DRAFT FOR CONSULTATION

Note: this document is an advance review version of a pre-session document for the second
meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Implementation to be considered under agenda item 3 -
Review of Progressin the Implementation of the Convention and the Strategic Plan for
Biodiversity 2011-2020

UPDATE ON PROGRESSIN REVISING/UPDATING AND IMPLEMENTING NATIONAL
BIODIVERSITY STRATEGIESAND ACTION PLANS, INCLUDING NATIONAL TARGETS

Note by the Executive Secretary

l. INTRODUCTION

1. National biodiversity strategies and action plaiB$APSs) are the principal planning tool for the
implementation of the Convention at the nationalele Article 6 of the Convention on Biological
Diversity states that each Contracting Party “shiall accordance with its particular conditions and
capabilities, develop national strategies, plangrogrammes for the conservation and sustainaldefis
biological diversity or adapt for this purpose &rig strategies, plans or programmes which shééiee
inter alia, the measures set out in the Conventevant to the Contracting Party concerned”. The
majority (96%) of Parties have developed at leastBSAP since they became a Party.

2. In decision X/2, the Conference of the Parties dirfarties to review, revise and update, as
appropriate, their NBSAPs in line with the StrateBlan for Biodiversity 2011-2020. Aichi Biodivetgi
Target 17, which had a deadline of 2015, calls arti€s to develop, adopt as a policy instrument and
commence implementing an effective, participatong aipdated NBSAP by 2015. Parties have also
committed to establishing national targets, usimg $trategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 argd it
Aichi Biodiversity Targets as a flexible framework.

3. In decision XlI/2, the Conference of the Partiesdr&arties and other Governments that had not
yet done so to review and, as appropriate, updateevise their NBSAPs in line with the StrategiarP

for Biodiversity 2011-2020, including national ptarelated to biodiversity and to report thereorht®
Conference of the Parties at its twelfth meeting.

4, In decision XlI/2, the Conference of the Partieshnmended those countries that had reviewed
and, as appropriate, updated and revised their NBBSA line with the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity
2011-2020, adopted relevant indicators and subanitteir fifth national reports. The Conference lué t
Parties also urged countries that had not yetlifdfithese commitments to do so no later than Gaetob
2015.

5. Most recently, in paragraph 10 of decision Xllithe Conference of the Parties urged relevant
Parties to update and implement their NBSAPs doreg biodiversity strategies and action plansams

as possible, in accordance with decision XI/2. &deer, paragraph 17 of decision XlIl/1 encouraged
Parties to ensure that their NBSAPs are adopteghadisy instruments, as appropriate, to enable
biodiversity mainstreaming at all relevant leveighim political, economic and social sectors.

6. The present note is updated from a note submittéket thirteenth meeting of the Conference of
the Parties (UNEP/CBD/COP/13/8/Add.1/Rev.1) to eefflfurther national-level activities carried out
since the earlier document was prepared and/oratteaturrently under way, according to information
provided by countries and using those NBSAPs tlaeweceived by the Secretariat in a United Nations
language by 31 January 2018.

7. Progress in the development or revision/updatingNBiSAPs is summarized in section Il
A summary of progress in establishing national dtyg including in relation to achieving the
Aichi Biodiversity Targets, is provided in sectidh. An analysis of the contents of the NBSAPs
submitted since the adoption of the Strategic RliaBiodiversity 2011-2020 is provided in sectidn |
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[1.  PROGRESSIN DEVELOPING OR REVISING AND UPDATING
NATIONAL BIODIVERSITY STRATEGIESAND ACTION PLANS

8. Since 1993, 189 Parties (96%) have developed st teee NBSAP, while 7 Parties have yet to
submit their first NBSAP. As of 31 January 2018, tbé 189 Parties that have prepared NBSAPS,
139 have revised them at least once.

9. Since the tenth meeting of the Conference of th@ieRathe majority of Parties have initiated
further revisions of their NBSAPs in response toiglen X/2. Of the 145 countries eligible for fundi
from the Global Environment Facility (GEF), 141 bamow accessed funds set aside in GEF-5 and
GEF-6 for Biodiversity Enabling Activities (49 thwugh UNDP, 84 through UNEP, 1 through FAO,
1 through the Inter-American Development Bank (IAD8&nd 6 via Direct Access). The total investment
in these revision projects to date is US$ 31,23 ,80the GEF grant (US$ 30,263,908 in GEF-5 and
US$ 968,000 in GEF-6) and US$ 53,049,355 in tatshcand in-kind co-financing (US$ 52,219,355 in
GEF-5 and US$ 830,000 in GEF-6). A number of Pgrtietably the Government of Japan through its
Japan Biodiversity Fund, have provided additiongpert for the NBSAP revision procegs.

