
region of the coast, which co-incidentally
has the most pressure on biodiversity.
Its work focuses on the ecosystem level,
and it is interesting that although the
concept of ecosystem, as defined by Sir
Arthur Tansley, is 71 years old; only in
this century have we come to grips with
what ecosystems are and how they
function. 

The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment
has built us a comprehensive framework
for understanding ecosystems and their
function, including an awareness of the
concept of ecosystem services. This
framework allows a more interesting
understanding of what ecosystems can
deliver for people, and in turn how
people need to respond to ecosystems
to ensure they are able to cater for
nature and people. The State of
Ecosystem health given by the
Assessment leaves absolutely no room
for complacency however, and should
alert us all that we have perhaps a
decade to re-orient our approaches to
environmental management to avoid
future catastrophic scenarios.

The Convention has adopted ecosystem
management approaches for much of its
work, including developing management
plans for its network of over 1600
Wetlands of International Importance.
This site network is at the heart of its
focus on wise use of wetlands
everywhere, and bears on the need for
international co-operation across borders
for the conservation of wetland
biodiversity.

Here it is worth briefly reflecting that
biodiversity, as defined by the CBD, is a
hierarchical concept, embracing genes,
species and ecosystems. We too
frequently think of biodiversity simply as
meaning species – and areas rich in
species tend to receive development
finance focus. 

But such areas may, or frequently may
not, have high ecosystem and genetic
diversity, and this is an area needing
much more attention – certainly from
the science community. So I make a
plea for our development agency
colleagues to think carefully about this
issue before committing funds to
projects or assistance:
• Is this project dealing with the full

hierarchy of biodiversity?
• Will it help the maintenance or

enhancement of ecosystem service
delivery?

We will be particularly interested in any
new or innovative financing mechanism
which may emerge from the
brainstorming or workshops at this
meeting, and stand ready to help the
development community implement
projects and support in our legitimate
area of competence and concern.

MESSAGE FROM PETER BRIDGEWATER8

Secretary General, Ramsar Convention

8. For practical reason, this message could not be delivered during the session.
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It is hard to be the last speaker during an
afternoon in which much has already
been said. It is hard to give one point of
view from several civil societies, after the
opinions of governments and institutions.
I am not an expert on biodiversity.
Actually, I am not an expert at all. I am
here in the name of the European NGO
Confederation for Relief and
Development that represents more than
1600 NGOs in the 25 Member States of
the European Union.
I am going to answer the invitation of
the President of our round table, Mr.
Achim Steiner. I will therefore be
provocative. The theme of our round
table is « Bridging the Gaps ». I suggest
referring to 4 « gaps ».

Gap n°1 :
The first “gap” was mentioned by
Achim in his introduction: we - NGOs,
institutions, governments, and experts,
have isolated our knowledge. We have
locked our expertise up in boxes. Such
as in western medicine, we have the
best specialists for each of the
pathologies the world is suffering.
However, we no longer know how to
make a synthesis, suggest a global and
integrated vision as, incidentally, is
done in traditional medicines.

From the point of view of a population
or a family at a local level, to
compartmentalise problems into being
environmental, social, economic, or
even relating to security or democracy
is completely artificial.

It is our responsibility to breakdown
those boxes and for that purpose the
topic of this international conference is
very interesting. I sincerely hope that 
these two days will allow us to weave 
more strategic ties between
development and environment actors. 

For that matter, CONCORD is trying in
Brussels, to reinforce its ties with the
large family of environmental NGOs.

Gap n°2 :
We must acknowledge that the
institutional framework at a European
level has been reinforced with regard to
taking environmental questions into
account in development cooperation
policies. Notably, 2005 was an
important year:
• A new European strategy was

adopted;
•The EU took up an initiative in terms
of coherence between different
European policies;

• At a national level, it is now
mandatory to elaborate an
Environmental Profile by country;

• Finally, the EU has recommitted itself
to the intended objectives of the
Millennium Development Goals
(MDG).

However, there is a gap… an enormous
“gap” between speeches, good
documents, and reality. Two examples: 
• The assistance report elaborated in

2005 by European NGOs shows that
an important part of the increase in
the aid given by certain Member
States corresponds to the annulment
of the debt of Iraq or Nigeria.

• Yesterday, in Brussels, the so-called
“trilogue” negotiations began
between the European Commission,
Council, and Parliament. These
negotiations refer to the Development
Cooperation Instrument and
decisions about the mechanisms and
financial grants for the next budgetary
period of the EU. In spite of good
intentions, there is great reluctance
towards promising precise envelopes
relating to the MDGs or the social or
environmental sectors.

The NGOs of the world, reunited in the
Global Call to Action Against Poverty
(GCAP), also known by the symbol of a
white band, say: “stop talking – time for
action”.

Moreover, CONCORD has committed
itself to monitoring the commitments of
our European governments and
institutions in the following years. The
citizens and media have the right to
know what is being done concretely.
Furthermore, I would like to suggest
that the IUCN reorganises such a
conference in 3 or 4 years, not to
exchange or debate, but to evaluate
what was accomplished in the field by
our responsible policies and
institutions. 

Gap n°3 :
Participation of civil society!

The diagnosis is less than encouraging,
not only in Europe, but in partner
countries as well. The participation of
civil society is not a gadget. It is a
serious matter. Political will is lacking
everywhere, yet there are many good
reasons to take this matter very
seriously:

1. The foundation of a good public
administration is when local people
take up solutions that are proposed
to them.

2. The problems that we seek to solve
demand long term action. With all
due respect, allow me to say that the
normal cycle of political (in
democracy) or diplomatic periods do
not allow for the continuity of long
term policies. 
The active implications of civil
society organisations are a key
element to the continuity of the
actions taken in the field.

OLIVIER CONSOLO
Director

Confederation of European NGOs for Relief
and Development (CONCORD)
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3. The participation of civil society is
also linked to the efficiency of the
assistance… Goals that all European
and OECD countries had
recommitted to achieving in 2005:
- Coordination among actors,

including civil society and NGOs;
- Pool and exchange of expertise;
- Comparisons of cost / efficiency

ratios according to the different
actors;

- Recognition of specific situations in
which civil society has
demonstrated its added value.

4. “Accountability” – This great
democratic concept that we translate
in French as “the responsibility of
political men and women and of the
institutions to answer for their
actions relating to citizens, the
media, civil society organizations”.
Europe still has much to do in this
area, especially relating to the EU’s
foreign affairs and cooperation
policies with the rest of the world.

5. The Western model for
representative and electoral
democracy has not been proven to
work across the planet. At a time
when globalisation and new
technologies have reduced the
distance between economic actors,
the distance between the
“governors” and the “governed” is
still great. Participative democracy (in
a complimentary and not substitutive
approach) is one of the answers to
this challenge. Participative
democracy is built with citizens and
with civil society organizations.

6. Finally, innovation is another area in
which civil society plays an important
role. It is no secret that donors and
cooperation institutions are more and
more unwilling to take risks,
especially for reasons of
management or financial control. 

However, there is no innovation
without risk. Civil society
organisations have showed on many
occasions their capacity for
innovation. In time, some innovations
have even become “institutional”
policies. Such is the case of micro-
credit or fair trade.

Gap n°4
Governance and its link to
conditionalities.

The recent initiative of the European
Union on “good governance” has had a
guarded acceptance by CONCORD.

These topics are very complex and
since one of tomorrow’s round tables
will deal specifically with this problem, I
deliver here some provocative
questions that we have identified with
my environmental NGO colleagues.
Let’s hope they will stimulate debate:

• Should we consider that the EU
imposes conditionalities on its
partners by incorporating
environmental standards in its aid
policies?

• When partner countries have signed
multilateral environmental
agreements, is the EU imposing
conditions or simply respecting
international law? How do you, as
partner countries, perceive this?

• Is it the role of the EU (or of the
donors) to put pressure in favour of
environmental criteria, or is it the role
of the civil society in each concerned
country?

Bad governance is one of the elements
greatly responsible for environmental
degradation.
• But who establishes the criteria for

good governance?

• Do they also apply to donor
countries?

• Shouldn’t they be a result of joint
efforts and discussion?

Climatic changes have dramatic
repercussions on environment and
development:
• Whose responsibility is it?
• What are we to say of the role of

European enterprises and financial
institutions regarding the exploitation
of natural resources and the
plundering of biodiversity?

• What are we to say about trade and
fisheries agreements imposed by the
EU?

The work carried out by some
environmental NGOs (especially WWF)
on the ecological footprint of Europe
articulates these matters well.

If Europe sincerely believes that
transparency and participation are
important for the good governance of
natural resources, then it should apply
the same constraints on itself and at
the same time give civil society (in
Europe and in the South) the necessary
information and instruments to monitor
the policies of European and partner
countries.
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WORKSHOPS9

20th september 2006

9. Most presentations made during the workshops are available at http://www.countdown2010.net/paris2006/workshops.html. Conclusions and recommendations are presented in the next chapter.

This section of the Conference
Proceedings provides a summary of the
different presentations and speeches by
participants in the workshops that took
place on 20th of September 2006.
Discussions and debates were organised
according to eight themes:

Workshop 1: Ecosystem services
contributions to the Millennium
Development Goals

Purpose: Mobilise existing assets for
rural poverty eradication.

Workshop 2: Ecosystem services in
national development and poverty
reduction strategies

Purpose: Better integrate biodiversity
and ecosystem services in
development programmes.

Workshop 3: Challenges for present
aid modalities

Purpose: Better use of existing tools for
a good integration of biodiversity into
development cooperation programmes.

Workshop 4: Communication and
education

Purpose: Close the gap between the
understanding of environment and
development cooperation. Inform the
citizens about the importance of
investments into environment for poverty
eradication.

Workshop 5: Innovative financial
mechanisms

Purpose: A call for change: from short-
term project thinking to long-term
programme investment, using ODA
strategically to leverage additional
funding.

Workshop 6: Trade and Economic
Cooperation

Purpose: Identify ways by which trade
and development policies become
mutually supportive to enhance
environmental stewardship.

Workshop 7: Governance and
stakeholder engagement

Purpose: Explore how stakeholders can
be mobilised and institutions
strengthened in support of sustainable
development and the achievement of
the Millennium Development Goals

Workshop 8: Overseas Countries and
Territories

Purpose: To get recognition for the
importance of biodiversity as a key
element in the sustainable development
of OCTs. Building a European initiative
for environment and sustainable
development in the OCTs of Europe, in
their regional context.
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FROM CONCERTATION TO ACTION

21st september 2006

Chair: 
James P. Leape,

Director General, WWF International

Vice-Chairs:
Ronnie Jumeau, Minister of Environment and

Natural Resources, Seychelles

Robert Hepworth, 
Executive Secretary, 

Convention on Migratory Species
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The outcomes of the workshops

This plenary session aimed to present
the reports from each workshop to
show how to go from dialogue to
implementation. Each participant was
therefore able to benefit from hearing
the results of the discussions and
debates that took place during all eight
workshops on Wednesday 20th
September 2006.

James P. Leape congratulated IUCN
and the European Commission for the
conference. He said it was of
importance because of the subjects
that had been covered and was also a
model for engaging stakeholders. It had
shown that biodiversity is fundamental
for sustainable development and for
achieving the MDGs. Much depends
upon the EU in this cause as the EU is
a leader in building biodiversity into
development as well as being the
global leader in providing development
assistance. However, despite all of this
good work they are still losing the
battle and much more is required from
all of us including the EC. It is clear that
it is important to make sure all that all
of the EU’s policies assist in achieving
these goals including fisheries and
trade. One key opportunity is the new
thematic strategy on environment
which is critical to success, although it
is hugely underfunded. Also important
is the need to involve civil society
which is uniquely positioned to link
communities to markets. In 2010 we
will know whether or not we are on
track to reach the MDGs as they can
measure whether biodiversity has been
lost. If biodiversity is being lost then the
MDGs are not being achieved.

Chair James Leape reaffirmed that
taking the 2010 target seriously is a
prerequisite to achieving the MDGs.
However, he noted that we are “in
danger of losing the fight” unless the
EU makes more effort to direct its
development assistance towards
biodiversity targets, and to ensure that
all of its other policies and practices are
in accordance with these targets. He
said biodiversity conservation is still
hugely under-funded, and noted the
unique position of civil society to foster
innovative solutions.

Robert Hepworth apologised for his
late arrival which he said was due to
his map being upside down. He said
this could be seen as a metaphor for
reaching the 2010 target, in that we are
probably travelling in the wrong
direction. Communication beyond the
conservation community is key, and it
is necessary to engage with
development agencies and partner
countries etc. He thanked the French
Ministry, European Commission and
IUCN for the conference. The European
Commission’s role in conservation is
often positive and within the CMS they
could not have created a global
taskforce on avian flu without the EC’s
support. The EC is much maligned,
however, we should instead recognise
what it is doing for conservation.

Stressing the importance of clear
communication, he lauded the EC’s
facilitating role in conservation, naming
as an example its support of the
Scientific Task Force on Avian
Influenza.
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Reports by workshop representatives

Workshop 1: Ecosystem services
contributions to the MDGs

Emile Frison, General Director of
IPGRI, insisted that the Millennium
Development Goals are unlikely to be
achieved across all regions without a
renewed focus on rural development.
Fortunately, there is ample scope for
biodiversity interventions that
contribute positively to small-scale rural
production systems and thus to poverty
reduction. 
This provides the major opportunity for
integrating conservation in current
development efforts.
Highlighting general recommendations,
he stressed the need to:
• Strengthen policies and institutions

that support the formal recognition of
rural people’s rights to manage
natural resources and benefit from
them;

• Improve data collected by national
household budget surveys to capture
the value of on-farm and off-farm
biodiversity use, in order to inform
national-level economic planning
cycles;

• Utilise genetic, species and
ecosystem diversity as an asset for
rural poverty reduction by enhancing
its contribution to poor people’s
strategies to minimise risk, improve
food security, nutrition and health,
and increase resilience.

Emile Frison also noted that getting
people out of extreme poverty,
investing in sustainable rural
development in developing countries
can help the EU address major policy
issues such as migration and security.
He highlighted the following
recommendations, directed specifically
at the EU:

• Systematically seek inputs and
opinions from civil society as well as
government viewpoints in order to set
country-level aid priorities;

• Support the development of valuation
tools for biological assets at
community and macroeconomic
levels, and incorporate the output of
biological assets valuations in country
strategy papers;

• Support participatory research on
enhancing productivity in agricultural
systems while improving their
resilience through the deployment of
greater genetic-, species- and
landscape-level diversity, through
existing funding mechanisms such as
the EDF, the budget line on food
security and through the seventh EC
research framework;

• Aim for greater policy coherence
among its development aid,
agricultural, economic, fisheries,
migration and security policies.

The group further recommended the
conservation community to:
• Pay more attention to the

components of biodiversity that
underpin production systems and
design conservation interventions,
including sustainable use,
accordingly; and

• Form partnerships with research and
development organisations in order to
develop and test economic valuation
tools and empower key stakeholders
to use these.

Finally, national governments were
suggested to:
• Direct their national statistics

agencies to collect data on the value
of on-farm and off-farm biodiversity
use, and use this information in
national economic planning; and

• Give higher priority in Poverty
Reduction Strategy Papers to
investments in pro-poor rural
development that minimise risk,
improve food security, nutrition and
health, and increase resilience.
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Workshop 2: Ecosystem services in
national development and poverty
reduction strategies

Olav Kjørven, Director, Energy and
Environment Group, UNDP, presented
the recommendations of the workshop
participants, namely that the integration
of environment into poverty reduction
and development be supported through
inter alia:
• Improved information systems and

knowledge management about the
links between environment and
development, accessible at all levels;

• Greater support to approaches,
experiences and tools that work;

• Greater recognition of the value of
integrating environment and
development at the local level, while
also working to better integrate the
environment in macroeconomic and
fiscal policy at all appropriate levels;

• More friendly administrative rules and
procedures of the EC and EU
countries;

• Greater engagement from
international and national
development NGOs and the
conservation community.

Workshop 3: Challenges for present
aid modalities

Johanna Philipps, , Royal Society for
the Protection of Birds (RSPB),
underlined the overall workshop focus on
implementation - i.e. put the theory and
tools into practice.

On a general note, workshop participants
agreed on recommendations to:
• Use Direct Budget Support (DBS) and

Sector-Wide Approaches (SWAPs) to
open high level policy dialogue for
mainstreaming biodiversity;

• Use more in-country expertise for
CEPs to obtain greater buy-in and
internalisation of issues.

• Raise concern, when appropriate, over
poor reflection of environmental issues
in CSPs;

• Include environment experts and
indicators in DBS and SWAPs planning
and follow up;

• Maintain EU leadership and support for
biodiversity and protected areas;

• Adapt funding for greater flexibility,
smaller amounts, new modalities, and
OCTs access;

• Consider specific funding mechanisms
to address biodiversity challenges;

• Better support regional issues;
• Appoint ombudsman/contact for

partner countries to address
constraints or problems with the aid
delivery system.

J. Philipps then reported workshop
participants’ recommendations to the EU
to:
• Complete the implementation manual

by the end of 2006;
• Recognize the cost of mainstreaming

biodiversity;
• Increase and improve internal

environmental capacity;
• Systematically mainstream ecosystem

services and biodiversity issues in
support to productive sectors such as
agriculture, fisheries, tourism, transport,
and infrastructure, including through
the use of strategic environmental
assessments;

• Set up appropriate exchange platforms
about Direct Budget Support and
Sector-Wide Approaches to share EU
donor knowledge and experience;

• Make country environmental profiles
public and available;

• Improve coherence between EC DGs
(too compartmentalised), between
donors, between development and
non-development policies and
practices;

• Address overly bureaucratic rules and
procedures – communicate this to
chairs of Budget Committee and
Budget control Committee;

• Strengthen reporting and tracking
mechanisms for biodiversity, fully
utilising OECD DAC/CBD Rio Markers;

• Develop indicators framework for the
EC to monitor its own progress, from
the country level to Brussels;

• Support partner countries to develop
quantifiable indicators to monitor
environmental conditions and ensure
full integration with existing national
economic and social indicators to
inform national and sectoral policy
planning.

She said workshop participants also
called on:
• Partner countries to appropriate

Country Environmental Profiles to help
raise the profile of environmental and
biodiversity issues and opportunities;

• Donors to enhance coherence of their
activities at all levels;

• NGOs and donors to support the
effective participation in policy and
planning at relevant level of local
communities whose livelihoods depend
on biodiversity.
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Workshop 4: Communication and
education

Michael Ginguld, , Programme Officer
at World Education, said this workshop
aimed to improve the role of
communications and education in
promoting environmental
considerations in development
cooperation programmes. He
highlighted the group’s
recommendations, including the need
to:
• Apply communication and learning

approaches to remove the barriers
between the environment,
development and other sectors – “It
is not about being right, it is about
being effective”;

• Provide greater attention to capacity
building and learning of young
people, stakeholders and
professionals to increase their
capacity to deliver on sustainable
development over the long term.

He said the EU was recommended to:
• Stimulate the creation of and support

for multi-stakeholder platforms for
dialogue and collaborative action in
partnership between the development
and environment community at
various levels;

• Support individual and institutional
capacity building for sustainable
development, and support the
integration of biodiversity
conservation and environmental
awareness into relevant education
and training.

Workshop 5: Innovative financial
mechanisms

Hans Friedrich, Head of Conservation
Finance and Donor Relations, IUCN,
noted the workshop’s call for
sustainable, innovative financing,
stressing that a larger share of existing
financing should be directed towards
environmental and biodiversity
objectives.

The workshop concluded on the need
to:
• Explore options for ODA to contribute

to environmental trust funds where
these exist at national or regional
level;

• Find out what is needed to maintain
and increase support and
contributions to existing financial
mechanisms at international levels,
such as the Global Environment
Facility and other global trust funds;

• Mainstream conservation of nature
resources in economic and rural
development to enable ODA to be
used (outside protected areas,
sustainable land-use management,
capacity building);

• Explore how the EU can help partner
countries to develop and implement
additional financial tools and
innovative financial mechanisms for
joint and flexible action, such as
Payments for Ecosystem Services,
Debt for Nature Swaps, etc.

Among recommendations, Hans
Friedrich highlighted the need to:
• Promote the creation of

environmental funds where possible,
and explore the possibilities for ODA
contributing to them;

• Mainstream environment in
development cooperation, taking into
account the other policy issues such
as agriculture, trade, and fisheries,
and make the connections between
poverty reduction and conservation;

• Promote market-based instruments,
and create successful public-private
partnerships where recipient
governments, ODA and business find
synergy and opportunities for
collaboration.
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Workshop 6: Trade and Economic
Cooperation

Alain Lipietz, Member of the European
Parliament, summarised discussions on
the various impacts of trade on
biodiversity, and how to manage these,
stressing the need to ensure coherence
between trade, economic and
development cooperation in support of
sustainable development. He called for a
clear division of responsibilities, noting
that trade regulations are ineffective if
there are loopholes and if enforcement is
lacking.

On participation, capacities and
information, workshop participants
stressed that:
• Biodiversity can only be defended with

active social participation;
• National capacity building is needed to

promote sustainable development
through trade;

• International trade can put excessive
pressure on living resources or induce
ecosystem change. Trade agreements
must therefore be preceded and
accompanied by integrated
assessments and be compatible with
the CBD.

On protecting and valuing biodiversity in
trade, the following recommendations
were made:
• Measures to protect biodiversity, such

as quotas or prohibitions, must be
accompanied by legal measures to
ensure their enforcement;

• Certification should not be optional,
and the public should be informed and
involved in the standard-setting
process;

• All subsidies that encourage
production harmful to biodiversity
should be eliminated;

• The non-market value of biodiversity
should be recognised and eco-
compatible uses, such as ecotourism,
carbon sequestration, and community
intellectual property rights, should be
promoted;

• Global or inter-regional trade
agreements should promote high
environmental and social standards
and avoid unfair competition.