10. By the December 2015 deadline established in ARibdiversity Target 17, 69 Parties had
submitted an NBSAP prepared or revised/updated thfteadoption of the Strategic Plan for Biodivirsi
2011-2020. By 24 November 2016, as reported inujpdate of progress submitted to the thirteenth
meeting of the Conference of the Parties (UNEP/CBIP/13/8/Add.1/Rev.1), this number had
increased to 131. As of 31 January 2018, 151 NBSABse been receivéd Of this total,
131 Parties submitted revised versions (among ti2eBarties completed their revisions prior to CIlP-
however with consideration given to the draft Stgiat Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and are themef
included in this number); 14 Parties submittedrttiiest NBSAPs; 2 Parties submitted both theirtfirs
NBSAP and a revised version; 2 Parties submittedrewvised versions; 1 Party submitted an ActiomPla
to 2020 for enhancing implementation of its Stratagopted before COP-10; and 1 Party submitted a
first NBSAP developed in 2010 prior to COP-10. Toerrent status of NBSAP preparation and
revision/updating, as reported informally to the/@éariat, is as follows:

NBSAP preparation and revision/updating status as of 31 January 2018

NBSAPs submitted to the Secretariat 151
NBSAPs completed but not submitted (pending fapproval 8
NBSAP under preparatir 31
No plans to update NBSAP in the near fu 1
No informatior 5
Total 196

1 The information in paragraph is yet to be updapeaflect the most recent status.

2 Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Andorra, AntiguadaBarbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Australia (revigsdNBSAP in the light of
the preliminary framework of the Strategic Plan bonsiders it to be in line with the final Strategpopted at the tenth meeting
of the Conference of the Parties), Austria, AzgamiBahrain, Bangladesh, Belarus, Belgium, BelBenin, Bhutan, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei DarussalaorkBia Faso, Burundi, Cabo Verde, Cambodia, CanmerGanada, Chad,
China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Ctteide, Croatia, Cuba, Czechia, Democratic PegpRepublic of Korea,
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Denmark, DjibpDtbminica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, EgyptS&alvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, European Uniinland, France, Gambia, Georgia, Germany, GhHareece, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hunlyahg, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Irdggland, Italy, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kiribati, Kyrgyzstan, Lao Peoplesridcratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon, Liberia, Ligststein, Lithuania,
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldivdsali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mondgal Montenegro,
Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nauru, Neplgtherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Négétiue, Norway,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, RepobKorea, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russiadétation, Rwanda,
Saint Kitts and Nevis, Samoa, Sao Tome and Prin8peegal, Serbia, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Skyv8klomon Islands,
Somalia, South Africa, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudanijrisume, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Tajikistdrailand, Timor-Leste,
Togo, Tunisia, Tuvalu, Uganda, Ukraine, United AEahirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Mertn Ireland, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Ndgemen, Zambia and Zimbabwe.
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11. It is important to recognize that many of the NBSAfihalized prior to the adoption of the
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 contaiengents which are nonetheless in line with the Plan
and form the basis of the progress reported ififhenational reports.

1. PROGRESSINTHE ESTABLISHMENT OF NATIONAL
TARGETSIN RELATION TO ACHIEVING THE AICHI
BIODIVERSITY TARGETS

12. In decision X/2, the Conference of the Parties dirBarties and other Governments to develop
national and regional targets, using the StrateBian for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and its
Aichi Biodiversity Targets as a flexible framewoik, accordance with national priorities and capesit
and the status and trends of biological diversitythe country, and resources provided through the
strategy for resource mobilization, while also lrggin mind national contributions to the achievetne
of the global targets, and to report progress @dleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties
Very few Parties were able to do so by that time,the number has increased since then.

13. The Secretariat has been compiling a databasel dtaafjets® presented in NBSAPs, fifth
national reports or separate documents submitte she tenth meeting of the Conference of thed3art
As of 31 January 2018, the database contains 3&Rérate “targets” and the number will continue to
increase as more Parties submit NBSAPs. Whereuwssnah targets have been mapped to the global
targets by the Party concerned, this is represeintébe database. To date, 90 Paftiesve done so.
Further analysis of national targets is providedha updated analysis of the contribution of target
established by Parties and progress towards the Biodiversity Targets (CBD/SBI/2/2/Add.2).

IV. ANALYS SOF CONTENTSOF THE NBSAPSRECEIVED AFTER ADOPTION
OF THE STRATEGIC PLAN FOR BIODIVERSITY 2011-2020

14. This section presents key findings from an intearalysis of 149 NBSAPs of the 151 submitted
to the Secretariat, between the adoption of thext&jic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and
31 January 2018This analysis is based on the NBSAP guidance addptdecision IX/8 and considers

3 For the full set, seattps://www.cbd.int/nbsap/targets/default.shtihbte that the definition and use of the termdédt is quite
varied among Parties. In the database, all “achieVaneasures in an NBSAP have been included ageétst, even if the
NBSAP itself uses a different term, such as “olpyect “action” or “work area”.

4 Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Andorra, AntiguadaBarbuda, Bahrain, Belarus, Belgium, Belize, BhuBotswana, Brazil,
Cabo Verde, Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, China, fsn@dte d’lvoire, Croatia, Cuba, Czechia, Denm&duador, Egypt,
Ethiopia, France, Gambia, Georgia, Ghana, Greemnd@a, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, India, Indaneaé Ireland,
Jamaica, Japan, Kiribati, Lao People’s Democraépublic, Lebanon, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi, Midius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Myanmar, Namibia, New Zealaniyéd, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Peru, Qatar, ReputfiKorea, Russian
Federation, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint¥nt and the Grenadines, Samoa, Seychelles, Emore, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Solomon Islands, South Africa, Sri Lar&adan, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, the fol¥agoslav Republic of
Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, iHaaUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northereland, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uganda, Uruguay, Viet Namm¥a and Zimbabwe.