Workshop 7: Governance and
stakeholder engagement

Juan Marco Alvarez, Executive Director,
Salva Natura, El Salvador, reported the
overall workshop conclusion as being
that stakeholder participation is essential
in setting the aid governance framework
as is harnessing indigenous knowledge
and ensuring equitable benefits. More
specific conclusions were that:
• The government alone cannot and

should not set the governance
framework. The broader society should
participate to benefit from the collective
wisdom of society and to ensure
equitable sharing of benefits. In doing
that we need to clearly define and
institutionalise respective stakeholder’s
roles. 
It would be more efficient for
stakeholders to provide their
differentiated input at specific times of
the development process;

• Partnerships are not only important but
necessary. But civil society is an
unequal partner in the relationship. It is
relatively small or non-existing in many
places. In most cases it needs more
resources and capacity;

• Effective participation of host
communities and governments does
make a difference and is inescapable
for sustainable development. However,
the fact remains that many countries
receiving aid remain poor with their
environment degrading. The failure of
development aid to be effective is
traced to conditional aid, delays, red
tape from aid giving and receiving
countries, lacking host government
capacity, lack of post-project
sustainability and lack of good
governance. These issues remain
under-investigated and much less
understood.

• The private sector needs to be
involved. Concerns remain around its
environmental footprint. This calls for
development of performance standards
and ensuring compliance with them
through voluntary (certification) as well
as regulatory mechanisms.
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Workshop participants consequently
recommended the EU to:
• Invest in research in clarifying

stakeholders roles and institutionalise
these roles;

• Invest in expanding and strengthening
the civil society in partner countries for
them to be an equal partner;

• Demonstrate leadership in developing
a better understanding of the causes of
failures of the ‘aid promise’, develop
clear and transparent rules for the
allocation and use of development
funds, and ensure necessary
institutional capacity at both ends;

• Provide the leadership and means for
partner countries to create a level
playing field for business to be an
effective partner in delivering
conservation;

• Invest in strengthening civil society’s
understanding of business to enhance
the prospects for public-private
partnerships;

• Allocate part of its development aid in
each region or country into a fund that
civil society and governments can draw
on to leverage additional funding for
conservation and sustainable
development from the private sector
and other sources.

Workshop 8: Overseas countries and
territories

Willem Ferwerda, IUCN Netherlands
Committee Director, said the workshop
concluded that: 
• The EC and EU Member States

should increase their efforts to
assume their special responsibilities
towards OCTs;

• OCTs harbour a significant amount of
the world’s biodiversity, and are of
global importance in terms of the
ecosystem services they provide,
particularly in mitigating the effects of
climate change;

• There is a dramatic lack of proper EU
funding and strategy, while OCTs also
lack access to global funds;

• OCTs provide a huge potential added
value for research and action on
climate change and biodiversity.

He said recommendations to the EC
and Member States include to:
• Develop a coherent framework for

environment in OCTs, aiming among
others at a sustainable management
of important biodiversity areas, and
also allowing joint efforts with
Outermost Regions (ORs) as they are
the entities with the most similar
stakes within the EU;

• Ensure that adequate funding is given
to environment and biodiversity in the
OCTs, including improved access to
European programmes for local
bodies and NGOs in coordination
with the local authorities, and an
outsourced small grants facility;

• Develop joint research programmes
focusing on the biodiversity of OCTs
and ORs, and also strengthen joint
efforts with regional partner countries;
and

• Strengthen both the OCTs and the EU
positions in the international debate
on climate change, by making use of
the worldwide and diverse network of
OCTs and ORs to evaluate the
interactions between ecosystems,
climate change and local
communities.

Presentation of the Message of Paris

Following a discussion with the floor, an
initial version of the Message from
Paris, based on the outcomes of the
eight workshops, was presented to the
audience by William Jackson, Director
of Global Programme, IUCN.
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A specific EU
development challenge:
EU overseas countries
and territories in the
spotlight

Opening remarks were made by Ronnie
Jumeau, Minister for Environment and
Natural Resources, Seychelles. R.
Jumeau related that when he arrived at
the conference he felt isolated as a
representative from a small island
developing State, until he heard the
OCTs speak out. Small islands are
usually under-represented as it is difficult
for them to get to such conferences.
However, there is a direct link between
e.g. Greenland and the small tropical
islands in the sense that if Greenland
melts, many small islands will drown.
Ronnie Jumeau therefore sees the
possibility of an alliance between OCTs
and the independent small island
developing States. Nobody can
seriously talk about halting the loss of
biodiversity globally without addressing
specifically the situation of islands,
especially the small ones. While the
Amazon has been referred to as the
“lung of the world”, small islands intend
to be its conscience.
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Your Excellencies, Ladies and
Gentlemen

First of all I would like to thank the
IUCN conference organisers for giving
Greenland and the other OCTs an
opportunity to address the IUCN
Conference on Biodiversity in European
Development Cooperation. Thank you
to France for hosting the Conference
and for your hospitality. 

Partnership between Greenland and the
European Union is a good opportunity
to learn more about each other and
develop our cooperation even further,
especially because Greenland with its
OCT status has a close association
with the EU and can as such be
regarded as the ultimate European
frontier in the Arctic. Greenland is just
the Arctic frontier; next to me is the
French Polynesian Colleague, the EUs
Pacific frontier. 

It is Greenland’s wish that this
conference will contribute to further
strengthening ties and cooperation
between the OCT’s and the European
Union initiatives. 

The Arctic Council of Ministers’ recently
published a comprehensive report
about all Arctic Countries environmental
status, the so called Arctic Climate
Impact Assessment Report, where it is
documented that the Arctic will
experience the greatest and fastest
climate changes, with changes that
strongly will affect our traditional way of
life, hunting and fishing society. The
primary changes are:
• Glaciers melting and retreating. (this

will result in global sea level rise);
• Permafrost thawing;
• Sea ice thinning, arriving late and

breaking up early;

• Warm periods in winter (resulting in
more of the icecap melting);

• Droughts and heavy rains in summer.

You need not be a scientist to notice
these changes. Greenland hunters and
fishermen readily register the effects as
they have been unable to hunt and fish
for months owing to rough weather.

With fishing as Greenland’s key
industry, marine and terrestrial animals
as sources of its food and household
applications, Greenland depends
heavily on these animals and even
though legislation is in place to ensure
sustainable use of the resources,
legislation alone can not influence on
the fact that we experience climate
change and its environmental effects.
The socio economic effects are still to
be seen, as Greenland depends heavily
on the fishing industry. Greenland’s
economy is extremely vulnerable to
changes in sea water temperatures, as
our main export, shrimps’ will migrate
to cooler waters, however it does also
have a opposite effect, that the cod is
or might be returning to Greenland.

Greenland finds it vital to utilise our
living resources based on sound
biological advice – which today is done
by our Greenland Institute of Natural
Resources. The Parliament of
Greenland has also regulated the
protection of nature and natural
resources. The basis of this legislation
is the precautionary principle and
mechanisms to assure sustainable use
of all living resources and to protect
special areas of concern. 

Globalisation, climate change and
social development all have deep
impact on every society, while
Greenland in the Arctic zone will 

experience the greatest change of all.
This makes Greenland the ideal
research laboratory.

The Authorities in Greenland stress the
importance of Greenlandic society
being partners in research and to be
involved in the global effort to minimise
the effects of climate change and its
environmental effects. Greenland
believes that here is a great potential
for OCT-EU initiatives in the matter of
biodiversity and development in the
OCTs. Here is a great potential for the
European initiatives regarding
biodiversity and development in the
OCTs.

Knowledge about research and its role
are prerequisites for understanding the
society in which we live today; in
Greenland more funding are being
provided for by expanding and
improving the educational sector to
enhance skills and strengthen research. 
In the field of research, however, there
are economic constraints as Greenland
with its small population of about
57.000 people cannot bear the costs
that such research programmes entail.
Attracting growing numbers of
international research activities to
Greenland and increased international
cooperation will be an important
contribution to building skills and
competence in the Arctic.

Therefore, I think here is a field where
the existing environmental programmes
within EU may offer its contribution to
strengthen the European scientific
activities in the Arctic, not least during
the International Polar Year, which takes
place from 2007-2008. It is also
important to stress that the sea around
Greenland offers huge areas which we
regard as very important for biological 
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diversity – probably one of the most
important areas.

International cooperation is taking
place in Greenland at many levels
amongst which are:

The OCTs have just accomplished their
annual Ministerial Conference and
Trilateral Forum with the Commission
and 4 EU Member States, in Nuuk,
Greenland from 4th to 8th September.
Climate change and its environmental
effects where the focus of the
discussions with about 100 people in
attendance at the conference.

The OCTs aim is to prioritise the
oceans with the rising sea level and the
heating of the oceans in the future
trilateral work. We are facing the
challenge right now as I am standing
before you here today. Recent features
from BBC News show that some of the
land areas in Bangladesh are already
submerged in water. So no matter how
we view it, both the Arctic and the rest
of the world are connected.

The OCTs are mostly islands, and are
severely constrained by adverse factors
such as small size and limited
resources. All islands small or big have
rich but fragile ecosystems, threatened
by the climate changes. The OCTs
therefore call for a sustained global
initiative to combat climate change and
to pay urgent attention to the special
needs of the OCTs covering a full range
of ecosystems, from the Tropics to the
Polar Regions.

Participants at the Overseas Countries
and Territories Ministerial Conference in
Nuuk invite the European Union
Institutions, concerned Member States
and local authorities to:

1. Allow OCTs access to the EU
environment programs (like LIFE+)
which among other things would
enable the OCTs to cooperate with
European researchers in projects on
issues of common concern.

2. Support the OCTs in their wish to be
represented at international
conferences such as those within the
United Nations whereby OCTs can
exchange knowledge and ideas in an
international forum and create a
foundation for a global cooperation
on combating climate change.

3. Define an OCT – EU environmental
action plan that takes into account
the EU commitments to OCTs in
both the OCT decisions and other
international agreements.

Finally the OCTs made a reference to
the recently published paper on EUs
Maritime Policy, which states that;
“Oceans and seas cannot be managed
without cooperation with third countries
and in multilateral fora. EU policy aimed
at the oceans must be developed
within that international context”.

With these recommendations, the OCTs
hope to have given a flavour of the
issues that concern them in the matter
of climate change and its environmental
effects. 

Lastly, but not least it is important at
this Conference to mention at the OCT
Forum in Nuuk, the Commission
underlined the fact that the OCTs and
Europe share a history. It is Greenland’s
wish that this partnership rooted in
history can be utilised by all parties to
evolve a development policy with an
environmental focus that takes into
account the specific richness and
fragility that characterise the overseas
countries and territories ranging from
the Polar Regions to the Tropics. 

Thank you very much for your attention!
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Mister and Madam Ministers,
Ladies and Gentlemen,
Ia ora na tatou pa’atoa

First and foremost, I warmly thank
IUCN for taking the initiative to organise
this conference. On behalf of French
Polynesia, but also in the name of all
our partner countries and overseas
territories, I thank you for having this
spotlight. It is about underlining an
important part of the world’s
biodiversity, and particularly that of the
European community. 

We have gathered this week to debate
biodiversity in the framework of
European development cooperation.
We are already rich in knowledge and
sharing of experience. The Message
from Paris will highlight the need for
common action for which we have the
duty to engage in an active fight. 

Thank you, Madam Minister, for your
testimony. You have richly expressed
the planetary stakes of the polar
ecosystems, of our common problems
beyond particular or even extreme
contexts. 

As for myself, I wish to speak to you in
detail about the challenge that
biodiversity conservation represents for
a little overseas tropical island country
in the remote territories of the European
Union: French Polynesia.

Tahiti is mostly well known: we willingly
represent it as a little heavenly island…
however, the postcard is incomplete
because Tahiti is only one of our 118
islands (atolls or high islands) that
constitute the 5 archipelagos of French
Polynesia: the Windward Islands; the
Leeward Islands; the Marquesas; the
Tuamotus; Gambier, and the Austral 

Islands, be it 3,900 square kilometres of
emerged lands on 5.5 millions of km2
of maritime space: a surface equally
vast to that of Europe.

Our biodiversity, as that of our cousins
from the South Pacific, is, as you know,
exceptional and of worldwide
importance. Indeed, French Polynesia
is part of the biodiversity hotspot of
Polynesia/Micronesia. The extreme
isolation that characterises our islands
favours an original, unique and high
diversity of habitats. All types of
geomorphological reefs are represented
and, as for plants, more than 3,000
endemic species have been identified.

Despite strong economic development
in the last few years, demographic
growth in this limited space and the
quick adoption of sometimes frantic
modes of consumption, amplify the
anthropogenic pressure and generate
their share of pollution. Until recently,
our attention regarding environmental
matters focused on waste treatment
and decontamination.

Thus, French Polynesia is the overseas
country with, by far, the most
disappearances among the overseas
countries and territories collectively: 76
species’ disappearances since 1600.

Next on this sad list is Reunion Island
with 22 species’ disappearances in the
same period. 

From the beginning of my mandate, we
have wished to bring new energy to
biodiversity protection of our Fenua. 

At the end of 2005, Tahiti and its
islands equipped themselves with a
strategy for the protection and the
evaluation of biodiversity, accompanied 

by carrying out education and
knowledge acquiring programmes. Of
course, this Polynesian strategy can be
fully integrated with the International
Convention on Biological Diversity
guidelines.

With all our determination, we are
committed to an ambitious policy to
protect natural sites of ecological
interest particular to Polynesia. It will
mean we go from 3% at present, to
20% of our territory benefiting from
these measures within the next ten
years. 

Along with a demanding regulation and
an operational structure - the natural
and littoral areas conservatory - we
have connected it to local communities
and developed relay-partnerships of
private organisations and associations. 
We are also paying particular attention
to the protection and conservation of
endemic or vulnerable or endangered
native species in our region. 

After launching actions to protect
Polynesian bird fauna, and creating a
sanctuary for marine mammals in
Polynesian waters since 2003, this
measure will spread owing to the recent
signing of a Memorandum of
Understanding for the Conservation of
Cetaceans in the Pacific Ocean.

Starting in October, to honour the year
of the marine turtle in the Pacific, the
first in situ conservation programme will
be carried out with the participation of
the local population. It will contribute to
sustainable economic development of
the relevant islands.

Shark conservation has been in effect
in French Polynesia since the beginning
of the year. It follows an innovative 
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approach. We chose to take
precautionary measures and prohibit
the fishing of sharks, leaving the
responsibility with those who practice
it, to prove the innocence of their
activity on the stocks of that species. A
study of the impact of this prohibition is
being developed. These tasks could be
further expanded to our region in the
framework of the next work agenda of
the Pacific Regional Environment
Programme.

This will has also been expressed in
Polynesia by unprecedented financial
support towards biodiversity
conservation actions in French
Polynesia, multiplying the amount
granted until now by five. But this is not
enough.

European cooperation seems to have
found here a place for its expression
and could give not only financial but
also methodological support to the
knowledge or the conservation of
Polynesian and oceanic biodiversity, in
this way participating in the sustainable
development of our islands.

Given the fact that we only protect well
that which we know, knowledge of
biodiversity and how ecosystems work
constitute the tools of sustainably
managed development, for example,
observatories of biodiversity and
climate changes, environmental
profiles, environmental surveillance
networks, are indispensable to us.

This relay of information is the only
proof of active and conscious
participation by our citizens in this
cause: better to be safe than sorry!

In this regard, an initiative which is
coordinated by the Regional Council of 

Reunion, deserves to be encouraged
for its pioneer character. The NET-
BIOME Programme illustrates a union
in favour of biodiversity. Seven
Outermost Regions (ORs) and almost
all of the European Overseas Countries
and Territories (OCTs) have collectively
expressed their wish to develop their
cooperation within the framework of
tropical and subtropical biodiversity
research programmes, owing to a
regional ERA-NET project. We strongly
count on this first example of a
research proposal that largely
associates all the tropical and
subtropical overseas regions, to be
realised. I therefore ask the European
Community, to pay particular attention
to it.

In Oceania, regional partnerships are
already at work: the reintroduction of
lorry with repopulation goals is being
carried out between Polynesia and the
Cook Islands. Furthermore, the fight
against invasive species in Polynesia
will benefit from support from countries
and research organisations of the
Pacific. 

We already have to face different
threats to biodiversity, such as
overexploitation, habitat
disappearance, and species threatening
biodiversity. In order to respond to the
more global worries, our means of
action are very limited.

The impact of global warming and the
rising of water levels will heavily affect
our biodiversity and the future of all
insular ecosystems. We do not only
think about the future. The impacts of
global warming are coming faster than
expected: we are already experiencing
them on a day to day basis. The risks
are materialising, the melting of polar 

ice-caps around our friends in
Greenland, the rising of sea levels for
us, an intensification of extreme natural
events… 

Overseas countries and territories
contribute less to global warming yet
are among those who are most
threatened and will be most affected:
erosion phenomena affecting coral
reefs, cliffs, swells intensifying in force
and frequency, seawater infiltration into
freshwater duckweeds, more frequent
floods. 
In this regard, more than half of the
emerged lands in the islands of Turks
and Caicos can be found beneath or at
sea level. 

Lacking the ability to fight, we must
adapt to the impacts of global
warming. Stopping the loss of
biodiversity by 2010 seems a rather
difficult objective to reach for us. 

However, I am certain that, as in all
other regions of the world, regional
cooperation is the most effective tool.

It is what we are trying to do among
OCT’s and ACP countries in Oceania.
Associating the French collectivities of
New Caledonia and Wallis and Futuna,
the Polynesian initiative of a regional
institute for sustainable development
participates in this joint action with our
Pacific neighbours. 

The European Overseas Countries and
Territories are a nodal element. As
privileged partners in their regions, for
the European community they
represent the assurance of a
commitment against the loss of
biodiversity and the guarantee of expert
and governance networks for overall
dynamism. 
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Despite strong regional will, we may
regret that joint ecosystem
conservation or rehabilitation actions
may too often be stopped by different
conventional relationships with the
European Union: for the ACP countries
on one side and OCTs or ORs on the
other. 

I observe the will of the Commission to
build footbridges and for themed
projects to emerge beyond institutional
contingencies or financial eligibility
criteria within regional or sectoral
reflections. 

The environment is not an adjustment
variable. It must not be an additional
criteria, it is a standard to be promoted,
respected, and taught in all areas of our
development. The taking into account
of an environmental reflex in European
Union cooperation is to be welcomed.

The joint declaration with Greenland,
and today, the Message from Paris are
strong messages: for better or worse,
we are all in this together! 

Whatever our differences may be, we
share the same planet. Our natural
resources are the only platforms for our
economies and our only sources of
development. Each of our
responsibilities is important, even if our
resources are unequal, each
commitment in favour of our
biodiversity counts.

Know that beyond an intervention for
my country and the representation of
the European Overseas Countries and
Territories along with Greenland, it is
necessary for us to integrate the need
for actions on tropical insular
biodiversity, and particularly oceanic
biodiversity. 

On behalf of my government, I reiterate
our determination to pursue; on behalf
of my government, I reiterate our
determination to reinforce the
implication of French Polynesia in
regional actions or with the overseas
territories for the conservation of our
common richness, the basis of the
sustainable development of our
communities.

Let’s wager that this spotlight on
French Polynesia, on European OCTs,
on Oceania, and the stakes, as well as
on those countries of yours, will not
participate in accelerating the melting
of Greenland’s ice-caps, nor the rising
of water in our lagoons! 

Our expectations are enormous, the
stakes critical and the hopes of
responses from the European actors
determining. I therefore hope that
owing to the intervention of the
European Union and to our
determination, the spotlights may be
quickly redirected towards this
countdown.

Mauruuru, Ia ora na e Maeva

I thank you for your attention.
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Ladies and gentlemen,

At the entrance of this prestigious
meeting room, the excellent exhibition
biodiversity and humanity mounted by
Noé Conservation said it all with
frightening figures. The extinction of
species is now 30 per cent higher than
its natural rate. During the last 500
years, 1,000 species were lost annually;
today, however, it is estimated that the
annual loss has increased to between
15,000 and 50,000 species. Every hour
three species disappear. Humanity
stands on the eve of the most
important mass extinction of species
since the beginning of life on Earth.
Species are disappearing at a rate not
seen since the demise of the dinosaurs
65 million years ago; and their loss has
serious consequences to the billions of
people around the world who depend
on natural resources for their well-
being.

Human activity is putting a strain on the
ability of the planet’s ecosystems to
support life on earth. The second
edition of the Global Biodiversity
Outlook, released by the Convention on
Biological Diversity earlier this year,
echoed the findings of the Millennium
Ecosystem Assessment: two thirds of
the crucial services provided by
ecosystems, such as fisheries, fuel
wood, fresh water and pollination are in
decline, largely due to the actions of
humans. However the Johannesburg
target, adopted by 110 Heads of State
and Government, of achieving a
substantial reduction in the rate of
biodiversity loss can be reached,
provided that the international
community redouble its efforts to
conserve, sustainably use and promote
the fair and equitable sharing of natures
goods and services and firmly commit 

itself to the enhanced implementation
of the threefold objectives of the
Convention on Biological Diversity, the
convention on life on Earth.

This commitment to action was
reflected in the 34 decisions adopted
by the 4,000 participants at the eighth
meeting of the Conference of the
Parties, held in the green and vibrant
city of Curitiba, Brazil. Parties to the
Convention reiterated their commitment
to the 2010 biodiversity target by
moving the Convention to an enhanced
phase of implementation. COP-8 was
historic in the scope and scale of
commitments and activities that
demonstrated action towards
achievement of the 2010 target.
Curitiba was saw the largest ever
gathering of ministers responsible for
biodiversity. More than 122 ministers
and other heads of delegations
attended the first ever inter-active
dialogue under the Convention. For the
first time, a ministerial dialogue with the
chief executive officers of private
companies was held, and the
Conference of the Parties adopted its
first decision on the engagement of the
private sector to achieve the objectives
of the Convention. 

The 188 Parties to the Convention
demonstrated progress in the coverage
of protected areas – one of the crucial
targets for 2010. The President of Brazil
placed 6.4 million hectares of the
Amazon rain forest under direct
environmental protection. The President
of Palau and the Vice-President of the
Federated States of Micronesia
launched the “Micronesia Challenge”
which aims at placing 30% of the
marine areas and 20% of the forest
across Micronesia under environmental
protection.