5 This analysis has been updated to include NBSA&sived after 30 September 2016. The analysiassdon the information
contained in the NBSAPs and comments received gain after the first meeting of the Subsidiary Bod Implementation.
The NBSAPs that were analysed are those from: Afigten, Albania, Algeria, Andorra, Antigua and Badh, Argentina,
Armenia, Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahrairgrigjladesh, Belarus, Belgium, Belize, Benin, BhuBosnia and
Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei DarussalaorkBia Faso, Burundi, Cabo Verde, Cambodia, CanmerGanada, Chad,
China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Ctteide, Croatia, Cuba, Czechia, Democratic PeapRepublic of Korea,
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Denmark, DjibpDtbminica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, EgyptS&alvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, European Uniinland, France, Gambia, Georgia, Germany, GhHareece, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Huntyahig, Indonesia, Iraq, Iran, Ireland, Italy, JacaaiJapan, Jordan, Kiribati,
Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, LelmarLiberia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembouladagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauuis, Mexico, Mongolia, Montenegro, Morocco, Mozamuee, Myanmar,
Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, Netherlands, New ZealandaNigua, Niger, Nigeria, Niue, Norway, Paraguaw Pehilippines,
Poland, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Republic of Mel@loRomania, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Sairg ittl Nevis, Samoa,
Sao Tome and Principe, Senegal, Serbia, Seych8isa Leone, Slovakia, Solomon Islands, Som&lath Africa, Spain, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, SwatzerThailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Tunisia, Tuvélganda, Ukraine,
United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom, United Repeiof Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yen#ambia and
Zimbabwe.
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the following categories: (a) basic information; (b) revision process; (c) components of the NBSAP; and

(d) mainstreaming. The information in the analyisigaken from the contents of the NBSAPSs, unless
otherwise indicated. A limited number of example® g@rovided to illustrate each category and
subcategory of the analysis.

A. Basic information

15. NBSAPs have been submitted to the Secretariat timus forms. While 120 of the reviewed
document’ are national biodiversity strategies and actiomngl (NBSAPs), 22 are strategy or policy
documentg. Seven of the Partidshat have submitted these strategy documentsdritedevelop action
plans. For the purpose of this analysis, all of¢hdocuments are considered NBSAPs and the Séatetar
refers to them as such.

16. The timelines of the NBSAPs submitted to date alao,. While 8 NBSAPS cover periods
between 2015 and 2018, 78 cover periods up t0'2@2@ 49 others cover periods up to 2630.

Adoption as policy instrument

17. The text of Target 17 as well as the text of decisk/2 request that Parties adopt their revised
NBSAPs as a policy instrument. The intent is tobdmdNBSAPs to become “whole-of-government”
policies, thus facilitating the mainstreaming obdiversity into all sectors of society and decision
making.

18. The actual implications of adoption as a policyimsient will vary from country to country and
by level of adoption, and it is still too early &ssess if, and to what extent, adoption as a policy
instrument has indeed resulted in mainstreaminbiadiversity into sectoral and cross-sectoral polic
and practice. In the meantime, the Secretariatrebsdhat Parties have responded to this comparfent

6 Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Andorra, AntiguadaBarbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, AustBahrain, Bangladesh,
Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Batws, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cabo VerdanBadia, Cameroon,
Chad, China, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Coteidtlv@roatia, Democratic People's Republic of Kpf@amocratic Republic
of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican RepuobEcuador,,Egypt, Equatorial Guinea, EritreapBgt, Ethiopia, European
Union, Finland, Gambia, Guinea-Bissau, Georgia,@h&reece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guyana, Indohretémd, Iran, Irag,
Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kiribati, Lao Pe&sf@Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Liberia,Liechteins Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Maltéauritius, Mexico, Montenegro, Morocco, Mozambegqivlyanmar,
Nicaragua, Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, New Zealand, Niyegeria, Niue, Norway, Paraguay, Peru, PhiligginPoland, Republic
of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania,Russian Fatien, Rwanda, Qatar, Saint Kitts and Nevis, SarSBa@ Tome and
Principe, Senegal, Serbia, Seychelles, Solomondsla&Somalia, South Africa, Spain, Sri Lanka, Su&avaziland, Thailand,
Timor-Leste, Togo, Tunisia, Tuvalu, Uganda, Ukraitunited Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, YemenmB&a and Zimbabwe.

7 Azerbaijan, Belarus, Belgium, Brunei Darussal@mechia, Colombia, Denmark, El Salvador, Franegn&a, Hungary,
Kyrgyzstan, Mauritania, Netherlands, Sierra Le®leyakia, Sweden, Switzerland, United Arab Emiratésted Kingdom,
Venezuela and Viet Nam.

8 Belarus, Colombia, El Salvador, Finland, Slovakienezuela and Switzerland.

9 Afghanistan (2014-2017), Burkina Faso (ActionrP2815), Peru (2018), Republic of Korea (2018)h%e{2018), Spain
(2017), Suriname (2016), and Tuvalu (2016).