In Curitiba, policy makers and major
research institutions also committed to
redouble their efforts to achieve the
2010 target. The heads of 10 United
Nations agencies committed to a task
force to coordinate their efforts for
achieving the target. Six of the largest
scientific institutions, including the
world largest botanical gardens, also
made a commitment to mobilise their
efforts for achievement of the target.
These six institutions will shortly
become ten as more partners join the
efforts that are already underway.

At the Curitiba meeting, other bridges
were built with major groups central to
the conservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity. A network of women
ministers was established, youth and
children were mobilised to give their
support to the Convention, business
leaders met alongside with ministers to
demonstrate their willingness to work
towards achievement of the 2010
target.

In Curitiba, the Ministers reiterated their
call to integrate biodiversity into
economic sectors and as an integral
part of the Millennium Development
Goals. The Secretary-General of the
United Nations in his report to the
General Assembly which opened its
session two days ago responded to
this call by recommending the inclusion
of the 2010 biodiversity target as part
of goal seven of the Millennium
Development Goals.

Indeed, any effective sustainable-
development policy and poverty-
reduction strategy needs to include the
conservation and sustainable use of
biological diversity and the equitable
sharing of benefits as integral parts of
its objectives. Biodiversity lies at the 
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heart of development processes. For
example, 40 per cent of the GDP of the
host of COP-8 is derived from natural
resources. The loss of biodiversity will
have far-reaching implications for
development. 

More than 1.6 billion people, including
1 billion poor people, depend on
forests for their livelihoods. Forests are
also home to 80 per cent of the
remaining terrestrial biodiversity. They
provide protection for water resources,
and reduce the risk of natural disasters
such as landslides. But, globally, 12-15
million hectares of forests are lost each
year. Seventy percent of the world's
poor live in rural areas where
uncontrolled alterations of ecosystems,
such as catchment areas, and poorly
managed logging often reduce the
buffer capacities of these ecosystems.
When extreme weather hits, rural
inhabitants pay the price with failed
crops and disrupted water supplies.
However, net loss in forest area in the
period from 2000 to 2005 is estimated
at 7.3 million hectares per year - an
area about the size of Panama. The
biodiversity challenge needs to be at
the heart of international cooperation
for sustainable development

In June this year, the European
Commission responded to the Curitiba
appeal by gathering 2,000 experts to
discuss biodiversity at the European
Green Week in Brussels. Next year the
Commission will make a similar
contribution by selecting the theme
environment and business. Today’s
meeting on biodiversity in European
development cooperation is the
response of the European Union and its
IUCN partners to address this
challenge and to echo the Curitiba
appeal. This is the first time that such a 

conference is being convened. Let me
therefore pay tribute to IUCN and its
European partners for this historic
meeting, which could not have found
better venue than this historical
conference centre of the French
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, nor a better
host than the Government of France,
which has elevated the environment to
become a constitutional right of its
citizens. I would like to invite Bill of
IUCN, who presented at the opening of
the meeting the expected outputs and
audiences of our meeting, to include
the ninth meeting of the Conference of
the Parties to the Convention, in
Germany, among the target audience.
The Paris Message on biodiversity and
development to be adopted this
afternoon needs to be addressed to the
ministers attending the high level
segment of COP-9. 

In less than two years, Germany will
host the ninth meeting of the
Conference of the Parties. This great
European nation has been a strong
advocate of biodiversity conservation
and sustainable use. Biodiversity has
been included as a key area of its
development cooperation for more than
20 years. This has resulted in the
funding of more than 400 biodiversity-
related projects with an average annual
funding of 70 million euros. The next
biodiversity assembly will offer a unique
opportunity to respond to the call of the
Executive Director of UNEP, Mr Achim
Steiner, addressed at the opening of
our meeting on the need to
decompartmentalise environment and
development, and to the motto of this
meeting on bridging the gaps
biodiversity and development.

Building on the unique experience of its
host country in implementing the 

Convention, COP-9 offers a new
opportunity to consolidate the
enhanced phase of implementation of
the convention and the scaled-up
engagement of its stakeholders.
Looking ahead, COP-9 will offer a
unique opportunity to strengthen the
engagement of all stakeholders in the
Convention. 

Building on the experience of German
development cooperation on issues
related to transfer of technology, let us
strengthen the dialogue between
ministers and CEOs of major
companies at COP-9. In doing so, we
shall respond to the call of this meeting
to bridge the gap between biodiversity
and business.

With its 6,000 landscape reserves,
representing an area amounting to a
quarter of its area, and another 5,000
nature conservation areas, Germany
will host the meeting which will review
the results of the second meeting of the
Working Group on Protected Areas
scheduled to take place in early 2008.
Let us take advantage of this
opportunity to encourage the
continuation of the commitments made
in Curitiba.

Germany not only hosted the
negotiations for the Bonn Guidelines on
Access and Benefit sharing, but also
promoted these Guidelines under its
Pro-benefit and “BIODIV” programmes.
It will now host the meeting that will
review the results of the fifth and sixth
meetings of the Working Group on
Access and Benefit-sharing aimed at
finalizing before 2010 an international
regime on access to genetic resources
and the fair and equitable sharing of
the benefits from their use. Let us invite
Ministers of trade and environment to 
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engage into dialogue at COP-9 to
ensure that trade and biodiversity are
mutually supportive. In doing so, we
shall respond to the objective of this
meeting in bridging the gap between
trade and biodiversity.

In-depth reviews of the implementation
of the programmes of work on forest
and agricultural biodiversity will also
take place at COP-9. For millennia,
more than 7,000 plant species were
used to respond to human needs.
Today only 150 are used and most of
us rely on less than 12 species. The
biodiversity supporting our agricultural
systems is disappearing. To alert public
opinion on the need to stop this loss of
biodiversity in this key economic sector,
the review of the work programme on
agro-biodiversity will coincide with the
celebration of the International Day for
Biodiversity in 2008, which will have
agricultural biodiversity as its theme. It
will be the first time in the history of the
Convention that the International Day
for Biodiversity will be celebrated in
partnership with such a vast array of
other agencies. FAO has accepted to
join forces in the celebration of the Day
together with the other sister
biodiversity related conventions as well
as the CBD Consortium of scientific
institutions. Let us also invite a
dialogue at COP-9 between the
ministers of agriculture and the
ministers of environment to ensure that
agriculture is not the enemy of the
biodiversity and that biodiversity is the
natural ally of sustainable agriculture of
tomorrow. In doing so, we shall
respond to the motto of this meeting on
bridging the gap between agriculture
and biodiversity. 

When COP-9 is convened in Germany,
there will be only two years left to 

achieve the 2010 biodiversity target.
The meeting will therefore provide a
unique opportunity to redouble the
international community efforts for
elevating this strategic target to the
highest level of the political agenda. For
the first time in the history of the
Convention for life on Earth, the host of
its Conference of the Parties will in
2008 preside over the G-8 Summit. It is
my sincere hope that the President of
COP-9 will put the protection of life on
Earth on the agenda of the G-8, which
will be headed by the first women
Chancellor of Germany, who was also
the first female environment minister of
that country. In doing so, we shall also
respond to the motto of this meeting
for bridging the gap between Heads of
State and their 2010 promise made in
Johannesburg to the people of our
planet and to their children for a future
world endowed with a biodiversity as
rich as the one we inherited from our
parents.

I thank you for your attention.
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At the outset, allow me to express my
sincere thanks to the organisers of this
conference, for including this session in
the programme and for giving me the
opportunity to address this audience on
behalf of the Germany as the host of
CBD-COP-9. Sigmar Gabriel, Minister
of Environment, Nature Protection and
Nuclear Safety asked me to send his
best wishes to this conference and to
express his hope that a strong and
ambitious message will be send out
from Paris.

Germany feels greatly honoured to host
COP-9 in 2008. We consider this event
as a great challenge and opportunity to
contribute actively to the further
development and strengthening of this
key multilateral environmental
agreement. In our role as host of the
conference, we also feel highly
responsible for its outcomes and we
are working hard to make it a success.
And I want to insure you that we will do
our best to support and assist our
Brazilian friends having the presidency
on the way to COP-9.

We are convinced of the importance of
linking biodiversity to the development
agenda (and of course: vice versa).
None of both can be sustainable without
the other. The German Chancellor
Angela Merkel underlined recently that
the CBD is not only the key instrument
for the global protection of biodiversity,
but that it is at the same time a key
agreement for development policy! 

This conference here in Paris has
certainly contributed to stimulate
political will and additional financial
resources, two essential prerequisites
for the achievement of the 2010 
biodiversity target. It is our hope that 
other events like this one, as well as 

COP-9 itself, could further interest
ministerial agendas and gain political
visibility in all countries. This can be
done through a number of actions such
as:
• Introducing the 2010 target in local

plans and programmes;
• Raising the public awareness and

thus a grass root reaction;
• Linking biodiversity issues to other

environmental challenges especially
the climate change agenda; but
above all

• Emphasizing the links between
environmental and development
goals, and therefore between the
2010 biodiversity targets and all the
Millennium Development Goals.

The MDGs are a powerful and
ambitious political tool and a universally
accepted framework of action-setting
goals agreed on by the world
community. Including the 2010 target
among these goals will be a clear and
sound message on the strong linkages
between sustainable development and
conservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity. The inclusion of 2010 in
the MDGs “in its own right” will in my
view be an important step to meet this
target as it will be an additional strong
commitment by the world family.

The 2010 target and its importance for
development need also to be further
widely communicated and understood.
I will not elaborate on how
communication and awareness could
be enhanced at this stage. However, let
me briefly mention that I believe that
new solutions and alternatives have to
be explored and found. Increased
political will might increase resources
available, but they will not be sufficient
if the private sector is not fully involved 
in the achievement of 2010. 

We have to stop preaching to the
converted only, and start our outreach
in different directions and sectors. This
will lead to new commitments from the
society as a whole.

In terms of progress on specific issues
within the biodiversity agenda to be
considered at COP-9 I am looking
forward to substantial progress with
regard to the global protected areas
network:

Achim Steiner once wrote that the
greatest challenge for conservation was
to change the way we think about
protected areas. In the past we have
thought of them as islands of
protection in an ocean of destruction.
Now, we need to learn to see them as
building blocks of biodiversity in an
ocean of sustainable human
development. 

Colleagues, a new flexible vision needs
to be developed with regard to the
establishment of those areas, a
common ground where development
and conservation visions are not
necessarily in contradiction, but they
can on the contrary sustain each other.
There are a lot of success stories of
development projects, which support
local development through nature
protection. 
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Science and technology are essential to
this end and, in this context, we
consider IMOSEB as an important
instrument that we fully support. 
And I want to thank our French friends
for all the energy they put in the
development of this approach. 

A clear link between biodiversity and
development is also the third objective
of the CBD, which is Access and
Benefit Sharing. It is my hope that the
debate on ABS will make substantial
progress before and at COP-9. The
establishment of a regime to support
this goal is an important development
challenge. Indigenous and local
communities whose livelihoods directly
depend on biodiversity might find in a
fair ABS regime a tool for better
compensation for the use of the
biodiversity under their management by
outsiders. We trust this will bring them
more in control of their development
mechanism and achieve a more
equitable society. 

Forests are another important topic for
COP-9. Forests are not only among the
most biodiverse ecosystems on the
planet, but are also home and resource
base for hundreds of millions of people
and countless indigenous and local
communities and cultures. Even in
industrialised countries, forest products
and forest services are indispensable.
Forests also play an extremely
important role to meet the climate
change challenge. 

Ladies and gentlemen, Germany is
among those industrialised countries
whose “ecological footprint” far
surpasses that of its own resource
base. Hence, we see this as a
commitment to reducing Germany’s
global environmental impact. Germany 

has given and will continue to give
substantial support to projects and
initiatives that combine development
and biodiversity conservation.

Dear Colleagues, COP-9 will be the last
CBD-COP before 2010. In the middle of
Germany’s EU-Presidency next year,
we will meet the date 1000 days before
2010. I think we are all aware in this
room that we are still far away – to far
away – to meet the target which
honestly is still not a very tough one.
So one might doubt how we could be
successful to use a couple of days to
change the wrong and destructive way
of decades. But I am personally
convinced that we have no right to give
up. It is our today’s duty to do
everything possible to protect
biodiversity for the needs of future
generations. Let’s focus our activities.
Let’s be ambitious! Let’s be united for a
living World!

Thank you! 

Robert Hepworth commented that it
was a question of using success stories
to build a more positive platform to
move towards the 2010 target. It is
important to turn the map around. We
tend to look at a mountain of problems
but we need to instead recognise the
big strides forward that have already
been made as this message may be
better received, especially by
developing countries.
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Honourable Ministers,
Mr Ahmed Djohlaff, Executive
Secretary, Convention on Biological
Diversity
Mr Jochen Flasbarth, Director General,
Nature Conservation and Sustainable
Use of Nature, German Federal Ministry
for the Environment 
Esteemed colleagues, 
Participants, 
Ladies and gentlemen,

During the international Conference on
Biodiversity: Science and Governance
which was held in UNESCO in January
2005 under the high patronage of
Jacques Chirac, President of France,
an appeal by scientists in favour of
biodiversity was made, in addition to a
Paris Declaration on Biodiversity. Let
me just recall three main points made
during this Conference: 
• Even if we still need to make major

effort to fill the gaps in knowledge,
there is already sufficient information
available for improved management
of ecosystems;

• Biodiversity must be integrated
without delay, based on existing
knowledge, into the criteria
considered in all economic and policy
decisions as well as in environmental
management;

• Governments, policy makers, and
citizens are urged to take the
necessary actions to support the
development of the scientific
knowledge, as well as the
conservation and the sustainable and
equitable use of biodiversity.

Last year’s Conference recalled that
conservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity need to become an integral
component of social and economic
development by correcting past policy
and market failures, and that 

biodiversity should be integrated
successfully into public and private
decision making. 

The Conference organised by IUCN,
which I have the pleasure to attend
today, is also producing a message,
“The message from Paris”.

How many more such messages do we
need to halt biodiversity loss? How
many more conferences such as last
year’s, such as today’s, do we need
before we can see things change in the
world we are living in? 

These repeated messages and
conferences are useful to keep us
active and cooperative. I believe that
many positive actions are already
implemented at various scales, from
local to regional and international
levels, from sustainable local initiatives
to international commitments such as
the Convention on Biological Diversity
(CBD). Many stakeholders are getting
more and more conscious of the
importance of conserving and
sustainably using biodiversity, including
new actors, such as NGOs, civil
society, and the private sector which
previously were not participating
actively in biodiversity conservation and
sustainable use. 

How can we make better linkages
between the message and the actions,
between the words and the
commitments? How can we find the
language adapted to the various
stakeholders involved? We have some
substantive basis to build on for the
future and today, I will focus on two
main aspects: sharing and dialogue.

Let me first start with sharing. In
Europe, governments have already 

committed significant areas in their
countries for conservation of
biodiversity, through natural parks,
Natura 2000 sites and Biosphere
Reserves. Biosphere Reserves are
joined through the World Network of
Biosphere Reserves, under the Man
and the Biosphere programme of
UNESCO. The adoption of the Seville
Strategy and the Statutory Framework
of biosphere reserves by UNESCO in
1995 ideally suits Biosphere Reserves
as experimental sites for testing
policies and practices for sustainable
development at the landscape or
seascape level. Each biosphere reserve
is to serve conservation, development
and knowledge building and learning
functions. The integration of these three
functions is critical to sustainable
development trajectories at the
landscape level.

In 2006, the EuroMAB Network is rich
with 243 Biosphere Reserves located in
32 countries, including five
Transboundary Biosphere Reserves
such as Danube Delta (Romania and
Ukraine), East Carpathians
(Poland/Slovakia/Ukraine), Vosges du
Nord/Pfälzerwald (France and
Germany), Krkokonose/Karkonosze
(Czech Republic/Poland) and Tatra
(Poland/Slovakia). 

WALTER ERDELEN
Assistant Director General 

for Natural Sciences
UNESCO
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Let me also mention the establishment
of a Transboundary Biosphere Reserve
and a Regional Ecological Network in
Polesie, which involve Belarus, Poland
and Ukraine, using international tools
such as the ecological networks
advocated by the CBD and especially
of its European component, the Pan-
European Ecological Network (PEEN),
elaborated by the Council of Europe.

These 243 Biosphere Reserves
represent 243 experiences and
practices in Europe. They are
‘evidence-based conservation
practices’ which bridge research and
biodiversity management. These
practices are fulfilling policy goals, in
seeking to improve biodiversity
conservation and sustainable use, by
providing scientific evidence to
conservation managers, thereby
enabling formulation of evidence-based
conservation strategies. Another key
issue for which reflections should be
better shared is the link between urban
ecology and biodiversity in a highly
urbanised Europe: how can we manage
biodiversity in urban areas and how can
we take biodiversity into consideration
in urban planning and design? Many
Biosphere Reserves are located near
urban areas or even include cities, such
as the recently designated Kristianstad
Vattenriket Biosphere Reserve in
Sweden. Biosphere reserves are
created by governments in all the
regions of the world since 30 years.
Such integrated practices at local,
national and regional scales
(transboundary cooperation) need to be
better analysed, shared and
disseminated. 

Establishing linkages between local,
national and regional initiatives 

concerning biodiversity research and
management should be a priority. This
‘sharing approach’ will provide
systematically reviewed scientific
evidence to support decision-making in
conservation management and be part
of a real practice of adaptive
management, involving
experimentation.

Ladies and gentlemen,

Biodiversity conservation is not only a
scientific challenge, or limited to certain
well known stakeholders. We can see 
the emergence of numerous new
categories of stakeholders, who all
claim legitimacy and a role to play in
the biodiversity debate. I refer here
particularly to the increasing role of
NGOs, the private sector, funding
agencies, local communities and civil
society in a broader sense. This
increase in the number of stakeholders,
their different interests and legitimacies,
their interactions and relationships,
have essential implications on
conservation and the sustainable use of
biodiversity, especially in the near
future. 

We need to establish the necessary
conditions for a constructive and
permanent dialogue, for sharing
knowledge and know-how on
biodiversity management, for reaching
concerted decisions, through
education, science, culture,
communication and the support of
innovative partnerships and cooperative
programmes. 

UNESCO has collaborated with the
CBD since the latter’s inception. In fact,
UNESCO even participated in the work
that led to the development and 

acceptance of the text of the CBD in
1992. We have contributed to both the
design and the implementation of the
CBD programmes of work and
programme activities related to cross-
cutting issues including the 2010
Biodiversity Target, Traditional
Knowledge, Climate Change, and
themes such as marine and coastal
biodiversity. 

UNESCO is also working closely with
IUCN’s Commission of Ecosystems
Management and its Business and
Biodiversity Programmes, as well as
other business and industry partners
like the International Council on Mining
and Metals (ICMM) and the World
Business Council for Sustainable
Development (WBCSD) to test
landscape-level planning and decision
making approaches that can aid
sustainable development. 
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Honourable Ministers,
Mister Executive Secretary of the CBD,
Mister Director General of Nature
Conservation,
Colleagues,
Participants,

UNESCO will be hosting the twelfth
session of the CBD Subsidiary Body on
Scientific, Technical and Technological
Advice (SBSTTA) in July 2007, in
preparation for the next Conference of
the Parties (COP-9) of the Convention
on Biological Diversity.

I believe that this is another chance for
sharing, working together and
translating into actions our
commitments for the 2010 Biodiversity
Target. 

In this challenge to better share, to
establish bridges between different
worlds and sectors, to support
platforms for dialogue between
stakeholders, you can be sure that
UNESCO will play its part in the fields
of education, science, culture and
communication and I look forward
seeing you in UNESCO, next July.

I thank you for your attention.

Closing Remarks by the Chair

James Leap said the 2010 target
should be considered achievable
provided efforts are scaled up. He
highlighted five crucial areas to work on:
• Policy coherence and delivery of

recent European commitments;
• The need to shift from theory to

practice on Strategic Environmental
Assessments;

• Funding for an international initiative;
• Involvement of the civil society;
• mportance of OCTs and small island

developing States for biodiversity.

The main message should be one of
urgency, and the EU has an important
role in taking it forward.
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Introduction
Biodiversity is essential to mankind.
Our societies depend on the resources
that nature provides: timber, fish,
agricultural products, vegetable oils,
biomass for energy production, animal
feed, to name but a few. We extract,
grow and exploit these resources. But
because we are so distant from the
places where production takes place,
we are often not aware of the impact of
our consumption and production
patterns. Or we conveniently close our
eyes to it. The poor are in a very
different position. They have a direct
relationship with biodiversity and
nature: they depend on them for their
daily survival. As the World Resources
Institute so aptly puts it: “biodiversity is
the wealth of the poor”.

Trends
Globalisation and the rapid
development of international markets
for natural resources are placing
increasing pressure on regions with a
high biodiversity. New markets are
developing and new major players,
such as China and India, are entering
the field. We are all aware of the issues
related to the production of palm oil in
Indonesia and Malaysia, soy in Brazil,
fishmeal in Peru and fisheries in West
African waters. Competing claims on
resources for food, energy, construction
materials and animal feed force us to
make choices. New markets create
opportunities for developing countries,
but at the same time we face the
threats of over-exploitation and
resource depletion, a negative impact
on food security, destruction of the
environment and further marginalisation
of the poor. We all have seen that
competition for natural resources could
lead to very serious conflicts, like in
Darfur.

A recent development, resulting from
compliance with the Kyoto Protocol, is
an increasing demand for biomass and
biofuels. The consequences are
important: the increased use of
biological resources, such as vegetable
oils and ethanol from sugar cane, will
compete with food production and
nature for increasingly scarce land,
especially in developing countries.

There are also issues related to
monocultures and pesticide use.
Several countries, such as the UK,
France and Japan, are looking to Brazil
to supply biofuels. Brazil in turn is
eager to develop ethanol production in
African countries. But will these 

countries be able to capitalise on these
market opportunities in a sustainable
way? How will this impact the
environment and what will the
socioeconomic effects be?

One of the main recommendations of
the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment
was to integrate environmental
considerations in economic decision-
making. I believe this is essential for
biodiversity conservation. With IUCN
and other organisations, we have
learned how to establish the economic
value of environmental resources. But
we still need to translate that economic
value into monetary terms. We have to
make sure that conservation pays. And
even better: that it pays the poor who
depend on these resources. 

Action
I confront the challenges presented by
globalisation, new markets and new
insights into environmental protection in
several ways. The Netherlands has
been a strong supporter of integrated
water management and sustainable
forest management for a long time. Our
participation in the Nile Basin and the
Mekong River initiatives are evidence of
my view that water is a basic element
of national and trans-boundary
ecosystem management. Our focus on
illegal timber and the programmes
implemented under our tropical rain
forest policy contribute to the
sustainable use and protection of forest
resources. 

With the Poverty Environment
Partnership, an informal coalition of
bilateral donor agencies and NGOs at
the interface of environment and 

AGNÈS VAN ARDENNE
Minister of Development Cooperation

The Netherlands
Setting the scene: A vision beyond Paris
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poverty reduction, we are showing that
investments in responsible
management of natural resources,
including biodiversity, can be efficient,
can support growth and boost
government revenues, and contributes
– directly and indirectly – to poverty
reduction.

Through UNCTAD and other
programmes, we support the
sustainable use and trade of forest
products in several African and Latin
American countries, including the
Amazon region. We also support
capacity development to capitalise on
the emerging markets in environmental
goods and services, such as emission
credits through the Clean Development
Mechanism. And we are facilitating
deals between upstream, relatively poor
watershed “managers” and
beneficiaries of improved water
quantity and quality downstream, such
as Coca Cola in Guatemala. 

But the challenges created by
globalisation and increased demand for
natural resources call for additional and
different types of interventions.
Collaboration between different actors
and stakeholders targeting sustainable
production, trade and consumption is a
key element of innovative approaches.
We therefore support and are active
participants in the Round Table on
Sustainable Palm Oil and the Round
Table on Responsible Soy. Of course,
the fact that Dutch multinationals are
involved in the trade in major
commodities provides us with a great
opportunity for public-private
partnerships. We partnered with the
large Dutch animal feed company
NUTRECO and IUCN to promote 

sustainability in the fishmeal and fish oil
chain. We have been able to unite
stakeholders along the entire trade
chain, from large producers in Peru and
Chile to retailers, traders and investors
in Europe. Together with local and
international NGOs and the government
of Peru we have been able to address
ecological and socioeconomic issues.
Together with the International Fishmeal
and Fish Oil Organisation, IFFO, the
partnership is instrumental in
developing the round table on
sustainable fish feed.

As far as biofuels are concerned, we
are at the forefront of developing
sustainability criteria for inclusion in
legislation and other policy instruments.
A major report on import criteria has
just been finalised. We support
coherent policies and therefore a level
playing field for sustainable production
of biofuels in the North and the South.
We work with the Global Reporting
Initiative on sustainability indicators,
and we are discussing a biodiversity
covenant with the industry.

Messages to the EU
Obviously the task is enormous:
reaching the Millennium Development
Goals, stopping biodiversity loss by
2010 as we all agreed in Johannesburg
in 2002, eradicating poverty and
promoting sustainable use of natural
resources for the benefit of all. And this
in an ever more complex international
setting. But we need to move from
words to action. I mentioned a number
of key issues and several of my policy
directions: coherence, partnerships and
integration of environment in poverty
reduction strategies. And I have some
specific challenges for the EU.

Environmental issues need to be an
integral part of poverty reduction
strategies. Mainstreaming environment
into Country Strategy Papers could be
even more important for sustainability
than the creation or extension of
special programmes such as the
Programme for National Resources
including Energy. The recent report of
the European Court of Auditors (July
2006) concluded that the Commission’s
manual for the integration of
environmental aspects should be
finalised and be implemented. The
Netherlands insists on compliance with
the existing environmental provisions in
the common framework. Moreover
specific action is needed to improve
mainstreaming of environment in EDF
10. This needs to be clearly reflected in
Country Strategy Papers. Natural
resources, and the way we manage
them, cannot be an afterthought in
strategy development. They are the
very foundation of our existence. 

In the EU there is an ongoing
discussion on how to implement policy
coherence for development. We need
policy coherence for sustainable energy
production. 
Compliance with Kyoto is an important
objective which we can partly achieve
by increasing the use of biomass and
biofuels. 
But are we using sustainability to
increase economic growth and to
secure our energy at the cost of the
environment and poor people in
developing countries? 
Or are we really going to use this
opportunity to boost economic growth
in developing countries, secure
environmental protection and reduce
poverty?
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Policy coherence for development
means supporting opportunities for
developing countries to enter this
market and reducing negative impacts. 
The OECD made an important step
with the Paris Declaration on Aid
Effectiveness based on the five over-
arching principles of ownership,
alignment, harmonisation, managing for
development results and mutual
accountability. In order to facilitate
mainstreaming of environment into
development, we need to earmark the
necessary funds in the context of
budget support. The Poverty Reduction
Strategy Papers should be
systematically subject to Strategic
Environmental Assessments in
providing the basis for such budget
support.

Political commitment for the integration
of environmental aspects into
development has been achieved at the
highest levels, both nationally and
internationally. But policy coherence
between environment and development
alone is not enough. Trade-and
economic affairs ministers should
participate in conferences on
development cooperation and
environment. We need to make sure
that in WTO negotiations and
agreements, poverty reduction and
environmental are integral aspects.

Conclusion
Ladies and gentlemen, every day the
impact of our actions is painfully
visible. Just last week, we were
informed that the ice on the North Pole
is melting, even in winter. The
scientists’ joy over the discovery of
dozens of new species in the waters
near Papua New Guinea is tempered by
the fact that they had to be labelled
“threatened with extinction” the very
moment they were discovered. “An
inconvenient truth” as Al Gore has aptly
named his book and movie on climate
change. 

I think we are well aware of the
challenges lying ahead of us. And we
know we need each other to confront
the issues and find the solutions. We
need to take steps from words to
action. Not alone, but together.
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In these last few years, parties at
numerous international conventions
have unceasingly reiterated their
recognition of biodiversity as a
worldwide environmental problem, as
well its importance in sustainable
development. 

Throughout the two days we have
spent here, the need to go from words
to action has been acutely felt. I would
like to contribute to this through some
of our experiences in Madagascar. 
There is no need here to remind you of
the importance of biodiversity in
Madagascar, a country often qualified
as “megadiverse”. This potential, not
only terrestrial, but also marine and
coastal, is disappearing. Neither is
there any need to remind you of the
importance of the dependency of our
mostly rural populations on natural
resources.  

We must nowadays confront economic
objectives that seek to reduce poverty
but translate into different forms of
unsustainable uses of biodiversity
resources (clearing, stubble-burning,
agricultural practices that have fatal
effects on ecosystems).

Though, for a long time we separated
biodiversity management from
economic and social development in
Madagascar, in the last ten years, we
have convinced ourselves to search for
the ways and means to reconcile
biodiversity conservation and
sustainable development. 

Indeed we have engaged into a long
term process aiming to turn around the
tendency for environmental degradation
by putting in motion an environmental
programme, which is presently, in its
third and last phase, and of which the 

main results are on the taking up of
actions taken by local and civil society
actors. 

Throughout the different steps there
was indeed a progressive raising in
awareness that biodiversity is a
fundamental element for development.
This can be seen from the elaboration
of the environmental policy, which
presently has a double objective: on
the one hand, that of establishing and
adopting methods for sustainably
managing natural resources by
populations in areas where we
intervene; and on the other, making
management sustainable at a national
level.

Biodiversity and environmental
protection are an integral part of our
national vision, the “Naturally
Madagascar vision“, which is orientated
towards reinforcing environmental
commitments. This is also mentioned in
the Madagascar Action Plan (MAP), a
five year plan the seventh objective of
which is dedicated to the environment.  
Among the many priority actions, I
would like to mention here the
extension of protected areas, more
specifically the tripling of their extent,
with the technical support of IUCN. 

From now on, we will use the 6
Protected Areas categories that are
open and consider governance and
economic development aspects. New
and often forgotten actors such as local
communities and the private sector, will
be involved in this process. 

There are also other, more elaborate,
tools that allow us to better manage
biodiversity and better reconcile
conservation and sustainable
development, including: 

• Transfer of management to local
communities that favour the direct
involvement of local actors in
decision-making that concerns them;

• Environmental impact studies, which
are an obligation for all enterprises of
a certain size;

• Tourism development in certain
protected areas allows local resident
communities to benefit from half of
the entry rights, in order to undertake
small development projects.

• A protection mechanism of natural
resource access rights is in
conception. It must protect local
communities and private operators
exploiting those resources.

• In order to overcome the current
energy deficit, the reforestation of
species that both protect against
erosion and can be used for biofuel,
is beginning.

In terms of long-term finance, we have
established a foundation for the
management of protected areas
destined to reinforce actions taken. Our
international NGO friends (CI and WWF)
uncovered the basics of this yesterday.
I would like to acknowledge here, the
support that some have signified on
this occasion.

Madagascar shares the same global
concerns and deploys all of its efforts
to contribute to international challenges
on biodiversity, namely achievement of
the 2010 objectives, in close relation to
the Millennium Development Goals. 
How should we maintain the ecological
integrity of the remaining ecosystems
(forests, lakes, reefs, etc.) in the long
term in order to ensure essential
services to communities, to countries? 
Our challenges are even more difficult
insofar as that in our developing
countries, it is first necessary to provide 

CHARLES SYLVAIN RABOTOARISON
Minister of Environment, Water and Forestry

Madagascar

Panel Discussion - From words to action: implementing the Message from Paris

Chair: Laurence Tubiana, Director, Institute of Sustainable Development 
and International Relations (IDDRI)
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for the needs of a large and mostly
poor population. 

It is important to involve all actors of
development, to apply the principle of
participation in decision-making as well
as biodiversity resources management. 
Tourism, fishing, the establishment of
economic and social infrastructure, and
mine exploitation are all sectors in
which the impacts on biodiversity are
real and to which we must pay
particular attention. 

The environmental services provided by
biodiversity conservation are matters
which need greater awareness. We
must prove their contribution and
economic value in development. 
I would like to say a few words on the
importance of exchange and
partnerships. We cannot only solve
problems of biodiversity loss, of which
the causes are complex. Partnerships
and complementary elements in the
Indian Ocean, Africa, at an international
level, must be prioritized. Those
exchanges, with the support of the
scientific community, should help us in
our search for innovative approaches. 
We must give concrete guidance to
article 32 of the Cotonou Agreement of
the ACP countries on natural resources
management. Environment protection
and biodiversity integration should be a
condition of every project financed by
donor agencies of knowledge, among
which is the European Union and its
Member States, as specified in
paragraph a) of that agreement. 

I would not be able to finish my
intervention without thanking the
organisers of this important Conference
that has reached a commitment from all
of us to integrate biodiversity in
sustainable development; the 

appropriate term would be “a half-
grown sustainable development
strategy”, to quote one of our
colleagues present here yesterday. 
I thank the IUCN, the European
Commission. I would also like to salute
France, the host country. 

Ladies and gentlemen, thank you all for
your kind attention.
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At this moment during the work of this
Paris Conference on Biodiversity in
Development Cooperation, I cannot
help thinking about a recent account
that summarises my feelings towards
the totality of the work and challenges
that we have all faced. Cameroon saw,
at the beginning of the decade in 2000,
a boom in the volume of imports of
frozen chicken, essentially coming from
Europe. 

This phenomenon was a direct
consequence of free trade. It resulted in
the loss of approximately 100,000
direct employment spots in Cameroon
in the line of poultry and fresh product
commerce. It also had a disastrous
sanitary impact because of the
difficulties faced by merchants in
ensuring the management of the cold
chain. 
We therefore found in the Cameroonian
markets, unsustainable European
chicken that would replace local
chicken (bred in better ecological
conditions). 

Older local poultry farmers had
searched for alternatives for their
survival; and in a difficult economic
context, some fell back on the
exploitation of nature, contributing, for
example, to increased poaching. 
I must remind you that the
management of certain protected areas
is ensured by European Union funding.
In brief, the European Union was one of
the essential actors in the debates
taking place at that time on the poverty
reduction strategies in Cameroon. 

However, we had action by private
European companies that resulted in
negative impacts on two of the most
important sectors of European action in
the country.

Following this account, I believe that
Paris has been the occasion for a
certain step forward, and I share the
call to action on some matters that I
now would like to point out:
1. A clear consensus was reaffirmed at

the Paris Conference on
acknowledging the existence of a
link between poverty and ecosystem
conservation. 
Yet we may question the capacity of
the named measures in the Paris
Declaration to curb the threat of the
erosion of biodiversity in an efficient
and quick way. 
Indeed the measures envisaged
seem to be recorded following those
carried out up until now with the
mitigated results we all have seen.
The Message from Paris seems far
more ambitious, and we must rejoice
in this. But it is still weak as to the
precise conditions in order to
succeed. 
We have talked about the “why”, but
have not actually talked about the
“how”.

2. Governance was expressed as being
an essential condition, an
indispensable step towards
sustainability. 
We contemplate it at a local,
national, and global level.
Nevertheless, we can regret that the
conference has not been very prolific
when it comes to “reaching improved
governance”.

3. As for public participation, a decisive
step has been reached in Paris,
where we have admitted that
participation is an essential element
for setting policies in motion. 
Equally, the means of participation
are still awaited and we hope that
the Council will define, in a
participative manner, precise outlines
on this subject.

4. The need for integrated ecosystems
management is confirmed, but we
suggest going even further by
integrating concerns linked to
biodiversity protection as per
international trade, and in law and
policies that concern direct foreign
investments.

SAMUEL NGUIFFO
Director

Environment and Development Centre
Cameroon
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The heart of this afternoon’s debate is
“from words to action”. I also ask you
to show leadership and determination
for ambitious political measures to
result from this conference in order to
eradicate poverty and abate
deforestation, the degradation of forest
and ocean habitats, as well as the loss
of biodiversity at a worldwide scale.

Both diagrams below give us an idea
of, on the one hand, the erosion of
biodiversity and the degradation of
ecosystems and, on the other hand,
excessive growth of our global
ecological footprint compared to what
our planet can take.

In order to illustrate my words, I will
begin by recalling four important points: 
1. The current development of our

societies is not sustainable because
it is based on a quantitative
economic growth that flouts natural
resources limits. The market has
proven incapable of integrating
social and ecological costs. We also
have the right to ask the following
question: does the global economy
need some adjustments to become
sustainable, or does it need a radical
change of paradigm? 

2. After 11th September 2001, the
international community showed its
capacity to react in a joint manner
faced with terrorist threats that bore
upon national security. Why does it
not react in the same way towards a
much more important threat that
bears upon ecological safety? 

3. Our European lifestyle of over-
consumption calls for even greater
amounts of natural resources such
as soya/meat, wood/paper supplies,
fish/breeding, and those which
depend on developing countries.

This form of consumption is
encouraged on one side by the
Common Agricultural Policy that
financially supports intensive
breeding, on the other by the
Common Fisheries Policy that
supports overcapacity of the fishing
fleet, and finally by international
trade regulations. 

4. A hope… Certain countries, Brazil
amongst others, have now become
aware that the conversion of the high
biodiversity land that is the Amazon
through the expansion of soya, sugar
cane, and in future biofuels, is less
profitable for the country than
sustainable management of those
lands combined with strict
conservation.

I must acknowledge that the EU is a
part of this disaster in progress, given
that it ignores the massive entry of
products such as wood, soya, fish, etc.
into its market from illegally exploited
sources, without guarantees of
sustainable management. 

The EU must establish binding control
mechanisms for these products and
determine what is acceptable in its
inner market and what is not, based on
existing international treaties. 

The EU must go beyond voluntary
measures and initiatives and show
forceful political action if it wants to live
up to its international commitments
concerning the reduction of biodiversity
loss, poverty reduction, and climate
change mitigation.

JEAN-LUC ROUX
Director of Political Department, 

Greenpeace
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Greenpeace suggests the following
urgent measures to the EU:
1. To legislate and sanction the relative

criminality of the exploitation of
natural resources:
- Illegal fishing, that represents a

loss of several billions of dollars
each year;

- Illegal exploitation of forests that
increases between 10 and 15
billion dollars a year;

- Biopiracy: a few hundred billion
dollars a year.

2. To quickly support the development
of an international binding text (ABS
regime) that will improve the national
system and guarantee the protection
of knowledge and fair sharing,
especially among local communities
and indigenous peoples, of the
advantages linked to genetic
resources. 
This system is an essential element
of the future financing of biodiversity
protection and the fight against
poverty. 

3. To support the maintenance or
establishment of a moratorium on
forest exploitation and destructive
fishing that is trawling in high seas,
and to oppose the liberalisation and
the increase of non-sustainable
product exchange, whether
concerning forests or fisheries, at a
multilateral level (i.e. WTO-NAMA) as
well as at a bilateral level (i.e.
through Voluntary Partnership
Agreements). 

4. To accelerate the establishment of a
worldwide network of marine
reserves, parks, and protected forest
areas in order to preserve high value
sites that are still intact. 
These must become the framework
of sustainable development and the
preservation/restoration of
biodiversity.

5. The EU must respect
multifunctionality and contribute to
the preservation and evaluation of a
non-merchant space for forests and
oceans, through innovative financing
mechanisms. 

We hope that the above proposals will
contribute to stimulating ministerial
discussions and result in European and
international scale political initiatives,
particularly on the eve of the 9th CBD
Conference of the Parties, to be held in
Germany in 2008. 

I thank you for your attention.  
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Madame la Ministre Brigitte Girardin,
Excellencies,

Dear colleagues and participants,

On behalf of Director Bernard Petit,
who unfortunately cannot be here
today, I would like to express our
sincere appreciation to the Government
of France for hosting and supporting
this Conference on Biodiversity in
European Development Coooperation
here in Paris. This appreciation also
goes to the Governments of Belgium,
Finland and Sweden, for their financial
and technical support, and to the IUCN
for organising this important event.

Two thirds of the rural population and
the rural poor in developing countries
live in risky production environments
with variable rainfall and often poor
soils. Over 500 million people live in dry
lands without access to irrigation, and
over 600 million live in mountainous
regions, where considerable natural
biodiversity still remains. It is precisely
in these areas that food production
must increase substantially over the
next few decades. Low income rural
people rely heavily on the consumption
of wild foods, medicines and fuels to
meet their nutritional and other needs.
But equally disturbing is that one third
of the rural population worldwide is
living in the so-called breadbaskets of
the world, but where ecosystems have
already been so much altered that the
ecosystem services have declined.

Over the last fifty years the world’s
population has tripled and we have
used our eco-systems to meet the
growing demand for food, fresh water,
timber, fibre and fuel. Expected
economic growth will further increase
pressure on ecosystems with a risk of 

more degradation. There are many
examples where unsustainable use of
natural resources including biodiversity
becomes itself an obstacle to economic
growth and therefore to poverty
alleviation.

The links between ecosystem services
and livelihoods of the rural poor are
extensive and are well reflected in the
policies of the European Commission
and the Member States.

In November 2005 the European
Consensus on Development was
adopted. This was the first occasion
where a common vision on
development was endorsed by the
three key European institutions: the
Parliament, the Council and the
Commission. This vision will guide EU
action in development cooperation, at
both Member States and Community
levels.

The overarching objective of EU
development cooperation is the
eradication of poverty in the context of
sustainable development, including
pursuit of the Millennium Development
Goals (MDGs).

Development remains a long-term
commitment. The EU has adopted an
ambitious timetable for overall
assistance to achieve 0.7% of GNI by
2015, with an intermediate collective
target of 0.56% by 2010. This
commitment will see annual EU aid to
increase by around ?20 billion to reach
66 billion euros in 2010.

The EU has committed itself to take
systematic account of the
environmental dimension in all areas of
development cooperation, to support
the inclusion of environmental 

considerations in poverty reduction and
equivalent development strategies and
to promote pro-poor environment-
related initiatives and policies.

Country, Regional and Thematic
Strategy papers are the Commission’s
programming tools, which define the
range of policies and support activities
and ensure coherence between them.
Environment and sustainable
management of natural resources is
one of the priority areas for Community
development action described in the
European Consensus. The Thematic
Programme for Environment and
Sustainable Management of Natural
Resources including Energy, which was
adopted this year, includes funds
earmarked for biodiversity issues.

The EU is committed to assist
developing countries in implementing
the Multilateral Environmental
Agreements, and will work to ensure
that the capacities of developing
countries are taken into account during
negotiations. 

In 2004, the European Commission
took a specific commitment to prepare
Country Environment Profiles as part of
the programming process carried out
with its development partners. The
Commission is also promoting the
implementation of Strategic
Environmental Assessments, which will
help highlight areas where proposed
cooperation activities may encounter
environmental constraints or conflicts,
and identify the need for specific
environmental mitigation measures or
opportunities for win-win solutions. This
tool becomes more important with the
increased target for budget support.
The Environmental Impact
Assessments however remain the main 

PHILIP MIKOS
Head of Unit - Policies for Sustainable

Management of Natural Resources
DG Development

European Commission
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environmental integration tool for
operations following the project
approach.

Although it is widely accepted that
integrating ecosystem services and
biodiversity issues in development
cooperation is an absolute necessity,
and that in terms of policy statements
everything is in place, in practice this
integration is still not yet happening to
the extent necessary and desirable.

It is essential to ensure that agricultural,
forestry and fisheries policies in food
insecure regions recognize the crucial
role of biodiversity, and to amend
biodiversity conservation policies in
such regions to prioritise strategies that
explicitly supporting poverty reduction
efforts. This is a major challenge and
requires a different approach of all
stakeholders. The European
Commission and the Member States
are strongly committed to supporting
ways of making biodiversity work for
the poor and the world at large.

But developing countries have the
prime responsibility for formulating and
implementing coherent and effective
policies and for mobilising their own
resources. They have a crucial role in
assuring that environmental and
biodiversity issues are put on their own
development agenda. This is a big
challenge as short term objectives
often get priority over long-term
sustainability issues.