10 Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Austria, AzgdraiBelarus, Belize, Belgium, Benin, Bosnia anaZdgovina, Burundi,
Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, Chad, Comoros, Coaré'| Cuba, Democratic Republic of the Congo,bbjiti, Dominica,
Dominican Republic, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, @&&an Union, Finland, France, Gambia, Georgia, @eyniGrenada,
Guyana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Kyrgyzstan, Indidomesia, Iraq, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Kiribatichienstein, Lithuania, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Montenegro, Morocco, Nepal, Nethnds, New Zealand, Nicaragua,Niger, NigeriaaBaay,
Poland,Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russian FeieraSaint Kitts and Nevis, Samoa, Sao Tome aimtipe, Senegal,
Seychelles, Slovakia, Solomon Islands, Sudan, Swesleitzerland, Timor-Leste, Togo, Uinited Kingdodnited Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam and Zimbabwe

11 Algeria (2030), Andorra (2024), Australia (203Bghrain (2021), Bangladesh (2021), Botswana (R@%5inei Darussalam
(2035), Cabo Verde (2030), Czechia (2025), Chif@(2, Congo (2030), Costa Rica (2025), Croati@ 20Ecuador (2030),
Egypt (2030), Ghana (2040), Greece (2029), Gua&(28i22), Guinea (2025), Iran (2030), Ireland2@QJamaica (2021),
Kyrgyzstan (2024), Lao People's Democratic RepyBii25), Lebanon (2030), Liberia (2025), Luxembo{2@21),
Madagascar (2025), Malawi (2025), Malaysia (20R&|dives (2025), Mauritius (2025), Mexico (2030)phyolia (2025),
Mozambique (2035), Namibia (2022), Philippines @0Ratar (2025), Sierra Leone (2026), Somalia (20South Africa
(2025), Sri Lanka (2022), Swaziland (2022), Thall§2021), Tunisia (2030), Uganda (2025), UnitedtAEamirates (2021),
Yemen (2025) and Zambia (2025).
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Aichi Biodiversity Target 17 by having their NBSARslopted by a variety of authorities, including
royalty, cabinet and councils of ministers. Othartieés have kept this adoption strictly in the mealf the
environmental sector. Still others have made tINBRSAP guiding frameworks without necessarily
imparting legal power to this role. Some examptaiov.

19. A total of 43 NBSAP¥ have been adopted as “whole-of-government” insémis1 For example:

(@) The NBSAPs of Croatia, India, Georgia, Germany, &y Hungary, Japan, Myanmar,
Nepal, Norway, Seychelles, Thailand, Tuvalu anddifie¢ were adopted/endorsed by their Cabinets or
equivalent body

(b) The Councils of Ministers of Belarus, Benin, Greecexembourg, Mauritania, Poland
and Sudan approved their NBSAP;

(©) The NBSAPs of Azerbaijan and France were approyatiéir Heads of Government

(d) Costa Rica's NBSAP is part of the National Biodsigr Policy (2015-2030) (PNB)
adopted by decree;

(e) The NBSAP of the European Union was adopted byChmission and was endorsed
by the Council of Ministers and the European Parliament;

)] The NBSAP of Sweden was adopted by the Parliament.

20. Another five NBSAPY have been adopted as instruments applying tortiieoemental sector.
For example: the Biodiversity Conservation Strate@yAustralia was adopted by the Government and
functions as a policy “umbrella” over other moregfic national environmental frameworks. It iscabs
guiding policy framework for the diverse mix of Ateian, state, territory and local government and
private sector approaches to biodiversity conservation;

21. Another six NBSAPY¥ serve as guidance or framework documents:

€) The NBSAP of Belgium offers a framework in termstbé policy to follow and the
subsequent implementing actions to be developed;

(b) The NBSAP of El Salvador provides a framework apécgic guidance on actions
related to environment, more specifically on biodiversity;

(©) The NBSAP of the Republic of Korea is consideredoanprehensive framework for
achieving the nation’s goals to conserveéitsliversity for the coming five years;

22. A total of 15 other countrigs have stated their intent to have their NBSAP aglb@ts a policy
instrument. The remaining NBSAPs do not providdisieht information to know if they have been
adopted as a policy instrument, or, if they havenbevhat type of instruments they are.

B. Revision process
1. Assessment of previous NBSAP

23. Of the Parties that have submitted a post-2010 NBS20G° mention having done an
assessmefit of their previous NBSAP as part of, or contribgtito the revision process. These

12 Argentina, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bangladesh, BedaBenin, Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Denmiaskonia, European
Union, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, GreecgaBa, Hungary, India, Japan, Kyrgyzstan, LuxemipoMiadagascar,
Malta, Mongolia, Myanmar, Nauru, Nepal, Netherlaridsrway, Poland, Peru, Republic of Moldova, SerBieychelles, Spain,
Sudan, Sweden, Switzerland, Thailand, Tuvalu akwhide

13 Australia, Bhutan, Dominican Republic Guatenzadd Lithuania.

14 Belgium, El Salvador, Germany, Mali, Republidairea and Timor-Leste.

15 Afghanistan, Antigua and Barbuda, Burundi, Gajrilordan, Kiribati (in process), Lebanon, MauigaMauritius,
Philippines, Romania, Samoa, Swaziland, Ugand&Zamtabwe.