The eight workshops in this conference
offer a unique opportunity to strengthen
the dialogue between development and
environmental experts. We will jointly
analyse what actually prevents us from
practicing more what we preach, and
we will identify new ways of addressing 

environmental issues in development
cooperation in a more effective and
efficient manner. We cannot and should
not wait as plants and animals do not
write letters. 

Ladies and gentlemen,

I sincerely hope that this conference
will result in a constructive dialogue
and will come up with practical
approaches that fit well in the overall
framework of development policies and
that are acceptable to all stakeholders.
I am looking forward to the results of
the conference and the Message from
Paris.

Thank you for your attention.
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Development organizations need to
be concerned about biodiversity

Biodiversity is such a critical concern
for all organisations – not just
environmental institutions, but also, and
critically importantly – “development
organisations” such as UNDP – whose
principal mandate is to reduce poverty
and improve the lives of the poor.

Biodiversity is truly a central
development issue since for the rural
poor, development cannot happen
without access to ecosystem services.
And biodiversity frequently provides the
“welfare system of last resort” for poor
people and communities. Thus, UNDP
has made “Biodiversity for
Development” one of its primary areas
of focus. There is great demand for
biodiversity services from the more
than 140 UNDP Country Offices around
the world. Just last year, biodiversity
attracted more funding in UNDP than
any other environmental area of focus –
over $100 million in 2005 – about 30%
of all expenditures in UNDP’s
Environment and Energy Practice.

IUCN and the EU  

I thank IUCN and the EU for their
foresight in bringing the development
and biodiversity communities together.
Ensuring that thematic issues are
address within the context of
mainstream development cooperation
discourse – rather than among experts
and practitioners of the same thematic
field alone – no doubt makes a huge
contribution towards making
development more effective.

Integration of Biodiversity in MDG-
based National Development Plans

Since the primary drivers of biodiversity
loss lie in the productive sectors of
agriculture, forestry, fisheries, transport,
etc., the key to meeting biodiversity
targets is to embed them into these
sector’s plans and frameworks whenever
possible – rather than having a stand
alone biodiversity strategy.

To this end, the biodiversity community
needs to pay attention to a very
important decision taken at the 2005
World Summit last September. 

Specifically, countries committed to
“adopt, by 2006, and implement
comprehensive national development
strategies to achieve the internationally
agreed development goals and
objectives, including the Millennium
Development Goals”.

It is when these MDG-based national
strategies lay out concrete steps for
maintaining biodiversity in productive
agricultural, forest, marine and urban
ecosystems, and when these strategies
are implemented by the ministries of
those sectors – as well as by local
authorities, communities and the private
sector – that a real difference will be
made.

UNDP is rolling out its MDG Support
Services, a major corporate priority
initiative established to support country-
led processes to formulate and
implement MDG-based national
development strategies with the aim of
scaling-up action to achieve the MDGs.

UNDP/UNEP Partnership 

The UN System is well positioned more
than ever to deliver on this, especially
as its normative arm (UNEP) and
operational arm (UNDP) on environment
are coming together through an
enhanced partnership and a joint centre
in Nairobi – to deliver on the
mainstreaming agenda.

The importance of local communities 

Local communities and indigenous
peoples are showing us around the
world what can and must be done and
to this end, UNDP is pursuing a very
active multi-pronged strategy for
biodiversity. We know we need to work
not just at the global and national levels
but also at the community level –
through our programmes such as the
GEF Small Grants Programme (with
more than 3,000 projects in over 80
countries) and Equator Initiative –
because at the end of the day, it is at
that level that development actually
happens or is implemented.

Message to donors to pay attention
to biodiversity in their direct budget
support

The fact that official development
assistance (ODA) has been increasing
in recent years, after a steady decline in
the 1990s, is a welcome trend. We also
see that ODA is increasingly being
delivered through Direct Budget
Support. It is important that in the
context of Direct Budget Support –
which is typically administered through
Planning and Finance Ministries –donor 

OLAV KJØRVEN
Director Energy and Environment

UNDP
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target their support to thematic issues
such as biodiversity that are so critical
to economic development, that there is
a balance and continued commitment
to addressing all aspects of
development.

Discussion

Among topics addressed in the ensuing
discussion, Corinda Sebastiana
Essex, Government of Saint Helena,
reasserted that more financial
resources were needed for OCTs, which
often do not match the criteria for
receiving funding from international
NGOs and multilateral organisations,
while not being able to access EC
funding. Olav Kjørven, UNDP, added
that the importance of religion at the
local level should not be
underestimated: faith-based institutions
could be a tremendous ally in making
progress for biodiversity conservation.
Finally, Jean-Luc Roux of Greenpeace
reminded that as consumers, all
Europeans have the additional
individual responsibility to decrease
their ecological footprint, i.e. their
consumption of food, especially meat
and fish, of paper, wood, gasoline, etc.

Adoption of the Message from Paris

A refined version of the Message from
Paris was presented to the audience by
William Jackson, Director of Global
Programme, IUCN, and adopted by
acclamation11.

11. See p. 1



IUCN Photo Library © Jim Thorsell



CLOSING WITH ACTION

21st september 2006

Chair: 
Tamás Marghescu, 

IUCN, Regional Director for Europe

91



92

Ladies and gentlemen,

It is my great honour to address this
Conference and to sign the Countdown
2010 declaration on behalf of the
Finnish Government. 

Biodiversity is essential to human well-
being, and it is a crucial element in
sustaining the social, economic and
ecological dimension for humankind.
This conference organised under the
slogan “Nature - The World’s largest
Development Cooperation Agency” is a
very timely one. The fact is that Nature
provides day after day billions of
people, in particular the rural poor, with
food, water, fuel and shelter.

Loss of biological diversity, which is the
source of these goods and services,
thus has a direct impact on people’s
livelihoods. In turn, the conservation of
nature can generate excellent
opportunities for improving the quality
of human life. However, biodiversity
continues to decline. Political
commitments have been made to halt
this trend by 2010. We need to
continue to work together for this 2010
commitment and to translate it into
actions in cooperation with different
stakeholders. 

By signing the Countdown 2010
declaration Finland stresses the
importance of taking actions to reach
the 2010 biodiversity goal. We will
strive to create precedence by
implementing the Finnish National
Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan
2006-2016 focusing on the 2010
biodiversity target, and highlighting the
importance of increasing public
awareness and participation, including
the promotion of exemplary activities
towards this target. In this regard, I am 

a strong believer in the bottom up
approach for engaging the grassroots
level in our work for reaching the goal.
In Finland we have successful
experiences and projects from
voluntary work in the field of
biodiversity.

As stated this year in the European
Council on Development, stronger
support to the implementation of the
United Nations Convention on
Biological Diversity will help to halt
biodiversity loss and promote biosafety
and sustainable management of
biodiversity. Ultimately the
mainstreaming of biodiversity into EU
development cooperation is an
important target and challenge for us.
The preparation and adoption of the EU
Council Conclusions on the European
Commission’s Biodiversity
Communication: ‘Halting the loss of
Biodiversity by 2010 – and beyond’, is
the key task for us during the Finnish
EU Presidency. Additionally, we will
promote the theme of “Youth and
biodiversity”, encompassing the issues
of education, communication and
public awareness, during the European
Platform for Biodiversity Research
Strategy meeting in Helsinki later this
year. Further, our work to promote the
Peruvian Amazon biodiversity
cooperation, through the BIODAMAZ
project in preparing and launching a
regional initiative in collaboration with
the Andean Community is a concrete
response to this Conference. 

It is necessary to act now to halt the
loss of biodiversity, in order to preserve
this essential source of ecosystem
goods and services, and thus ensure
the well-being of current and future
generations. I have outlined here some
of the actions Finland is taking towards 

this target. We look very much forward
to working with other countries and
various stakeholders both in the
context of these projects, as well as in
the future efforts for halting the loss of
biodiversity. 

Thank you for your attention.

JAN-ERIK ENESTAM
Minister of Environment

Finland
A 2010 Commitment
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Ministers, Ambassadors, and
Professionals,

On behalf of the Minister of Agriculture
of the Republic of Peru, Ing. Juan Jose
Salazar García, I come here today to
thank the Governments of Finland and
the Netherlands for the BIODAMAZ
Project that can be seen in its Second
Phase in our country.

Mr. Minister of the Environment of
Finland, Jan-Erik Enestam, please allow
me to express my country’s gratitude
for such a valuable collaboration.

We are enthusiastic about the success
of the BIODAMAZ Project, so much so
that the continuity of its Third Phase is
being studied to extend it to the
remaining Andean and Amazonian
countries.

In Peru we have progressed on several
fronts in order to contribute to reducing
the current rate of loss of biodiversity,
many agricultural export and timber
companies have qualified for ISO-9000,
ISO-14000 and many other
international certifications for their
products. However, there is still much
do be done and that is why we reiterate
our request for help to the countries of
the European Union.

I am sure that this meeting will
contribute much to the achievement of
the Countdown 2010 objectives and, in
this way, the Message from Paris will
contribute to the deepening of our
commitment to support the
achievement of such objectives. 

Thank you once again.

ALEX MAMUD VENEGAS
Ministry of Agriculture

Peru
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The Amazon is currently encountering a
critical point in its history. The
aspirations of its people for a better life,
combined with large-scale
infrastructure projects and global
changes are significantly modifying the
extremely rich cultural and biological
diversity of the region. Strengthening
environmental governance in the
Region as well as international
collaboration on trans-boundary issues
in the Amazon Basin is a key factor for
coping with the challenges of
promoting sustainable development
and protecting biodiversity.

One cannot deny that the Amazon of
the twenty-first century will differ
greatly from the current image as the
great last frontier. The continuation of
current trends would result in
tremendous impacts on biological
diversity and environmental services of
the Amazon basin forests. Urgent
action is needed.

And one of the most urgent is ensuring
that multinational collaboration will
produce good results. At this regard,
ACTO has been dedicating efforts
aimed at strengthening regional
integration processes and sustainable
development initiatives, through the
active participation of the governments
of the Amazon countries and regional
and local stakeholders in this process.

As a matter of fact, ACTO, an evolution
of the Amazon Cooperation Treaty
(ACT) signed on the 3rd of July 1978 by
Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia, Ecuador,
Guyana, Peru, Suriname and
Venezuela, was created exactly to
promote joint actions towards the
harmonious development of the
Amazon Basin and, thus, cope with
problems common to the 8 countries.

Since 2003, ACTO Secretariat has been
acting as a catalyst and promoter of
efforts throughout the region, with
strong emphasis on the promotion of
sustainable development. Moreover,
one of the main roles of ACTO is to
work as a mechanism of coordination
and cooperation among the countries
of the basin for themes of supranational
interest.

ACTO has also been dedicating efforts
towards building new institutional lines,
capable of contributing to overcome
the sustainable development
challenges posed to the Amazon
region, concerning issues such as
health, water resources, forest
sustainable management, biodiversity.
Besides that, ACTO makes efforts
towards creating political arenas for
regional dialogues aiming at
establishing consensuses and
convergences among the Country
Members in global issues of interest to
the Continental Amazon.

It is important to highlight that ACTO’s
competitive advantages remain exactly
in the fact that its structure naturally
leads to the consensus and solution of
problems shared by all the Amazon
countries. ACTO’s value for the Country
Members lies on the support it provides
for actions individually developed by
each country, as a single biome, with
an evident interdependence.

ROSALÍA ARTEAGA SERRANO
Executive Secretary, 

Amazon Cooperation Treaty Organization
(ACTO)

Governance and stakeholder engagement for strengthening sustainable development
in the continental Amazon
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It is common sense that effective
collaborative governance by the eight
sovereign Amazonian countries is
required. At this regard, ACTO is aware
that only innovative approaches in
international environmental governance
during the coming decades would help
reduce the tremendous loss of
biological diversity and environmental
services that is projected to occur in
the basin.

Another key factor is democratic
governance, that is to say a set of
practices of the government that
deeply interacts with society listening
to its demands and rendering account
to it.

In this regard, it is worth mentioning
that our Strategic Plan defines basic
guidelines for the development of the
Amazonian sustainability, which
embraces consultation with the civil
society and its participation. Thus,
ACTO is currently holding a
consultation round to the civil society.
Some workshops have been done, and
others are scheduled for the coming
months.

That initiative stems from the 8th
Meeting of Ministers of Foreign Affairs
of ACTO’s State Members, held in
Manaus in September 2004, an
occasion in which the governments
assigned to ACTO the mandate for
proposing mechanisms for consultation
with civil society, in order to formulate
policies and implement plans,
programs and projects.

When the consultations finish, the
Amazon Cooperation Treaty
Organization will have a solid proposal
to submit to the Amazonian
governments’ consideration.

This initiative is deemed crucial by
ACTO, since we believe that the
efficiency of our Strategic Plan
depends on our capacity of engaging 

those directly affected by the Amazon
problems, that is to say, the institutions
and the population of the Amazon
region. This engagement is the only
way of assuring the sustainability of
ACTO’s projects. Moreover, such an
engagement strengthens the
institutional capacity of the
organizations and contributes to the
governance.

A good example is the Plan of Action
for the prevention and control of
deforestation which has been
implemented by the Brazilian
government. This plan involves 15
ministries and has allowed reducing the
deforestation rate up to 30% between
2003 and 2005. Such reduction is due
to a greater presence of the State
through the creation of protected areas,
the control of illegal logging, territorial
zoning and the creation of clear rules
regarding the access to land by small
farmers.

Another worth mentioning example of
collaboration involving government and
local stakeholders aiming at
strengthening governance is the “Social
- Environmental Consortium of the
Road BR-163”. The Brazilian
government has decided to pave that
dirt road, but owing to requests by
social movements and environment
organizations, the Brazilian government
decided to create the above mentioned
Consortium, which is composed of an
Inter-ministerial Working Group in
charge of developing a “Sustainable 

Development Plan” for the road. The
goal of this initiative is the planning and
the execution of a set of public policies
which are aimed at promoting social
inclusion and the conservation of
natural resources, with the participation
of local communities through public
consultations.

Another case of local stakeholders’
engagement for strengthening
sustainable development which
deserves special note is the MAP
Initiative (Madre de Dios - Acre -
Pando), a grassroots social movement
that began in 2000 and whose
fundamental innovation has been to
systematically organize tri-national
meetings, working groups and other
exchanges. 
The autonomous and self-organized
MAP Initiative originated among
university scholars and local NGO
leaders seeking to build capacity for
cross-national social learning in order
to engage in broad-based participatory
environmental governance. A key
activity of the MAP Initiative has been
regularly-held tri-national forums open
to the public. Attendance has grown
exponentially in these forums, from 20
participants in 2000 to over 1200 in
recent years.

The MAP Initiative has also engaged in
other innovative activities, orchestrated
in a participatory mode with local
stakeholders to contribute to
formulation of public policies for
sustainable regional development. 
The MAP Initiative now constitutes a
polycentric network that includes
numerous local, state, national, and
international organisational partners.
Together, these partners have
collectively oriented their efforts to
addressing numerous intertwined
challenges to the MAP region’s identity
as a forest-based extractive economy
compromised with the conservation of
its biological and social diversity.
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The MAP initiative serves as a model
for addressing the thorny issues of
international collaboration for
environmental governance of the
Amazon Basin. For example, a simple
dispute over fishing rights between two
local communities on opposite sides of
the Acre River has international
implications and may require
involvement of the Ministries of Foreign
Relations for resolution. The same
applies for the conflict between
Brazilian and Peruvian lumber dealers,
a relation characterized by
asymmetries.
At ACTO, we work based on the
premise that the quest for a regional
strategy must include themes which go
beyond national limits, stressing the
importance of a regional approach. One
cannot overlook that there are
structural and historical problems which
demand solution in the long run.
Therefore, integrated action is needed
at the executive and legislative
branches of the government at various
levels, civil society, cooperation
agencies, etc. Furthermore, the
liberalisation of global markets has
contributed to the increase of social
and regional inequalities, owing to
greater vulnerability to which less
competitive economies are exposed.
This seems to indicate that market
alone is not capable of distributing
income or regulating access to natural
resources, leaving to the State an
important role in the management of
territory. Those considerations have
been taken into account when ACTO
prepared its aforementioned Strategic
Plan, which outlines actions to be
undertaken to the year 2012.

The vulnerability of the Amazon basin is
deeply linked to the poverty of the
region. As a matter of fact: poverty and
biodiversity are intimately linked; most
of the world’s biodiversity exists in the
economically poorest countries;
biodiversity loss exacerbates poverty;
and, likewise, poverty is a major threat
to biodiversity. This provides the poor
with opportunities to enhance their
income by entering emerging markets
for sustainable products, certified forest
and agricultural products, ecotourism,
payment for ecosystem services,
carbon kidnap, etc. Therefore, ACTO’s
strategies are aimed at ensuring that
biodiversity will be used in a
sustainable way in order to guarantee
that it will be available for us and for all
future generations.

Concerning that, ACTO has been
taking concrete measures toward
promoting sustainable development
and protecting biodiversity. One of
them is the project “Strengthening of
Joint Regional Management for the
Sustainable Use of Amazonian
Biodiversity”, a joint programme by
ACTO and Inter-American Development
Bank, whose purpose is to coordinate
and foster knowledge about regional
biodiversity and its potential uses and
provide support for conservation and
sustainable development tasks.

The referred programme addresses the
following three specific objectives:
1. Formulation of a strategic framework

and regional action plan for
biodiversity, in a participatory
process with broad consultation, and
based on approved strategies in
Amazon countries, and which will
ensure participation by
representatives of Amazon´s
indigenous communities;

2. Strengthening of the capacity to
coordinate applied research and
generate public information
accessible regionwide;

3. Strengthening of the capacity to
coordinate and support conservation
actions in priority areas, such as
border control with a view to
reducing traffic in endangered
species under the mandates of the
Convention on International Trade in
Endangered Species; policy
coordination and financial
management to promote the
establishment of trans-national
ecological corridors; and analytical
information mechanism for areas
with biodiversity concentration to
ensure that the infrastructure is built
in a context of sustainability.

In the same line of action, ACTO and
the UNCTAD BIOTRADE Initiative have
joined forces to establish a regional
BioTrade Programme in the Amazon to
promote the sustainable use of its
biodiversity through trade and
investment. Possible areas of action
could include the improvement of
regional policy and legal frameworks or
regional trade promotion.
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Another ACTO’s initiative of great
importance for the Amazon region is
the project “Integrated and Sustainable
Management of Trans-boundary Water
Resources in the Amazon River Basin”,
with financial support of the Global
Environment Facilities (GEF), the United
Nations Environment Programme
(UNEP, implementing organisation) and
the Organisation of American States
(OAS, international executing
organisation). The goal of GEF
Amazonas Project – Otca/pnuma/oea is
to strengthen the institutional
framework for planning and executing,
in a coordinated and coherent manner,
activities for the protection and
sustainable management of the land
and water resources of the Amazon
River Basin in the face of impacts
caused by human action and ongoing
climatic changes being experienced in
the Basin. The initiative shall assist the
basin’s inhabitants in better conserving
and managing region’s waters, forests,
flora and fauna. The project shall
identify the damaged ecosystems and
establish measurements to reduce
threats and repair environmental
damages.

The Andes-Amazon Inter-institutional
Platform is another ACTO’s proposal
that counts on the engagement of
regional stakeholders. The idea is to
create mechanisms for coordinating
information on activities and projects of
organizations working in the two
regions, thus, joining forces for the
benefit of sustainable development.
The first meeting was held on
September 2005, in the headquarters
of ACTO, with the participation of over
30 representatives of organizations like
the GTZ, World Bank, CIRAD, CARE,
CIC, Unamaz, UNESCO, IRD, OMM,
OAS, European Union, FAO, USAID,
etc. One of the most urgent aspects
would be the carrying out of a study to
characterize the actors that work in the
region, and determine the advantages
of each institution and a proposal on
how to generate synergies.

In the same way, ACTO has been
collaborating with the Latin-American
Organization of Intermediary
Governments (OLAGI). This
organisation has as its mission to help
to strengthen and integrate the
intermediary governments in order to
promote development and democratic
governance.

I could not overlook the importance of
the engagement of indigenous
communities. Their engagement is a
vital factor. They account for the
region’s rich, cultural diversity.
Protecting forest areas helps these
communities protect their land and
culture from external threats and
development. Without them,
biodiversity would surely be lost. For
that reason ACTO pays great
importance to the engagement of the
ancestral people of the Amazon,
considering COICA (Coordinator of the
Indigenous Organisations of the
Amazon Basin) one of its priority
partners.

Last, but not least, I would like to
emphasise that there are numberless
ways of engaging local stakeholders in
supporting sustainable development
and the protection of biodiversity. We
must be creative. ACTO, for instance,
organised an expedition called
“Meeting the Amazon - ACTO and the
Youth - In the Footsteps of Orellana”.
During one month, 45 youths from the
Amazonian countries travelled through
6,000 km from Quito down the Amazon
river up to the city of Manaus. A unique
experience they will never forget and
will guarantee their commitment to the
cause of the sustainability of the
Amazon for the rest of their lives. ACTO
is already organizing a new expedition
which will depart probably from Peru,
go through the Bolivian territory and
will, finally, reach the Brazilian Pantanal.

ACTO is making all possible efforts to
promote the engagement of regional
stakeholders, because we are aware
that this is the only way toward
sustainability, and toward a better
future for the women and men who live
in that vast and challenging Amazon.
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Ministers, Executive Secretary, Ladies
and Gentlemen

There can be no more important
subject in the world than stopping the
loss of biodiversity. This is literally "Life
on Earth" - and I am delighted to have
the opportunity to say a few words at
the conclusion of this important
conference. 

[As we have already heard,] by far the
richest biodiversity on the planet is found
in developing countries. More species
can be found in ten square kilometres of
the Amazon basin than in the whole of
Europe. So if the developed world is
serious about protecting the planet's
natural heritage, if we want to do more
than expressing long-distance concerns,
then we need to find a way of working in
partnership with these countries.

The most obvious way of making this
partnership work is by giving financial
support to biodiversity projects. To
quote an old proverb "conSERvation
with out cash is simply conVERsation". 