16 Albania, Algeria, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentidemenia, Australia, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, BanglstueBelgium, Belize,
Benin, Bhutan, Bosnia and Herzegovina, BotswanaziBBurundi, Cabo Verde, Cambodia, Cameroon, CBadta Rica,
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assessments have helped Parties to understantteghgtiss and shortcomings of their previous NBSAPs
in order to build and improve on these in the fatesision. The specific subjects covered in these
assessments vary. Generally, they have addresseprdiportion of NBSAP activities that have been
implemented, their achievements, and their impldgateam challenges. Some examples follow:

€)] The assessments of 17 Panéeseported the percentage of accomplishment of the
previous NBSAP's objectives, projects or activiti€he percentages and degrees of accomplishment var
greatly from one country to another.

(b) The assessments of 39 Pangeseported on specific achievements during the deoib
their previous NBSAP. Of these, the most commoritedc were forest rehabilitation (25 Parties),
increases in protected area coverage (14 Partigs)ppsovements in their management (13 Partie®), th
development of new policies, legislation, and/ore timprovement of institutional frameworks
(17 Parties); and the establishment of new conservation progfarm®arties).

(©) The assessments of 53 Padteseported on implementation challenges. The most
commonly cited were insufficient financial resowgd80 Parties), inadequate monitoring and evalnatio
frameworks (24 Parties), lack of/weak communicatioth other departments/agencies (23 Parties), and
lack of/weak mainstreaming in national and sectpedities (20 Parties).

2. Stakeholder engagement

24. Most Parties reported the involvement of a rangstaifeholders in the NBSAP revision process.
However, few insights are provided on the qualifytlis involvement or the implications for the

implementation of the NSBAP. The government mifgstrthat were most commonly involved were:
Agriculture, Development/Planning, Fisheries, FoggsTourism, Education, and Trade and Industry.
Other ministries involved included: Finance, Infrasture/Transport, Science and Technology, Culture
Economy, Sports, Health, and Social Affairs (séxéetd).

25. Parties also reported the involvement of non-gavemtal stakeholders in the revision process.
These include indigenous and local communitiesoftepl in 35 NBSAPS), NGOs/civil society (88
NBSAP$?), private sector (46 NBSAP$ and academia (61 NBSAPs

Croatia, Cuba, Czechia, China, Colombia, Comoras,g8, Dominica, Democratic People’'s Republic of égrDemocratic
Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Ecuador, EgyptuBtprial Guinea, Ethiopia, European Union, Finldadnce, Gambia,
Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Grenada, Guinea, Indgriegigyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republicjdnttan, Ireland,
Japan, Jordan, Lebanon, Liberia, Luxembourg, MastgaMalawi, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, MongglMontenegro,
Morocco, Mozambique, Namibia, Nepal, Nigeria, NiBaraguay, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Republi€a&a, Republic of
Moldova, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Kitts ldavis, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, SenegathBibss, Sierra Leone,
Slovakia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Suriname, Swamil, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Viet Nam, Uganda,tethKingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic ohZania, Uruguay, Yemen,, Zambia and Zimbabwe.

17 This includes assessments of implementatioelefance to the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 22020, among others.

18 Croatia, Dominica, Iran, Ireland, Jordan, MdiegdMontenegro, Namibia, Poland, Republic of Kgr@aint Kitts and Nevis,
Sierra Leone, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Thailandjteth Republic of Tanzania and Viet Nam.

19 Albania, Algeria, Armenia, Australia, BahraimaBjladesh, Belize, Bhutan, Cabo Verde, Chad, Chinmoros, Ecuador,
Egypt, Gambia, Georgia, Grenada, Guinea, Irelaiibagi, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Repeidluxembourg,
Madagascar, Malawi, Mauritius, Namibia, Republid&afea, Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Seig=ychelles,
Sierra Leone, South Africa, Tunisia, Uganda, UnKéagdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland dsiiguay.

20 Algeria, Armenia, Australia, Bahrain, BangladeBalize, Botswana, Cambodia, Cameroon, CzechimaComoros,
Croatia, Democratic Republic of the Congo, DjithpoHgypt, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, France, B&anGrenada, Guinea,
Iran, Indonesia, Jordan, Kiribati, Lao People’siideratic Republic, Liberia, Luxembourg, Maldivesaditius, Mozambique,
Namibia, Nigeria, Philippines, Poland, Russian Faiilen, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Samoa, San&gerra Leone, Sri
Lanka, Swaziland, Thailand, Tunisia, Uganda, UhiKingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,itéd Republic of
Tanzania, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

21 Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Burundi, Cameroorgl@nbia, Costa Rica, Democratic Republic of the giprEthiopia, Finland,
Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guyana, Indodegian, Malawi, Mexico, Namibia, Paraguay, Pehilippines,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands, South#fB¢i Lanka, Suriname, Thailand, Togo, Ugandag¥arla, Yemen and
Zambia.
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26. Of the 149 NBSAPs reviewed, 85 record having a &rooordination structure, or a working
group for NBSAP-related tasks, composed of diffestakeholderé’ The mandates of these coordination
mechanisms vary. While in some countries their ménd limited to the revision of the NBSAP, in @th
countries, coordination mechanisms are also matgdateonitor implementation. In some, they are also
mandated to oversee the implementation proceds$ (Baengladesh, European Union, Finland, Ireland,
Japan, Nigeria, Senegal South Africa, Timor-Lesig ¥emen).

Table 1. Number of Partiesreporting the involvement and roles of other ministriesin

NBSAP process

o o ¢ - - - o

E S| =z - & S |22 8 |58 |G| 2 S 2 = e

Involvement| 3 |3E| & | B8 | 5 | B |8Z2| & 22 e8| 2 e | 5 | B ©

c |08 B | 5| 3| 3|88 £|E&8|2-1 3 8| 8| 2|

5 o | ic L (= g |== =, i 3;’
On committee| 39 25 23 22 18 15 14 13 11 10 1P 9 i 5 5
Consulted | 27 13 15 22 14 14 8 17 5 1( 9 45 y 3 P
Will implement | 4 3 2 4 2 0 4 1 2 2 0 0 1 2 2

3. Clearing-house mechanism

27. Of the 149 Parties that have submitted a revise8AB only fivé® reported having used their
national clearing-house mechanism in the NBSAPsieni process. Thirfy Parties have set actions
and/or plans in their revised NBSAP to establistatonal clearing-house mechanism.

22 Afghanistan, Algeria, Andorra, Antigua and BathpArgentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belarus, Belgigelize, Bhutan,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Burundi, Cabo Vefi@meroon, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote @ddycCroatia,
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Domimj®ominican Republic, Equatorial Guinea, Eritiestonia, Ethiopia,
Finland, France, Gambia, Georgia, Ghana, Gree@nd@ea, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, Indoresq, Ireland,
Jamaica, Japan, Kiribati,Lao People’s DemocratiguRéic, Lebanon, Liberia, Liechtenstein, Lithuarialawi, Maldives,
Mauritius, Mexico,Mongolia, Myanmar, Mozambique, dymar, Namibia, Nauru, Nigeria, Paraguay, Perdigpimes,
Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Samoa, Senegal j&&bychelles, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands, 8an&outh Africa,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Thailand, Titneste, Togo, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzaniaguay, Yemen,
Zambia and Zimbabwe.

23 Algeria, Bahrain, Belize, Brazil,Cabo Verden@aoon, Colombia, Congo, Croatia, Dominica, Donani®epublic, Estonia,
Finland, France, Gambia, Georgia, Guatemala, Gu{Bagana, Iraq, Jamaica, Japan, Kiribati, Lao Réppemocratic
Republic, Malawi, Maldives, Mauritius, Mozambiqiamibia, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Rwanda, Soiolslands, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Switzerlan@il@hd, Togo, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzadiaiguay and Yemen.

24 Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Bahrain, Bamglsh, Belize, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Cérde, Cambodia,
Colombia, Cote d’lvoire, Dominican Republic, EquébGuinea, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, Finlanchrkee, Gambia, Georgia,
Ghana, Guatemala, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Jamaican]alwrdan, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Kasn, Lebanon, Malawi,
Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambiqueydhmar, Namibia, Nigeria, Paraguay, Philippinesn&a Senegal,
Serbia, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Somalia, SpaihaBka, Swaziland, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Toggddda, United Republic
of Tanzania, Uruguay, Yemen, Zambia and Zimbabwe.

25 Afghanistan, Algeria, Andorra, Antigua and BatapArgentina, Australia, Austria, Bahrain, Banglsld, Belarus, Belgium,
Bhutan, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, BrazitkBa Faso (according to IUCN study), Cabo Ve@nbodia,

Cameroon, Chad, Czechia, Colombia (according toN$€idy), Congo, Costa Rica, Dominican RepublianDeratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Egypt, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethegfturopean Union, France, Finland, Gambia, Gep@ieece, Guatemala
(according to IUCN study), Guinea, Guyana (onlyngléor implementation), India, Indonesia, Iranglrireland, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Lao People’'s Democratic Republic, Lebahireria, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Maldives, Mali,{ite, Morocco,
Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nauru, Netherland=p@, Nigeria, Niue (only plans for implementatioRraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Romania, Samoa, Senegal, Serbia, 8#gshSierra Leone, Somalia, South Africa, Su@avaziland, Timor-Leste,
Togo, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, Viet N&amen, Zambia and Zimbabwe.

26 Belgium, European Union, France, Japan and Niger.

27 Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Bangladesh,ZBelCosta Rica, Dominica, Democratic People’s RépobKorea,
Equatorial Guinea, Gambia, Guinea-Bissau, Guyaaq, Jordan, Kiribati, Liberia, Malawi, Mongolia,ydnmar, Nepal, Niue,
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28. Of those Parties that do have a clearing-house amésin, 44° mention their intention to
improve and enhance their current information mansnt system.

C. Components
1. Resource mobilization strategies
29. In decision XlI/14 paragraph 25, the ConferencehefRarties encouraged Parties to “develop, as

appropriate, country-specific resource mobilizatirategies, including assessment of resource paeds
part of their updated national biodiversity strésgand action plans”. In this regard, 23 NBSZPs
specifically contain a national resource mobiliaatstrategy or equivalert. Some examples are:

(a) Bosnia and Herzegovina prepared a Resource Mdiizdlan, which includes: (i) the
state in the domain of financing of protectiorbéddiversity; (ii) revenues and beneficiaries of the funds
for environmental protection; (iii) potential international sources of funding faonservation and
biodiversity; (iv) assessment of efficiency of the existing model for financing of biodiversity;
(v) mobilization of resottes for financing of biodiversity; (Vi) monitoring of the implementation;