But before looking a ways of delivering
more – and more effective – support to
third countries it is important to be
clear why stopping the loss of
biodiversity is both in their interests and
also in the interest of the donor
countries. This is a fundamental
starting point since the political and
economic case for protecting nature is
not yet well understood outside the
“environmental” community. Protecting
nature is still seen by many as a luxury
that developing countries simply cannot
afford. And as long as this view prevails
progress will be limited.

There can be no doubt that the planet’s
nature is in crisis. Despite our 2010 

targets, the pressures on nature are
increasing, and the rate of biodiversity
loss is – if anything – accelerating.
Business as usual is simply not an
option – not least because our prosperity
and our quality of life are underpinned by
healthy ecosystems. Perhaps the most
important message of the Millennium
Assessment was that ecosystem
services are the life-support system upon
which our well-being depends. 

It is in Europe's own self-interest to
support the global effort. Our high
intensity consumerism means we rely
on the eco-system services of the rest
of the planet to meet our needs. Global
biodiversity provides over 25% of our
medicines. Natural forests help regulate
our climate. Our imports of food, timber
and other raw materials are the natural
resources of other countries. It makes
common sense to invest in protecting
these services. 

It is also true that many EU policies –
such as trade, agriculture, fisheries and
development aid – can have a negative
impact on biodiversity in third
countries. As a responsible global
partner we have to recognise and
mitigate these impacts. 

A final reason to invest in the protection
of global biodiversity is that the
destruction of nature undermines our
own efforts to promote international
development. In developing countries it
is the poorest who rely most heavily on
nature – for food, for clean water, for
firewood and for their livelihoods. By
preserving these vital services
biodiversity has a key role to play in
achieving the Millennium Development
Goals, not only the environment goals,
but also those for poverty eradication,
health, and water. 

When sustainably harvested, natural
resources – such as timber and fish -
can also provide the basis for long term
economic growth. Investments in
protected areas can help the poor,
provided that the benefits of
conservation are shared equitably with
local communities. 
For example, in Costa Rica eco-tourism
is now the most important sector in the
national economy having overtaken
coffee and bananas. 

It is therefore encouraging that the
World Bank and other development
experts now recognise the value of
"natural capital" and have concluded
that sustainable economic development
requires sustainable environmental
development. 

When they ratified the Convention on
Biological Diversity, the countries of the
developed world committed themselves
to support the developing countries.
The developing countries committed
themselves to integrating biodiversity
into their national development
strategies and programmes. But
despite these pledges, eco-system
destruction is continuing almost
unabated and there is a need for a step
change if the signatories of the CBD
are to move from passing resolutions to
actually implementing them. 

STAVROS DIMAS
Commissioner for the Environment

European Commission

Development cooperation and biodiversity: 
Recognising the links and building the partnerships
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For this to happen we need to make it
economically interesting to protect
biodiversity. 
Appealing to nature’s intrinsic value is
not going to be enough on its own and
there are a number of actions that can
be taken:
• We need to harness the process of

trade liberalisation in order to remove
environmentally damaging subsidies
in sectors such as agriculture and
fisheries. 

• We should use our economic
expertise to give non-environmental
policy makers a clearer idea of the
real value of environmental goods and
services. 

• We should explore innovative
approaches – such as the economic
link between stopping climate change
and stopping deforestation.

But the most immediate impact will
come when developed countries
increase the amounts of development
funding for biodiversity projects. This is
a direction the EU is moving in and on
the 22nd of May the Commission
adopted a Communication on 'Halting
the Loss of Biodiversity by 2010".
Global biodiversity was identified as
one of the priorities for action and two
clear targets were set. 

The first is to substantially increase
"earmarked" funding for programmes
and projects which benefit biodiversity.
The second is to ensure that the rest of
EU development assistance does not
harm biodiversity. 

The new EU Development Policy reflects
these ambitions. And EU Member States
have already gone some way to meeting
the first of these targets with their
commitment to replenish the Global
Environment Facility. 

At the same time, the recent report
from the EU Court of Auditors
underlined that there is still plenty of
room for improvement. We must be
more successful at including
biodiversity in the development
cooperation strategy papers and
regional and country programmes. And 
to do this we need a dialogue between
the Commission, the EU Member
States and our partners. 

At the same time, additional aid will
only work if the recipient countries fully
incorporate biodiversity into their
national political priorities. 
For this to happen we have to be able
to convince the development ministers,
the economics ministers and even the
prime ministers that a sustainable use
of natural resources is very much in the
economic self-interest of their country.
With no disrespect to today's
distinguished audience – this is simply
too important a question to be left to
the ministries of environment. 

Today's Message from Paris comes two
years after the Message from Malahide
that laid the foundations of the EU's
current approach to biodiversity policy.
Malahide was a model of stakeholder
consultation. It clarified our thinking
and helped many people realise that
they shared the same strategic
objectives and that the disagreements
they may have had were only details. 
I look forward to today's Message
having the same impact and can assure
you that the European Commission will
work with Member States, partner
countries, NGOs and international
organisations to translate this message
into reality.

Protecting biodiversity is not a luxury –
it is at the heart of sustainable 

development and it should be at the
heart of effective development
cooperation. Getting this message into
the mainstream is essential and it is
why I would like to conclude by warmly
congratulating the IUCN for initiating
this debate and the French authorities
for hosting it. 

Thank you.
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I would like to start by thanking all of
you who have been involved in
arranging this very important and timely
Conference on Biodiversity in European
Development Cooperation here in Paris. 

It is my pleasure to see the vast
amount of work and the proposals
which are in the Message from Paris
and the recommendations of
workshops on how to enhance linkages
between environmental, social and
economic activities, and on how to
support partner countries in their efforts
to reach sustainable development. I
strongly feel that we have to accelerate
the mainstreaming of biodiversity
issues into development cooperation.
Now is the time to go from policy
formulation to action.

Biodiversity forms a core foundation for
our development goals and is a
prerequisite for the functioning of
ecosystems. Indeed, healthy
ecosystems offer people ecosystem
services. Without these, the survival
particularly of the poor would be
impossible.

Biodiversity is essential for ecosystem
functions and services and for human
well-being. Ensuring environmental
sustainability is – as you all know – the
foundation of the Millennium
Development Goals, which were
adopted by the UN Member States and
which include the objective to protect
biodiversity. This is closely linked to
sound management of biodiversity at
the local, national and global levels.

The mainstreaming of development and
efforts to improve the integration of the
environment and development together
form one of our main challenges. We
need to improve our understanding and 

knowledge base, for example, in work
on how to link climate change to
biodiversity conservation and its
sustainable use.

In development cooperation there is a
trend to go towards direct budget
support, including a sector-wide
approach. This means that the
ownership of partner countries
becomes more important, when the
development cooperation is targeted to
the development plans of the country.
However, often the environmental
administration in many developing
countries is poorly resourced and the
ministries are often weak. In this new
situation, it is truly a major challenge to
us all to ensure that sustainable
development and long-term visions
stay high on our agenda. 

Thus, it is important that donors in
collaboration with environmental
administrations in partner countries
make sure that the principles of
sustainable development, including the
conservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity, are properly taken into
account in national development
planning and monitoring activities.

The mainstreaming of the environment
and biodiversity concerns into
development policies and practices
depends on the participation of both
developed and developing countries. In
this regard, it is important to continue
to improve coherence between EC
Policies and Services in relation to the
development of policies and practices.
We need to further enhance
international cooperation, but it is also
equally important to act locally and
think globally so as to engage the civil
society and individuals in each and
every country.

By ratifying the Convention on
Biological Diversity, Finland has made
the commitment to implement the
Convention's three objectives: to
conserve biodiversity, to promote its
sustainable use and to ensure the
equitable sharing of the benefits from
the use of biological assets, such as
genetic resources. 

The prevention of international
environmental threats is one of the
main goals of Finland's development
policy. Environment is a cross-cutting
theme in all our development
cooperation, but especially in the
Andean region and Zambia it has
become one of our priority areas for
cooperation.

When implementing the Millennium
Develeopment Goals, one of the
Finnish focal areas is the sustainable
management and protection of natural
resources. We feel it is important to
support our partner countries in
implementing global environmental
agreements and processes.

By signing the Countdown 2010
Declaration today, we underline the
Countdown 2010 initiative to raise public
awareness and exchange experiences to
act together for conservation and
sustainable use of biodiversity.

This unique alliance allows individual
participants to set goals for actions
aimed at commitments to reach the
biodiversity 2010 target. The
Countdown 2010 offers a platform, as
my colleague Minister Paula Lehtomäki
has stated in her message to this
Conference, “to share information and
experience and provide a framework for
action”, not only within the EU but also
globally.

JAN-ERIK ENESTAM
Minister of Environment

Representing the Finland EU Presidency
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During our EU Presidency, Finland will
carry further the message of this
conference in the EU, as the base for
EU decisions. We are very proud to
take care of this task and we thank you
all for assisting us in doing this. 

Thank you.
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Mr and Madam Ministers,
Mr European Commissioner, 
Mr Director General of the World
Conservation Union,
Ladies and Gentlemen, 
Dear Friends,

I am happy to be able to greet you, in
Paris, on the occasion of the closure of
the Conference on Biodiversity in
European Development Cooperation, of
which I already celebrate the success.

Each of you know the fundamental role
of biological diversity in satisfying
human needs, and therefore, in the
development of our countries. It is as
essential to the regulation of the water
cycle as it is to the protection of land
against erosion. With every moment
that passes, we also become aware of
the fact that it is of crucial importance
to climate, through its capacity to
capture and store carbon. It is also the
main source of our food, our drugs, of
the material we need to build our
homes.

Unfortunately, in developed countries,
we sometimes reduce the conservation
of biological diversity to that of
symbolic species, such as the great
predators, dolphins, or even
endangered plants. It is natural, but far
from being enough. Behind these
emblematic species can be found all of
the other species, those we already
know, and especially those we have not
yet discovered.

In developing countries, where
populations often depend directly on
natural resources, the conservation of
the environment sometimes competes
with the need for development, and
with demographic pressure.
Consequently, each year, 13 million 

hectares of forest give way to cultivated
lands. These short term priorities, whilst
legitimate, sometimes unfortunately
lead to the deterioration of the
biological heritage of those countries –
and are a serious obstacle to their long
term development. Thus, land
degradation and desertification, due to
an overexploitation of the natural
environment today compromise the
means of survival of more than a billion
people around the world.

However, we all know that biological
diversity continues to deteriorate at a
disturbing rate, including in Europe.
Even though this resource is renewable,
it is not endless. Certain species are
disappearing – the numbers are
eloquent: at the current rate, between a
quarter and half of all species will have
disappeared by the end of the century.
Yet it is a fact that I am not only the
minister in charge of ecology, but also
the minister for sustainable
development. This indicates that, for
me, that nature’s assets must also be
available for future generations. I
believe that on a worldwide scale, the
destruction of nature’s diversity is
without a doubt the most contrary,
detrimental action for all sustainable
development, especially that of
developing countries.

Given the seriousness of the problem,
awareness increases north and
southbound, and we can but rejoice
over this. I present as proof of this the
ambitious objective that the Heads of
State and Governments established in
Johannesburg in 2002, namely the
reduction of the rate of biodiversity loss
by 2010. But time is of the essence. We
have but four years to achieve this.
Considering the urgency of the matter,
we must now accelerate our pace. This 

conference must remobilise us all,
towards the South and towards the
North. But I know all too well that
Europe can contribute to the
conservation of biological diversity in
our developing country partners.

I listened attentively to the interventions
of my colleagues. I wish to greet them
warmly. Their remarks show us that the
future commands us to preserve
biological resource. But this supposes
that the international community being
mobilised. This is why I strongly wish
that the Message from Paris that you
have prepared at the end of these three
days of discussion, be taken to the
Council of Ministers of Foreign
Relations of the European Union under
the Finnish Presidency.

As to the particular action of France
and its “sustainable development”
objectives, I would like to assure you,
on behalf of my entire government, of
our firmest commitment. At the
initiative of my Ministry, France has
been equipped with a national strategy
in favour of biodiversity that I will
present elsewhere next week at the
Council of Ministers. In particular it
comprises a topic dedicated to
international actions that will allow for
integration into a coherent framework,
of France’s international actions in
favour of biological diversity.

However, the States are not the only
actors that count. I am pleased that the
World Conservation Union assumes the
role of unquestioned leader on an
international scale. Since its creation in
France in 1948, it has known to be
sensitive to public opinion, advise
political decision-makers and initiate
actions in the field. The IUCN
constitutes a network of unique 

NELLY OLIN
Minister for Ecology 

and Sustainable Development
France
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worldwide environmental influence that
brings together States and civil society
representatives from coast to coast.

As you know, France has recently
caught up with this powerful new
lobbying and expert diffusion vector on
the multilateral and European level. My
colleague, Brigitte Girardin, and myself
have recently signed a framework
agreement with the IUCN for over 9
million euros. This will allow France to
increase IUCN’s general budget for four
years and set in motion an ambitious
programme on biodiversity and nature
conservation. Thanks to the seven
technical assistant positions also
planned through the agreement, we
have the capacity to contribute to the
setting forward of the “Message from
Paris” in the concerned regions or
partner countries. 

Biodiversity is a global public good. We
must therefore be ready to partake in
the cost of its preservation. 
With its European partners, France has
moved for the reconstitution of the
Global Environment Facility (GEF) to be
as serious as possible. I am glad that
this fourth reconstitution has reached
the unexpected level of 3.13 billion
dollars. I would also like to remind you
that the French Development Agency
(AFD) and the French Fund for the
World Environment (FFWE) also
intervene to benefit biodiversity
conservation. 
For that matter, the FFWE is applying
an intervention doctrine that aims to
favour worldwide environmental
protection in development projects, and
has recently opened a new programme
with the objective of mobilising civil
society in the South on the problems of
world environment through the
financing of local projects. 

Parallel to immediate action, we are
also concerned with the progress of
scientific knowledge in the area of
biological diversity. During the
Conference “Biodiversity: Science and
Governance” that took place in Paris in
January 2005, President Chirac called
for the creation of an international
scientific expertise mechanism on
biodiversity, the IMOSEB. The scientific
community responded well. An
international committee of 90 people is
currently considering the development
of proposals that should be made
official in 2007.

I hope that such a mechanism, when
more defined, will be able to transmit
the message of the scientific
community and convince public
opinion, the media, and decision-
makers on the urgency of acting. It is
therefore necessary that the affirmation
of this world awareness go hand in
hand with the reinforcement of our
solidarity towards partner countries,
and contribute to the mobilisation and
evaluation of their scientific expertise.

Ladies and gentlemen, dear friends,

You have launched the Message from
Paris to improve the integration of
biodiversity in European development
cooperation. We know that concrete
actions are of the utmost urgency if we
want to guarantee the living conditions
of future generations in the world. You
have given out a call to European
governments. We have heard it and are
ready to take up our responsibilities.
But in order to respond, we will need
the support of all actors,
representatives of public and private
sectors, of non-governmental
organisations, of international
institutions, of cooperation and 

conservation organisations, of research
institutes, and citizens. In other words,
we need you. Our mobilisation of all is
essential to overcome this great
challenge. I am confident. Your
presence here today is a strong sign of
your commitment in accompanying and
supporting government efforts.

I thank the IUCN for the organisation of
this conference that was perfectly
prepared in detail, and the strong
message of the participants from
which, I will not forget. The next World
Conservation Congress will take place
in Barcelona, Spain in October 2008,
during the French Presidency of the
European Union. From this perspective,
I encourage the participants to set
everything in motion to give life to the
Message from Paris so that we may,
together, be able to draw a first
assessment during the Barcelona
Congress.

Thank you.
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Name First name Organisation Country E-Mail

Aas Jon Heikki Ministry of Foreign Affairs Norway Jon.heikki.aas@mfa.no  

Aglietta Sophie Sustainway - Ingénierie de Spain sophieaglietta@yahoo.fr

développement soutenable et 

pilotage opérationnel de politiques

Aguilar Rojas Grethel  IUCN - Regional office for Costa Rica grethel.aguilar@iucn.org 

Meso America

Al Hashim Basma Bint Ali Royal Marine Conservation Jordan jreds@nets.com.jo

Society of Jordan 

Al-Janabi Suhel GTZ/Geomedia Germany s.aljanabi@geo-media.de 

Alvarez Juan Marco SalvaNatura El Salvador jma@salvanatura.org 

Aminu-Kano Muhtari Birdlife International United Kingdom muhtari.aminu-kano@birdlife.org 

Andersen Michael Ministry of Foreign Affairs Denmark miande@um.dk  or mil@um.dk 

Aongola Lubinda  Ministry of Tourism, Environment  Zambia laongola@menr.gov.zm 

and Natural Resources

Araujo Sonia Indira Direccao Geral de Ambiente Cabo verde soniaraujocv@hotmail.com

Montiero de Pina 

Arden Charles Clarke UNEP DTIE - United Nations  France charles.arden.clarke@unep.fr

Environment Programme,  

Division of Technology 

Industry & Economics 

Arteaga Rosalía OTCA - Amazon Cooperation Brazil rarteaga@otca.org.br

Treaty Organization (Organización 

del Tratado de Cooperación 

Amazónica) 

Ash Neville UNEP-WCMC - United Nations United Kingdom neville.ash@unep-wcmc.org 

Environment Programme - World 

Conservation Monitoring Centre

Awoyinka Kemi Wetlands International The Netherlands kemi.awoyinka@wetlands.org 

Azniashvili Lela GCCW - Georgian Centre for the Georgia lela@gccw.org 

Conservation of Wildlife

Babin Didier Consultative Process Towards France didier.babin@cirad.fr 

and IMOSEB - International 

Mechanism Of Scientific Expertise 

on Biodiversity

Bail Christoph Ecologic, Institute for International Germany bail@ecologic.de 

and European Environmental Policy

Bailly Michele World Bank France mbailly@worldbank.org 

Baro Germain Reporter / Journalist France germainbaro@hotmail.fr   

barogermain@yahoo.fr 

Barrera Hugo Minister of Environment and  El Salvador (503) 2267-6276

Natural Resources

Barrow Edmund Geoffrey IUCN - Regional Office Kenya Edmund.barrow@iucn.org 

for Eastern Africa

Bechtolsheim Matthias KFW Bankengruppe Germany matthias.bechtolsheim@kfw.de 

Behra Olivier Man and the Environment Madagascar olivierbehra@mate.mg 

Bel Barrios Isabel Government of the Canary Islands Belgium mbarbel@gobiernodecanarias.org 

Beltram Gordana Ministry of the Environment Slovenia 386 1 309 45 93

and Spatial Planning

Beringhs Guy Permanent Representation France parisOECD@diplobel.org 

of Belgium to OECD

Berlekom Maria SwedBio Sweden Maria.berlekom@cbm.slu.se 

Bernard Michele Bayer Press France Isabelle.casse.ic@bayer-ag.de 

Beudels-Jamar Roseline Royal Institute of Natural Science Belgium roseline.beudels@naturalscience.be

of Belgium & CMS
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Name First name Organisation Country E-Mail

Bhatt Seema Kalpavriksh-Environment India seemabhatt@vsnl.com

Action Group 

Bientema Nienke IISD-International Institute for USA nienke@iisd.org 

Sustainable Development- 

Reporting Services

Bille Raphael Consultant - IUCN Regional Office France r_bille@hotmail.com

for Europe

Bilonda Mbuyi Brigitte Ministère de l’Environnement et  Democcratic mbuyibilonda@yahoo.fr 

de la Conservation de la Nature Republic of Congo

Birner Sabrina International Finance Corporation - France sabrinabirnes@daltonhouse.net

Biodiversity and Agricultural 

Commodities Programme 

Bishop Joshua IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland joshua.bishop@iucn.org  

Bisiaux Alice IISD Reporting Services USA alice@iisd.org 

Bisset Robert UNEP - United Nations France Robert.bisset@unep.fr

Environment Programme

Björk Lars Swedish Scientific Council on Sweden mf94720@tele2.se

Biological Diversity

Bocanegra Carolina Ministry of Natural Resources Honduras carolabocanegra@yahoo.com

and Environment

Bocharnikov Vladimir The Pacific Institute of Geography Russia vladimir.bocharnikov@vvsu.ru   

Russian Academy of Sciences vbocharnikov@yandex.ru

Boiley Eric Le Commerce du Bois France lecommercedubois@wanadoo.fr 

Boot René Tropenbos International The Netherlands rene.boot@tropenbos.org 

Borkent Pieter CI - Conservation International The Netherlands consintnl@hotmail.com   

Bos Elroy IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland elroy.bos@iucn.org  

Bos Peter Ministry of Agriculture, The Netherlands p.w.bos@minlnv.nl 

Nature and Food Quality

Bouamrane Meriem UNESCO France m.bouamrane@unesco.org 

Boucher Sandrine MAE - Ministère des Affaires France sandrine.boucher@

Etrangères diplomatie.gouv.fr 

Boussand Laurence MEDD - Ministère de l’Ecologie et France Laurence.boussand@

du Développement Durable ecologie.gouv.fr

Breier Nicola Ministry of Environment Germany nicola.breier@bmu.bund.de 

Broad Steven Traffic United Kingdom steven.broad@trafficint.org 

Brodhag Christian MEDD - Délégué Interministériel au France christian.brodhag@

Développement Durable, Délégation ecologie.gouv.fr

au Développement Durable, Ministère 

de l’Ecologie et du Développement 

Durable

Brooks Simon Vice President, Luxemburg s.dardalhon@eib.org 

European Investment Bank

Brown Susan WWF Switzerland sbrown@wwfint.org 

Brozova Jana Ministry of the Environment Czech Republic jana_brozova@env.cz 

Bryant Elizabeth Journalist France upiparis@hotmail.com

ebbryant@aol.com

Bunnarith Tep CEPA - Culture and Environment  Cambodia tep@cepa-cambodia.org

Preservation Association

Burini Federica University of Bergamo Italy fburini@unibg.it

Bustamante Xavier The Equator Nature Foundation Ecuador xbustamante@fnatura.org.ec