(b) Some of the activities planned in the Resource Naaion Plan of Botswana include:
(i) ensuring that the National Environment Funduity functional and includes a specific allocatitor
biodiversity conservation activities; and (ii) commissioning a study on disaggregated biodiigirelated
expenditure and revenue for the public sector, gpeivsector, NGOs, CBOs, ICPs and research
institutions;

(c) Costa Rica’s Resource Mobilization Plan was creaasda result of this country’s
engagement in thBiodiversity Finance Initiative (BIOFIN);

(d) The NBSAP of the Maldives includes a Resource Mmnidttion Strategy which outlines the
financial needs and describes several optionsdiging funds, such as: tourism revenues, fishingy an
forestry industry revenues, real estate and dexsdop rights, the Maldives Green Fund (recognized as
potential highly important source of funds), Greéax, rectifying perverse incentives, private sector

(e) Rwanda’s Financing Strategy focuses on initiatmgpiative financial mechanisms in order
to increase public and private budget contributimmd development partners' support.

30. A total of 59 revised NBSARs include a costing for their action plans. Onlydf3hese (already
mentioned above) also contain a completed resonot®lization strategy.

Peru, Sierra Leone, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Su@awvaziland, Timor-Leste, United Arab Emirates, ©diRepublic of
Tanzania.

28 Albania, Algeria, Australia, Belgium, Burundia@bodia, Cameroon, Chad, China, Colombia, Demadrapublic of
Congo, Egypt, Ethiopia, European Union, Finlandpi@&, Germany, Guatemala, Indonesia, Iran, Itipan, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Luxembourg, Madagastalaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Moroccelozambique,
Norway, Philippines, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Relguof Moldova, Romania, Samoa, Togo, United Kiagdof Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, Yemen and Venezuela.

29 Belgium, Benin, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswanaundi, Comoros, Costa Rica, Céte d’'lvoire, Denatic Republic of
Congo, Guinea, Guyana, Liberia, Malawi, MaldivesliMMauritania, Morocco, Niger, Nigeria, Niue, Rmga , Timor-Leste
and Yemen.

30 Some Parties may have submitted resource matiilizstrategies or components thereof, not irr IiBISAP, but in their
financial reports to the Convention and/or in tHiih national reports or other documents. Thegermt considered in the
present document.

31 Albania, Algeria, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Beninyim, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faseygli, Chad, Costa
Rica, Dominica, Egypt, Eritrea, Estonia, FinlanthaBa, Guatemala, Guinea-Bissau, Guinea, India,idanéribati,
Kyrgyzstan, Lebanon, Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagaddalawi, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, d¢ambique,
Namibia, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Paraguay, RepudflMoldova, Romania, Rwanda (parts of), PhiligsinSaint Kitts and
Nevis, Senegal, Sao Tome and Principe, Sierra Ledomalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Spain, SamatiTogo, Tunisia,
Uganda, Yemen and Zimbabwe.
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31. A total of 862 Parties have set national targets in line withhABiodiversity Target 20, and 79
explain, in their NBSAPs, efforts that have beehipylace to increase financing for biodiversitytheir
countries and/or their intention to develop reseurmbilization plans:

(@) Belize funds its National Protected Areas Systerauh a variety of funding mechanisms
including grants from the Protected Areas Cons&mafrust (PACT), Debt-for-Nature agreements,
revenue generated directly by the protected ateamdelves, and funds leveraged by protected area co
management agencies

(b) The “Okapi” Trust Fund for the rehabilitation of gpected areas in the Democratic
Republic of Congo, was created in 2014 and endarsddr the Law for Nature Conservation

(c) In Guinea-Bissau, the creation of the Bio Guineaurfdation in 2011 has enabled
implementation of activities related to sustaingietected areas management and the development of
sustainable financing mechanisms for protected areas;

(d) In the last decade, Malaysia has seen some divatsin of conservation funding. Various
trust funds (e.g. Marine Parks Trust Fund, Tamamakee Trust Fund), and recently the National
Conservation Trust Fund for Natural Resources, Haen set up as long-term sustainable financing
mechanisms;

(e) Mozambique has a Foundation for the ConservatioBio€liversity, which is a private
institution whose mission is to support the conaton and sustainable management of natural ressurc
and aquatic and terrestrial biodiversity.

2. Communication, education and public awareness

32. Decisions VIII/6 and 1X/8 state that communicati@gucation and public awareness (CEPA)
strategies and activities should be integral pafttNBSAPs. Of the 149 post-Nagoya NBSAPs3382
contain a CEPA strategy and action plan or equitatend another §2 contain initiatives relating to
communication, education and public awareness. Sxammples follow:

€) Ecuador has a National Plan for Citizen EnvironrakerEducation which contains
projects aimed to promote environmental practidé®e Plan is also known as “We are part of the
solution”;

(b) In Finland, continuing education for teachers (peces knowledge and pedagogy in
biodiversity issues) will be developed, and, witie thelp of new information technology, species
knowledge and sustainable development education will be promoted;

32 Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Antigua and BadlbuArgentina, Bangladesh, Cabo Verde, Belarugig®l, Benin, Bhutan,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, BuruBdinbodia, Cameroon, China, Comoros, Congo, Costs Ruba,
Democratic Republic of Congo,Dominican Republiapbyiti, Equatorial Guinea, Ecuador, Egypt, Eritigthiopia, European
Union, Finland, Gambia, Georgia, Germany, GhanaeGe, Guinea-Bissau, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary,, Ihndlanesia, Iran,
Iraq, Jordan, Jamaica, Japan, Luxembourg, Lao F'sdpeémocratic Republic, Lebanon, Liberia, Madagaddalawi, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Moalia, Montenegro, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmami#a, Nigeria,
Niue, Republic of Korea, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and/iideSerbia, Samoa, Serbia, Sierra Leone, Soloslands, Somalia,
Swaziland, Thailand, Tunisia, Uganda, United AEahirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, B@nand Zimbabwe.