Buth Letitia Ministry of Health and Social Curacao letitia@mina.vomil.an

development (VSO) of 

The Netherlands Antilles
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Byamana Alexis Helpage Grands Lacs Rwanda Helpagerwanda@rwanda1.com 

byamana1@yahoo.com

Cabanne Cedric European Parliament Belgium maisler@europarl.eu.int

Cadi Antoine Noé Conservation France acadi@noeconservation.org

Caesar Lucinda St Helena National Trust United Kingdom sth.nattrust@helanta.sh  

Calas Julien FFEM - Fonds Français pour  France calasj@afd.fr

l’Environnement Mondial

Campbell Judith Lynn Turcs and Caicos Islands Turcs and jlcampbell@gov.tcor 

Government Caicos Islands jgarland@gov.tc 

Canals Purificación DEPANA - Liga para la Defensa  Spain pcanals@depana.org 

del Patrimonio Natural

Candelaria Robert Max Kabinet Gevolmachtigde Minister The Netherlands candelar@kgmna.nl

of th Dutch Antilles

Carasco Rueda Juan Carlos Conselho Nacional dos Seringueros Brazil juancns@ig.com.br 

Catapano Paola RAI Educational and France paola.catapano@cern.ch

NEWTON magazine (Italy)

Cayre Patrice IRD - Institut de Recherche pour France drv@paris.ird.fr

le Développement 

Cerezo Marco Vinicio FUNDAECO - Fundación para el Guatemala m.cerezo@fundaeco.org.gt

Ecodesarrollo y la Conservación

Chabason Lucien IDDRI - Institut du Développement France lucien.chabason@iddri.org

Durable et des Relations

Internationales

Chaffard-Sylla Solange SIFEE - Secretariat International Canada solange_sylla@yahoo.ca

Francophone pour l'Evaluation

Environnementale

Chaillou Bernard Le Commerce du Bois France lecommercedubois@wanadoo.fr

Chaon Anne AFP - Agence France-Presse France anne.chaon@afp.fr

Chardonnet Philippe Fondation IGF - International France igf@fondation-igf.fr

Foundation for the Conservation

of Wildlife

Chartier-Touze Nathalie MAE - Ministère des Affaires France nathalie.chartier-touze@

Étrangères diplomatie.gouv.fr

Chazaro Flavio National Commission Mexico fchazaro@conanp.gob.mx

for Protected Areas

Cheche Blandina Division of Poverty Eradication, Tanzania ndina40@yahoo.com

Maria Mataba Vice Presidents Office

Chekchak Tarik The Cousteau Society France t.chekchak@cousteau.org

Chemay Frederic Federal Public Service-Health, Belgium Frederic.chemay@health.fgov.be

Food Chain Safety and Environment

Chouvin Elisabeth INRA-DS ECONAT France chouvin@paris.inra.fr

Christophersen Tim IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium tim.christophersen@iucn.org       

Chung Inhee UNEP France ichung@unep.fr

Cohen Sheldon The Nature Conservancy USA scohen@tnc.org

Collin Claire Federal Public Service-Health,  Belgium Claire.collin@health.fgov.be

Food Chain Safety and Environment

Collin Arnaud WWF France France acollin@wwf.fr

Conde Sophie AFIE - Association Française des France conde@mnhn.fr

Ingénieristes Ecologues

Conde Javier Spanish Ministry of Foreign Affairs  Spain javier.condemi@mae.es

and Cooperation

Consolo Olivier Concord Belgium oconsolo@concordeurope.org

Cools Jan Willem European Commission/ Belgium Jan-Willem.cools@ec.europa.eu

DG Development/ DGA B2
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Corbier Constance Agence Française de France corbierbarthauxc@afd.fr

Développement

Coyette Etienne European Commission / Belgium etienne.coyette@ec.europa.eu

DG Environment E1

Cozannet Naig Agence Française de France cozannetn@afd.fr

Développement

Crowley Helen Wildlife Conservation Society Madagascar hcrowley@wcs.org

Czajkowski Alexandre OMPO - Oiseaux Migrateurs du France vanneau@ompo.org

Paléarctique Occidental

Davies Neil University of California Berkeley French Polynesia ndavies@moorea.berkeley.edu

Davies Glyn Zoological Society of London United Kingdom Glyn.davies@zsl.org

De Groot Johannes Ministry of Agriculture, The Netherlands j.de.groot@minlnv.nl

Nature and Food Quality

De Longcamp Marie WWF USA Marie.deLongCamp@wwfus.org

De Meyer Kalli Dutch Caribbean Nature Alliance Bonaire, kdm@telbonet.an

Dutch Caribbean

De Selliers Jaques GreenFacts Belgium Jaques.deselliers@greenfacts.org

De Walsche Alma Mondiaal Magazine Belgium alma.dewalsche@mo.be

Deat Eric Ministère du Développement Tahiti eric.deat@

Durable Polynésie Française environnement.min.gov.pf

Debonnet Guy UNESCO - World Heritage Centre France g.debonnet@unesco.org

Deetes Tuenjai Senate Thailand tuenjai_d@yahoo.com

Delhaye Christine Comite 21 France delhaye@comite21.org

Deram-Rollason Lucy IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland lucy.deram@iucn.org

Des Clers Bertrand IUCN - Species Survival France contact species@iucn.org

Commission

Des Clers Sophie UCL - University College London - United Kingdom sdesclers@gmail.com

Geography

Des Rieux Yves MAE - Ministère des France Yves.des-Rieux@

Affaires Etrangères diplomatie.gouv.fr

Descamp Pierre Andromède Environnement France andromede.oeil@worldonline.com

Desforges Corinne Ministry for Overseas Territories France corinne.desforges@

and Countries outre-mer.gouv.fr 

Deutz Andrew IUCN - USA Multilateral Office USA adeutz@iucn.org

Diaz-Carmona Javier Permanent Delegation France j.diaz@unesco.org

of Costa Rica to UNESCO

Dick Regis WWF France France rdick@wwf.fr

Dimas Stavros Commissioner for the Environment, Belgium Martijn.Quinn@ec.europa.eu 

European Commission

Diouf Papa Samba WWF Programme Office (WAMER) Senegal psdiouf@wwfsenegal.org

Djoghlaf  Ahmed Convention on Canada secretariat@biodiv.org

Biological Diversity Secretariat

Donatella Fabrizio European Commission/ Belgium Fabrizio.Donatella@ec.europa.eu 

DG Fisheries

Douma Willy Hivos-Humanist Institute for Coop. The Netherlands info@hivos.nl

with Dev. Countries

Dounia Sandjima Ministère de l’Environnement  Tchad facdrem@intnet.td

et de la Pêche

Du Breil Louis European Commission/ EuropAid/ Belgium louis.de-breil-de-pontbriand@

De Pontbriand DGA 04 ec.europa.eu

Dudermel Thierry European Commission/ Brazil thierry.dudermel@ec.europa.eu

Delegation to Brazil

Dumbs Christian E.D.F. - Electricité de France - France christian.dumbs@edf.fr

Insular Power Systems Division
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Echanove Juan José European Commission / The Philippines juan-jose.echanove@

Delegation to the Philippines ec.europa.eu 

Ecolivet Catherine Steps for Mankind UK cecolivet@gmail.com 

Eek Liina Ministry of Environment Estonia liina.eek@envir.ee

Eguino Bustillos Sergio Martin FUNDSNAP Bolivia seguino@fundesnap.org

Eisma Doeke IUCN - National Committee The Netherlands eisma.doeke@iucn.org

of the Netherlands

Eklo Frank Directorate for Nature Management Norway frank.eklo@dirnat.no

Elliot Joanna R. African Wildlife Foundation Kenya bramin@awf.org

Elouard Claire Stichting Sukh Bhumi The Netherlands info@sukhbhumi.org

Enestam Jan-Erik Ministry of Environment Finland matti.nummelin@formin.fi

Erdelen Walter UNESCO France w.erdelen@unesco.org 

Eriyo Jessica Minister of Water and Environment Uganda jeriyo@parliament.go.ug

Escobar Elsa Matilde  Nature Foundation of Colombia Colombia emescobar@natura.org.co 

Espinosa Maria Fernanda  IUCN- Regional Office  Ecuador samerica@sur.iucn.org

for South America

Essex Corinda Sebastiana Government of St. Helena United Kingdom cessex@sainthelena.gov.sh 

Etaix Corinne MEDD - Ministère de  l’Ecologie France corinne.etaix@ecologie.gouv.fr

et du Développement Durable

Fagot Marc MEDD - Ministère de  l’Ecologie France Marc.fagot@ecologie.gouv.fr

et du Développement Durable

Fanshawe John Birdlife International United Kingdom John.fanshawe@birdlife.org.uk

Fauerby Morten CARE Denmark mthomsen@care.dk 

Thomsen

Feldmann Philippe CIRAD - Centre de Coopération France philippe.feldmann@cirad.fr

Internationale en Recherche 

Agronomique pour le Développement

Femenia Consuelo Ministerio de Asuntos Exteriores Spain consuelo.femenia@aeci.es

y Cooperación

Ferwerda Willem IUCN - Netherlands Committee Netherlands ferwerda@nciucn.nl

Fincke Ingeburg Annelie GTZ - Deutsche Geselleschaft für Germany annelie.fincke@gtz.de

Technische Zusammenarbeit

Fisher Severin Enterprises pour l'Environnement France sfische@epe-asso.org

Flasbarth Jochen Federal Ministry for the Environment Germany jochen.flasbarth@bmu.bund.de

Foahom Bernard  Research Institute of Agronomy Cameroon foasipowa@yahoo.fr

and Development

Fonseca Leticia TV Global News, Brazil Belgium leticia.fonseca@tiscali.be

Sourander

Forge Isabelle Ministère des Affaires Étrangères France isabelle.forge@diplomatie.gouv.fr

Fosse Leif John Ministry of the Environment, Norway ljf@md.dep.no

Department for International 

Cooperation

Fournier Laure Fondation d'entreprise TOTAL France laure.fournier@total.com

Francis Sarita Violeta Montserrat National Trust Montserrat franciss@gov.ms

Francois Jean-Luc MAE - Ministère des Affaires France jean-luc.francois@

Étrangères diplomatie.gouv.fr

Franklin Anne Royal Belgian Institute of Belgium anne.franklin@naturalsciences.be

Natural Sciences

Friederich Hans IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland hans.friderich@iucn.org

Frison Emile International Plant Genetic Italy e.frison@cgiar.org

Resources Institute

Galey Bertrand-Pierre Musée National d’Histoire Naturelle France galey@mnhn.fr

Gámez Rodrigo Instituto Nacional de Biodiversidad- Costa Rica rgamez@inbio.ac.cr

INBio Civil Society
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Ganeau Jane IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland jane.ganeau@iucn.org

Gauer Denys MAE - Ministère des Affaires France denys.gauer@diplomatie.gouv.fr

Étrangères

Gauthier Claude-Anne  MAE - Ministère des affaires France claude-anne.gauthier@

Étrangères diplomatie.gouv.fr

Gerbeaux Philippe IUCN - Regional Office for Oceania Fiji Islands philippe.gerbeaux@iucn.org

Ghyoot Catherine IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium catherine.ghyoot@iucn.org 

Gillet Sarah WWF France sgillet@wwf.org

Ginguld Michael World Education USA mikeginguld@yahoo.com

Girardin Brigitte Ministre Déléguée à la Coopération, France yves.des-rieux@

au Développement et à la diplomatie.gouv.fr 

Francophonie

Girot Pascal IUCN - Regional Office for Costa Rica Pascal.girot@iucn.org 

Mesoamerica

Glass Simon Tristan Natural Resources South Atlantic Islands tristanrd@uuplus.com 

Department

Gnissi Ganou Agnès RECOPA - Réseau de Burkina Faso arecopa@fasonet.bf

Communication sur le Pastoralisme babsyi@yahoo.fr

Gokhelashvili Ramaz IUCN - Programme Office Georgia Ramaz.Gokhelashvili@iucn.org 

Southern Caucasus 

Gomera Maxwell UNEP Kenya maxwell.gomera@unep.org 

González  Cristina Oficina de Ciencia, Tecnología Spain cgonfe@gobiemodecanaries.org

de la Fe e Innovación

Gouin Remi Fonds Français pour France gouinr@afd.fr 

l’Environnement Mondial

Graffin Vincent MNHN - Muséum National France vgraffin@mnhn.fr 

d’Histoire Naturelle

Gremez Camille IUCN - Regional Office for Belgium camillegremez@hotmail.com

Europe (intern)

Greth Arnaud Noé Conservation Switzerland agreth@noeconservation.org

Gueye Kamal International Centre for Trade Switzerland gkamal@ictsd.ch

and Sustainable Development 

(ICTSD)

Guillaume Sylvie MEDD - Ministère de l'Ecologie et  France sylvie.guillaume@ecologie.gouv.fr

du Développement Durable

Gussenhoven Sjef Fondo Ambiental Nacional Ecuador sgussenhoven@fan.org.ec

del Ecuador

Gutman Pablo WWF - Macro Economic Office USA Pablo.gutman@wwfus.org

Haas de Saneau Brunhilde Horizont  3000 Austria brunhilde.haasdesaneau1@

horizont3000.at

Halley des Ségolène DGFAR - Direction Générale de la France segolene.halley-des-fontaines@

Fontaines Forêt et des Affaires Rurales,   agriculture.gouv.fr

Ministère de l'Agriculture, 

de l'Alimentation, de la Pêche et 

des Affaires rurales

Hance Cédric-Nathanael UNESCO - World Heritage Centre France c.hance@unesco.org

Handerson Georges Ministre du Développement Durable Tahiti Eric.deat@

environnement.min.gov.pf 

Hanley Nicholas European Commission/ Belgium nicholas.hanley@ec.europa.eu

DG Environment A1

Hart Robert Reuters Foundation UK United Kingdom hartrobertuk@yahoo.co.uk

Hatchwell Matthew WCU - Wildlife Conservation Union United Kingdom mhatchwell@wcs.org

Hayward Jacques Veolia Environnement France jacques.hayward@groupve.com
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Hedden- Bettina BfN - German Federal Agency for  Germany bettina.hedden-dunkhorst@

Dunkhorst Nature Conservation bfn.de 

Helias Marc Délégation de la Polynésie française France Tél : 01 55 42 66 00

Hendricks Dirk IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium dirk.hendricks@iucn.org

Hepworth Robert Geoffrey Convention on Migratory Germany secretariat@cms.int  

Species Secretariat

Herding Wiebke IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium wiebke.herding@iucn.org

Hernandez Sarah MEDD - Ministère de l'Ecologie et France sarah.hernandez@

du Développement Durable ecologie.gouv.fr

Herrenschmidt Véronique DNP - Ministère de l'Ecologie et France veronique.herrenschmidt@

du Développement Durable, ecologie.gouv.fr

Affaires Internationales

Hess David Conservation International USA d.hess@conservation.org

Heymann Gisela Radio France International, Brazilian France giselaheymann@hotmail.com

Hien Justin Ministère des Finances et du Budget Burkina Faso enjustindan@yahoo.fr 

Hogan Rolf WWF International Switzerland rolfhogan@yahoo.com   

Holon Florian Andromède Environnement France andromede.oeil@worldonline.com 

Hoogveld Felix Ministry of Foreign Affairs The Netherlands felix.hoogveld@minbuza.nl 

Horvat Andreja Embassy of Slovenia France Andreja.horvat@mzz-dkp.gov.si 

Houdet Joel Robert A.F.D. : Agence Française de France houdetj@afd.fr 

Développement

Hoven Ingrid BMZ - Federal Ministry for Germany ingrid-gabriela.hoven@

Economic Cooperation and bmz.bund.de

Development

Hoyer Karen Oikos Y Logos Germany oikosylogos@mail.dk 

Huet Paul Emmanuel iFiA - Interafrican Forest France ifia@wanadoo.fr 

Industries Association

Icard Pierre A.F.D. : Ágence Française de France icardp@afd.fr 

Développement

Irissin-Mangata Josianne Conseil Régional de IIe de La Réunion josiane.irissin-mangata@

l'Ile de la Réunion cr-reunion.fr

Ishwaran Natarajan UNESCO France n.ishwaran@unesco.org

Jackson Bill IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland bill.jackson@iucn.org

Jacobs Noel World Bank Mesoamerican Belize mbrs@btl.net 

Barrier System - Oceans 

Jacques Jean-Claude IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium jean-claude.jacques@iucn.org

Jakobsen Alfred Greenland Home rule Government Greenland aerj@gh.gl

Jansen Ruud GOB-UNDP Environmental Botswana rjansen@gov.bw 

Support Programme

Jaramillo Grace Monica Andean Parliament Ecuador gjaramillo@andinanet.net

Jeanneret Thomas MAE - Ministère des Affaires France thomas.jeanneret@

Étrangères diplomatie.gouv.fr

Jeanrenaud Sally IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland sally.jeanrenaud@iucn.org  

Joannot Pascale Museum National France joannot@mnhn.fr

d'Histoire Naturelle

Jorgensen Aage NORDECO- Nordic Agency For Denmark aage@nordeco.dk

Development and Ecology

Jumeau Jean Ronald Ministry of Environment and Seychelles minister@env.gov.sc 

Natural Resources

Kabraji Aban Marker IUCN - Regional Office for Asia Thailand amkrdo@iucn.org

Kaiser Martin Greenpeace Germany Germany mkaiser@greenpeace.de

Kala Jagdish Ministry of Environment and Forest India jagdish@wii.gov.in

Kaudia Alice Akinyi IUCN - Regional Office for Kenya alice.kaudia@iucn.org 

Eastern Africa 
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Kedzierski Sylvie Belgian Federal Ministry of Belgium sylvie.kedzierski@diplobel.fed.be

Development Cooperation

Kennes Walter European Commission / Belgium walter.kennes@ec.europa.eu

DG Development/ DGA B2

Khamprasert Charuwan GSEI - Good Governance for  Thailand hyanavy25@yahoo.com;

Social Development and the 

Environment Institute Foundation

Kirchner Florian IUCN - French Committee France florian.kirchner@uicn.fr

Kjorven Olav UNDP Director Energy USA olav.kjorven@undp.org

and Environment

Klein Daniel IUCN - Environmental Law Centre Germany ELCSecretariat@iucn.org

Kleitz Gilles MEDD, DNP- Mise en oeuvre  France gilles.kleitz@ecologie.gouv.fr

de la stratégie nationale pour 

la Biodiversité 

Knibbs Olivia European Parliament Belgium fiona.hall@europarl.europa.eu 

fhall@europarl.eu.int

Kohl Andrea WWF, European Policy Officer Belgium akohl@wwfepo.org

Kretsch Conor COHAB Initiative Ireland info@cohab2005.com

Krimphoff Jochen PriceWaterhouseCoopers Audit France jochen.krimphoff@fr.pwc.com

Kubinova Dagmar Ministry of Foreign Affairs / Belgium dagmar_kubinova@mzv.cz

Permanent representation of the 

Czech Republic to the EU

Kuka Marija Utrinski Vesnik Former Yugoslav marijak@utrinski.com.mk

Republic marijakuka@yahoo.com

Macedonia

Lamarque François ONCFS - Office National de la  France f.lamarque@oncfs.gouv.fr

Chasse et de la Faune Sauvage

Langloys Karine NOE Conservation France Klangloys@noeconservation.org

Langrand Olivier Conservation International USA o.langrand@conservation.org

Lankester Martien Avalon The Netherlands office@avalon.nl

Larigauderie Anne Diversitas France anne_@_diversitas-

international.org

Lasen Diaz Carolina Conseil de l’Europe France carolina.lasen-diaz@coe.int 

Latham Marine A.D.F. - Assemblée des France adf@departement.org 

Départements de France

Lawson Gerry Natural Environment United Kingdom gela@nerc.ac.uk 

Research Council

Le Grand Simon European Commission/ Belgium simon.le-grand@ec.europa.eu

DG Development/ DGA B2 

Leal Riesco Iola  FERN - The Forests and the Belgium iola@fern.org

European Union Resource Network

Leape James P. WWF-International Switzerland jleape@wwfint.org 

Ledant Jean-Paul AGRECO Belgium ledant@agreco.be 

Lefeuvre Hervé WWF US USA herve.lefeuvre@wwfus.org 

Leiner Stefan European Commission – Belgium Stefan.leiner@ec.europa.eu 

DG Environment E2

Lemine Mohamed IUCN- Mauritania Liaison Office Mauritania mohamed.lemine.ould.baba@

Ould Baba iucn.org

uicnmauritanie@iucn.org

Leonard Sylvain ONF - Office National des Forêts France Sylvain.leonard@onf.fr  

Letourneux François IUCN - French Committee France francois.letourneux@uicn.fr

Letrilliart Marc MAE - Ministère des Affaires France marc.letrilliart@diplomatie.gouv.fr

Étrangères
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Lida Skifte Lennert Representation of Greenland Belgium LSL@gh.gl 

in Belgium

Linares Manuel Fédération des Parcs Naturels Argentina Manu.lina@gmail.com

Régionaux de France 

Lipietz Alain European Parliament Belgium alain.lipietz@europarl.europa.eu  

Loctin Aude Fondation Veolia Environnement France aude.loctin@veolia.com 

Lom Aboubacry Demba Ministère du Plan et du Senegal Téléphone : +221 8238891 

Développement Durable du (Direct); +221 823 29 93  

Sénégal, Direction de la Fax : +221 823 14 37 

Planification Nationale http://www.plan.gouv.sn

Long Anthony WWF, European Policy Office Belgium tlong@wwfepo.org  

Lopez Jose Gabriel IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland gabriel.lopez@iucn.org

Loupy Christian MVO International France c.loupy@mvo-i.com 

Loyer Denis A.F.D. : Agence Française France loyerd@afd.fr 

de Développement

Lucas Nicolas Centro Fueguino para el Argentina nico@casatierra.org  

Desarrollo Sustentable

Luis Brito Milagros Canary Islands Government Spain milagros.luisbrito@

gobiernodecanarias.org

Machado Joaquim SYNGENTA Brazil joaquim.machado@

syngenta.com

Maeresera Eleanor  Gwaringa Ministry of Finance Zimbabwe Tel: 263 4 739 371

Maginnis Stewart IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland stewart.maginnis@iucn.org

Magne Rodolfo Swedish Society for Sweden rodolfo.magne@snf.se 

Nature Conservation

Majeed Abdullahi Ministry of Environment, Republic of env@environment.gov.mv 

Energy and Water Maldives

Malmer Pernilla Swedish International Sweden pernilla.malmer@cbm.slu.se 

Biodiversity Programme

Mamani Abel Minister of Water Bolivia soporte@sias.gov.bo 

ministeriodelagua@hotmail.com 

Mamud VenegasAlex Vice Minister of Agriculture Peru mgamarra@minag.gob.pe 

amamud@abaco-corp.edu.pe

Manaute Joseph Government of New Caledonia New Caledonia joseph.manaute@gouv.nc

Manler Laara IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland laara.manler@iucn.org

Marchais Julien Des Eléphants et Des Hommes France julien@

deselephantsetdeshommes.org 

Marghescu Tamás IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium tamas.marghescu@iucn.org  

Marker Kabraji Aban IUCN - Regional Office for Asia Thailand amkrdo@iucnt.org  

Marquie Catherine CIRAD - Recherche agronomique France catherine.marquie@cirad.fr 

au service pays du sud

Marsh Duncan UN Foundation USA dmarsh@unfoundation.org 

Martin Marc-Antoine French Global Environment Facility France martinma@afd.fr 

Martin Esquivel Jose Luis Canary Islands Government Spain jmaresq@gobiernodecanarias.org  

Martinez Carole IUCN - French Committee France Carole.martinez@uicn.fr 

Martins Marilene Guayapi Tropical France info@guayapi.com 

Dos Santos

Massu Natacha E.D.F. - Electricité de France France natacha.massu@edfgdf.fr 

Masundire Hillary IUCN - Commission on Botswana masundh@mofifi.ub.bw

Ecosystem Management hillary.masundire@iucn.org 

Mathevan Barbara Man and the Environment Madagascar barbara@mate.mg

Matta Joseph Roland REPAR - AC - Network of Cameroon mattaroland@yahoo.fr 

Parliamentarians in Central Africa 
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Mauvais Geoffroy IUCN - Burkina Faso Burkina Faso geoffroy.mauvais@iucn.org 

Maycock Joana Action Aid Belgium Joana.Maycock@actionaid.org 

Mayerhofer Eva Maria European Investment Bank Luxembourg e.mayerhofer@eib.org

McPherson William IISD Reporting Services USA william@iisd.org

Meléndez Ortiz Ricardo ICTSD - International Centre for Switzerland rmelendez@ictsd.ch 

Trade and Sustainable Development

Méndez Javier ACICAFOC - Asociación  Costa Rica info@acicafoc.org 

Coordinadora Indígena y 

Campesina de Agroforestería 

Comunitaria Centroamericana

Mersmann Christian Global Mechanism of the UN Italy c.mersmann@ifad.org

Convention to Combat Desertification

Meyer Paula Ministère du Développement Polynésie paula.meyer@

Durable Française environment.min.gov.pf 

Michalec Andrej Embassy of the Slovak Republic France michalec@amb-slovaquie.fr

in France

Michel Jean-Marc Directeur, DNP - Direction de la  France jean-marc.michel@

Nature et des Paysages, Ministère ecologie.gouv.fr

de l'Ecologie et du Développement

Durable

Mikos Philip European Commission / Belgium philip.mikos@ec.europa.eu 

DG Development/ DGA B2

Mitchell Paul ICMM - International Council United Kingdom paul.mitchell@icmm.com 

on Mining and Metals 

Mlenge Wendelin HASHI Tanzania hashi@africaonline.co.tz 

Moller JespersenLisbeth Ministry of Foreign Affairs Denmark lisjes@um.dh  or mil@um.dk 

Moncorps Sébastien IUCN - French Committee France sebastien.moncorps@uicn.fr 

Monti Lavinia Ministry of Foreign Affairs Italy lavinia.monti@esteri.it 

Moreno Moreno Juan Carlos Canary Islands Government Spain jmaresq@gobiernodecanarias.org 

Morice Emmanuel MEDD - Chargé de mission,  France emmanuel.morice@

financements internationaux, SAI, ecologie.gouv.fr

Ministère de l'Ecologie et du 

Développement Durable

Morin Jean Paul France Coopération Internationale France jean-paul.morin@

diplomatie.gouv.fr 

Moulinas Gérald Fédération des Parcs Naturels France gmoulinas@

Régionaux de France parcs-naturels-regionaux.tm.fr

Mueller Alexandra GTZ Deusche Gesellschaft fuer Germany alexandra.mueller@gtz.de 

Technische Zusammenarbeit

Muffuh Nelson Christian Aid United Kingdom nmuffuh@christian-aid.org 

Muhashy François Royal Belgian Institute of Belgium fmuhashy@naturalsciences.be 

Habiyaremye Natural Sciences 

Mühlenhöver Emmanuelle Conseillère Diplomatique -  France emmanuelle.muhlenhover@ 

Ministère de l'Ecologie et du ecologie.gouv.fr 

Développement Durable

Muntingh Hemmo IFAW - International Fund for Belgium hmuntingh@ifaw.org 

Animal Welfare

Murombedzi James IUCN - Regional Office for South Africa james.murombedzi@iucn.org

Southern Africa 

Murphy Patrick European Commission/ Belgium patrick.murphy@ec.europa.eu 

DG Environment B2

Mvoyi Chihenyo Gabrielle IUCN - Regional Office Eastern Africa Kenya chihenyo.mvoyi@iucn.org 

Naess Inger Ministry of Foreign Affairs Norway ign@mfa.no 

Narup Asii Greenland Homerule Government Greenland acn@gh.gl  or info@gh.gl 
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Naseer Abdulla Ministry of Fisheries Agriculture Republic of abdulla.naseer@

and Marine Resources Maldives fishagri.gov.mv

Ndoye Elhadji The Pan African online magazine Switzerland g.ndoye@continentpremier.com 

ContinentPremier.com

Nehrer Ricardo Panoramica Comunicacao, Brazil nehrer@panoramica.tv 

Medio Ambiente

Ngantou Daniel IUCN - Regional Office for Cameroon uicnbrac@iucn.org 

Central Africa 

Nguiffo Samuel Centre pour l’Environnement Cameroun snguiffo@cedcameroun.org 

et le Développement    

Niagate Bourama Direction Nationale de la Mali niagate@yahoo.fr 

Conservation de la Nature 

Nianogo Aimé Joseph IUCN - Regional Office for Burkina Faso aime.nianogo@iucn.org 

West Africa

Nicholson Sally WWF European Policy Office Belgium snicholson@wwfepo.org 

Nimri Eman Said Jordanian Hashemite Fund for Jordan eman.n@johud.org.jo

Human Development

Normand Dominique Juriste Environment France

Nummelin Matti Ministry of Foreign Affairs Finland matti.nummelin@formin.fi 

O’Donnell Lesley IFAW - International Fund for Belgium info-eu@ifaw.org

Animal Welfare

Obermayer Gabrielle Ministry of Environment Austria gabriele.obermayer@

lebensministerium.at 

Olin Nelly MEDD - Ministre de l'Ecologie  France emmanuelle.muhlenhover@ 

et du Développement Durable ecologie.gouv.fr

Olubamise Ibironke Nigerian Conservation Foundation Nigeria info@ncf-nigeria.org 

Orr Ian Biodiplomacy United Kingdom biodiplomacy@yahoo.co.uk 

Ortega Valmir Gabriel IBAMA - Instituto Brasileiro do  Brazil valmir.ortega@ibama.gov.br 

Meio Ambiente e dos Recursos 

Naturais Renivaveis

Ouedraogo Lambert Centre National des Semences Burkina Faso oulage59@yahoo.fr 

Forestières 

Oviedo Gonzalo  IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland gonzalo.oviedo@iucn.org  

Ozinga Saskia FERN- The Forests and the United Kingdom saskia@fern.org 

European Union Resource Network

Paddock Jean-Paul WWF - Madagascar and Madagascar jppaddack@wwf.mg 

West Indian Ocean Programme

Palasi Jean-Philippe IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium jean-philippe.palasi@iucn.org 

Palmberg Johanna Sida Sweden johanna.palmberg@sida.se 

Paniagua Alberto Peruvian Trust Fund for National  Peru apaniagua@profonape.org.pe

Parks and Protected Areas

Parajua Aranda Jose Ignaciu Cluster of Fishing Companies Spain jose.parajua@

in Third Countries clusterdepesca.com

Paris Remy OECD France remy.paris@oecd.org 

Parmentier Remi The Varda Group for Environment Spain remi@vardagroup.org

and Sustainability

Parry Glenys DEFRA - Department for United Kingdom glenys.parry@defra.gsi.gov.uk

Environment, Food and Rural Affairs

Paudel Krishna Chandra Ministry of Forests and Nepal kcpaudel@hotmail.com

Soil Conservation

Pelegrin Flora Institut Français de la Biodiversité France flora.pelegrin@gis-ifb.org 

Pelembe Tara Ascension Island Government Ascension Island tara.pelembe@escension.gov.ac 

Perrot-Maitre Daniele IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland dmp@iucn.org 

Persic Ana UNESCO France a.persic@unesco.org 
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Petrosillo Stefania FEDERPARCHI Italy coopinternazionale.federparchi@

parks.it 

Phillips Joanna Lisa Royal Society for the Protection United Kingdom www.rspb.org.uk 

of Birds

Pienkowski Mike UK Overseas Territories United Kingdom pienkowski@cix.co.uk  

Conservation Forum pienkowski@cix.compulink.co.uk

Pironio Enrico European Commission – Belgium Enrico.pironio@ec.europa.eu 

EuropAid - AIDCO E6

Pirot Jean-Yves  IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland jean-yves.pirot@iucn.org 

Plan Jacques ONF - Office National des Forêts   France jacques.plan@onf.fr 

Plasmeijer Anouska IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium anouska.plasmeijer@iucn.org 

Porlier Emmanuel Délégation de la Polynésie Belgium emmanuel.porlier@

française auprès des Institutions delegation.gov.pf

Européennes

Prip Christian Ministry of Environment, Denmark chp@sns.dk 

Forest and Nature

Quick Catherine IUCN - Regional Office for Belgium quickcatherine@hotmail.com 

Europe (intern)

Rabotoarison Charles Sylvain Ministre de l'Environnement, Madagascar minenv@dts.mg 

de l'Eau et des Forêts

Raeymaekers Geert IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium Geert.Raeymaekers@

health.fgov.be 

Rafiq Mohammad IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland mohammad.rafiq@iucn.org 

Rajaobelina Leon Conservation International Madagascar lrajaobelina@conservation.org 

Ramangason Guy Suzon ANGAP - Association Nationale Madagascar dg@angap.mg     

pour la Gestion des Aires Protégées ad@angap.mg

Ramaschiello Valentina ECDPM - European Centre for The Netherlands vra@ecdpm.org 

Development Policy Management 

Ramiarison Claudine SAGE - Service d'Appui à la Madagascar ramiaris@wanadoo.mg   

Mavoarilala Gestion de L'Environnement 

Ravalomanana Onisoa MVO - Montserrat Volcano France o.ravalomanana@mvo-i.com 

Observatory

Ravel Claudie GUAYAPI Tropical France info@guayapi.com 

Ravi Ralph Karnataka Forest Department, India ravi01ralph@yahoo.com 

Government of Karnataka

Reinaud Guy. F Pro-Natura France Pro-Natura@wanadoo.fr  

Remie Selby Ministry of Environment Seychelles s.remie@env.gov.sc 

and Natural Resources 

Requier- Denis C3ED,UMR 063 IRD/UVSQ France Denis.Requier-Desjardins@

DesJardins c3ed.uvsq.fr 

Richard Dominique European Environment Agency France (+45) 33 36 71 00

Rieb Ghislain FFEM - Fonds Français pour France riebg@afd.fr

l’Environnement Mondial

Rietbergen Simon IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland simon.rietbergen@iucn.org

Ripley Steven UNESCO - World Heritage Centre France s.ripley@unesco.org

Riquelme Christian A.D.F. Assemblée des France adf@departement.org

Départements de France

Risso Sebastian Greenpeace International (EU Unit) Belgique sebastien.risso@

diala.greenpeace.org

Ritossa Silvia IUCN - French Committee France silvia.ritossa@uicn.fr

Rodríguez Carlos Manuel Conservation International Costa Rica crodriguez@conservation.org

Foundation s.lopez@conservation.org
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Rodriguez-RojasRoberto CCAD - Comisión Centroamericana El Salvador otrebor@es.com.sv

de Ambiente y Desarrollo (Central rrodriguez@sgsica.org

American Commission on 

Environment and Development)

Roe Dilys DFID - UK Department for United Kingdom dilys.roe@iied.org

International Development 

Roggeri Paolo European Commission/Joint Italy Paolo.Roggeri@ ec.europa.eu

Research Centre

Roman Luis Villanueva GTZ - Germen Cooperation Peru

Development

Roux Jean-Luc Greenpeace International The Netherlands jean-luc.roux@int.greenpeace.org

Roville Manuelle IFB - Institut Français France Manuelle.roville@gis-ifb.org

de la Biodiversité 

Rueda Juan Carlos National Council of Rubber Brazil cns@brnet.com.br

Carrasco Tappers - Amazon Brazil

Sainteny Guillaume MEDD - Ministère de l'Ecologie France guillaume.sainteny@

et du Développement Durable/ DGE ecologie.gouv.fr

Salazar Aleida Autoridad Nacional del Ambiente Panamá a.salazar@anam.gob.pa

Salo Jukka Biodiversity Research Finlad jukka.salo@utu.fi 

Sanders Sarah Royal Society for the Protection United Kingdom sarah.sanders@rspb.org.uk

of Birds

Sangüeza Samuel Fondo Ambiental Nacional Ecuador ssangueza@fan.org.ec

Santana Santana Angel Daneris Ministry of Environmental Dominican areasprotegias@

and Natural Resources Republic medioambiente.gov.do

Schaefer Christine GTZ - Deutsche Gesellschaft fur Germany christine.schaefer@gtz.de

Technische Zusammenarbeit GmbH

Schally Hugo Maria European Commission/ Belgium hugo-maria.schally@ec.europa.eu

DG Environment/ E2

Schemmel Jan Peter GTZ - Deutsche Gesellschaft fur Germany jan-peter.schemmel@gtz.de

Technische Zusammenarbeit GmbH

Schultz Maria Christina Swedish Society for Sweden maria.schultz@snf.se

Nature Conservation

Sen Sarbani European Commission/ Belgium sarbani.sen@ ec.europa.eu

EuropAid / DGA 04

Senni Domittila Oceana Spain d.senni@libero.it 

Serot-Almeras Irene Fondation Ensemble France ialmeras@fondationensemble.org

Sfara Giorgio Ministry of Foreign Affairs Italy giorgio.sfara@esteri.it 

Shepherd Gillian IUCN - Commission on United Kingdom gillshepherd@compuserve.com  

Ecosystem Management

Shepherd Gordon WWF International Switzerland gshepherd@wwfint.org 

Shine Tara Irish Aid Department for Ireland tarashine@eircom.net 

Foreign Affairs

Shonvadze Giorgi  Ministry of Environment Protection  Georgia gshonvadze@moe.gov.ge 

and Nature Resources

Siakor Silas Sustainable Development Institute Liberia director@sdiliberia.org 

Sigaud Pierre MEDD - Ministre de l'Ecologie et  France pierre.sigaud@ecologie.gouv.fr

du Développement Durable  

Sionneau Jean-Michel IUCN - Regional Office for Congo jean-michel.sionneau@iucn.org

Central Africa   

Siricio Iro Teresa Minister of Environment and Sudan hcenr@sudanmail.net   

Physical Development 

Sissoko Biramou Projet de Conservation et de Mali pcvbg@afribone.net.ml 

Valorisation de la Biodiversité du 

Gourma et des Eléphants au Mali
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Smith Richard David BioNET-International United Kingdom Bionet@bionet.intl.org 

Soh Jean-Claude Bureau d’appui à la coopération Cameroon Jeanclaude.soh@baccyd.org 

canadienne

Solhaug Tone Ministry of Environment Norway tone.solhaug@md.dep.no 

Some Laurent WWF Cameroon lsome@wwfcarpo.org 

Soto Bartolomeu Ministry of Tourism Mozambique bsoto@tvcabo.co.mz 

Steel Gareth European Commission/ DG Trade Belgium Gareth.steel@ec.europa.eu 

Steiner Achim UNEP Kenya unepinfo@unep.org

Steward Donald Birdlife International Fiji Islands don@birdlifepacific.org.fj

Stucki Virpi  IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland virpi.stucki@iucn.org

Suthawan Thanpuying GSEI - Good Governance for Social Thailand suthawan@hotmail.com

Sathirathai Development and the Environment 

Institute Foundation 

Swiderska Krystyna Luna IIED - International Institute for United Kingdom krystyna.swiderska@iied.org

Environment and Development

Swynghedauw Emmanuelle MEDD - Ministre de l'Ecologie et  France emmanuelle.swynghedaw@

du Développement Durable ecologie.gouv.fr

Symons Despina EBCD - European Bureau for Belgium despina.symons@ebcd.org

Conservation and Development

Tamoifo Marie AJVC - Réseau national des Cameroon tamoifo_marie@hotmail.com 

jeunes acteurs environnementaux jeunesseverte@yahoo.com

Thiaw Ibrahim IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland mail@iucn.org

Thibon Maxime Institut Français de la Biodiversité France ma1ime.thibon@gis-ifb.org 

Thong Nguyen Minh IUCN - Vietnam Country Office Vietnam thong@iucn.org.vn

Thulesen Judith Greenland Homerule Government Greenland juth@gh.gl 

Tiomoko Djafarou Ali CENAGREF - Parc National Benin djafarou1@hotmail.com 

de la Pendjari pendjari@gmx.net 

Tippmann Robert Ecosecurities United Kingdom robert@ecosecurities.com

Tissier Maryvonne Institut Français de la Biodiversité France maryvonne.tissier@gis-ifb.org 

Törnemo Caroline Ministry of Foreign Affairs Sweden caroline.tornemo@

foreign.ministry.se 

Torres Alberto Administración de Parques Argentina ajtorres@agro.uba.ar 

Nacionales de Argentina

Toye Raymond Consultant France Raymond.toye@wanadoo.fr 

Treves-Habar Janine UNESCO - France j.treves-habar@unesco.org 

Division of Water Science

Tubiana Laurence IDDRI - Institut du Développement France laurence.tubiana@iddri.org  

Durable et des Relations

Internationales

Tuuhia Vaia Délégation de la Polynésie française Belgium vaia.tuuhia@delegation.gov.pf 

auprès des Institutions Européennes

Tyrone Saint Frederic TV5 - BCI (journalist) France

Louis

Vadier Aurélien Fondation d’entreprise TOTAL France www.total.com/fondation/

fr/index.htm

Van Ardenne Agnès Minister of Development The Netherlands Tel: +31 70 3486486 

Cooperation Fax: +31 70 3484848

Van Boven Gwen Span Consultants The Netherlands vanboven@span.nl 

van der Linde Harry African Wildlife Foundation South Africa hvanderlinde@awfsa.org  

Van Gool Miriam WWF Netherlands The Netherlands mgool@wwf.nl 

Van Ham Chantal IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium chantal.vanham@iucn.org 

Van Lier Tatiana Nationale Postcodeloterij The Netherlands Tatiana@postcodeloterij.nl 

Van WeissenbergMarina Ministry of the Environment Finland marina.weissenberger@

ymparisto.fi 
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Van Zadelhoff Erik IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium erik.van.zadelhoff@iucn.org  

Veening Wouter Institute for Environmental Security The Netherlands wveening@envirosecurity.org 

Verwer Stefan IUCN - National Committee of The Netherlands Stefan.verwer@iucn.nl 

the Netherlands

Verwilghen Stephan European Commission/  Belgium Stephane.verwilghen@ 

DG Development DGA D1 eu.europa.ec 

Vidalle Jean-François TOTAL France Fax: +33147445918

Wahnbaeck Carolin IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland Carolin.wahnbaeck@iucn.org 

Wanjohi Wahome Erastus Ministry of Finance, Kenya

wahomeerastus2002@ Head of the European 

yahoo.co.uk

Commission Division, 

Warmenbol Claire IUCN - Headquarters Switzerland claire.warmenbol@iucn.org 

Weatherley Janice IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium janice.weatherley@iucn.org  

Weber Jacques IFB - Institut Français France weber@gis-ifb.org 

de la Biodiversité

Wertz Sheila Institut du Développement France sheila.wertz@iddri.org 

Durable et des Relations 

Internationales

Wessels Hans Ministry of Foreign Affairs The Netherlands hans.wessels@minbuza.nl 

and Cooperation

Wibmer Sandra Austrian Development Agency Austria Sandra.wibmer@ada.gv.at 

Wickramasinghe Sarath Ministry of Environment and Sri Lanka wrms@menr.lk 

Natural Resources

Wide Johan Ministry of the Environment Finland johan.wide@ymparisto.fi

Wietheger Lena IFOAM EU Group- International Belgium assistant@ifoam-eu.org 

Federation of Organic Agriculture 

Movements

Wijnstekers Willem CITES Secretariat Switzerland info@cites.org 

Winkler Sebastian IUCN - Regional Office for Europe Belgium sebastian.winkler@iucn.org 

Wolf Leila Guayapi Tropical France info@guayapi.com 

Yin Kim Sean Ministry of Environment Cambodia kimsean_yin@yahoo.com 

Zicha Jiri Ministry of the Environment Czech Republic info@env.cz 

Zupancic-Vicar Marija IUCN - Regional Councillor Slovenia marija.vicar@telemach.net  





Boulevard Louis Schmidt  64 
1040 Brussels

Belgium
Tel +32 2 732 82 99

Fax +32 2 732 94 99
europe@iucn.org

www.iucneurope.org

IUCN Regional Office for Europe

IS
B

N
-1

3:
 9

78
-2

-8
31

7-
09

85
-7

 