33 Bangladesh, Belize, Benin, Bosnia and HerzegoBotswana, Burundi, Comoros, Costa Rica, Cotedd, Democratic
Republic of Congo, Finland, France, Ghana, Gua@n@lyana, Lebanon, Liberia, Malawi, Maldives, Mt&mia, Mexico,
Namibia, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Niue, Philippin€syanda, Senegal, Sudan, Swaziland and Timor-Leste.

34 Albania, Algeria, Andorra, Antigua and Barbu8legentina, Armenia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahrairgl&us, Belgium, Bhutan,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Cabo Verde, Cambodiaada, Chad, Cuba, Czechia, China, Congo, Croaganiark, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea, Eaitestonia, Ethiopia, European Union, Finland, GagBeorgia, Germany,
Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guinea-Bissau, Guineaadymidia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Japan, JordKiribati, Kyrgyzstan,
Lao People's Democratic Republic, Luxembourg, Madeagr, Malaysia, Mali, Malta, Montenegro, MozangigNauru, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Paraguay, Peru, Polatsr, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Roma, Russian
Federation, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Samoa, Sao TamaePrincipe, Serbia, Sierra Leone, Slovakia, 8ololslands, South
Africa, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Uganda, &thiirab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great BritamddNorthern Ireland,
United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuelat Wam, Zambia and Zimbabwe.
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(©) One of Nauru’s short-term priorities is to: "To ®matically educate individuals through
formal and informal courses on the knowledge ofd¢bantry’s biodiversity and skills, both traditidna
and new, to sustainably manage these resources."”

(d) New Zealand has a conservation education progratachéy local children to “bring
biodiversity back to the town”. . The country alsms a program called “Healthy Nature Healthy P€ople
co-designed by Government agencies, NGOs and Madmprove lives of New Zealanders through
connection to nature.

(e) Nicaragua is intending to integrate the themes othdr Earth and Biodiversity into
university curricula. The country will also introcki the best thesis based on the Route to the Common
Good (Ruta del Bien Comun de la Madre Tierra),dotl forumsto promote research on biodiversity;

)] Norway will continue its Sustainable Backpack pesgme, a nationwide initiative by the
Ministry of Education and Research and the MinistfClimate and Environment to support Norwegian
schools in implementing Education for Sustainabdeddopment

(@) Saint Kitts and Nevis is planning to establish adbiersity knowledge network within
secondary schools using Edu NET, which isedwork for facilitating communication, collaborati
e-Learning and research for secondary school stsiden

(h) In December 2010, the Government of Sweden addptedutdoor recreation policy’s
overarching goals, established to support oppditgnifor people to spend time in nature and enjoy
outdoor recreational activities.

33. A total of 114 Partiexs have set national targets and/or objectives mtime to Aichi Biodiversity
Target 1.

3. Capacity development

34. A total of 18 NBSAPSs include a ndonal capacity development plan; some examples of these
plans are presented below. In addition, 85 othentg@@s’ list several capacity-building activities, some
of which also indicate the budget allocated as aglthe entity in charge of the activity: The NBSAR

35 Albania, Algeria, Andorra, Antigua and Barbu8laerbaijan, Armenia, Austria, Bahrain, Bangladé®#larus, Belgium,
Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Batg, Brazil, Burundi, Cabo Verde, Cambodia, Can&diéa, Czechia,
China, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d’lvoireniark, Dominican Republic, Djibouti, Ecuador, Eg¥quatorial
Guinea, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, Gambia, Gegi@ermany, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guinea-Bissane& Guyana, Japan,
India, Hungary, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Irelanéland, Italy, Jamaica, Jordan, Kyrgyzstan, Lao Réopemocratic Republic,
Lebanon, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysialdiees, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongoli&jontenegro,
Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, New Zealaidaragua, Nigeria, Niue, Paraguay, Peru, Phitippj Republic of
Korea, Qatar, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Rus&iaderation, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, SarBeaggal, Serbia,
Sierra Leone, Slovakia, Solomon Islands, Somabaji$Africa, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swazilande8en, Thailand, Togo,
Timor-Leste, Tunisia, Uganda, United Arab Emiratésited Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, UragLVenezuela,
Zambia and Zimbabwe.

36 Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Burundi, CosjoGuyana, Indonesia, Lebanon, Liberia, Maldvaldives, Mali,
Mauritius, Morocco, Nigeria, Niue, Rwanda, Surireaamd Timor-Leste

37Algeria, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Austria,e&baijan, Bangladesh, Burkina Faso, Bahrain, BeBotswana, Brazil,
Cabo Verde, Cambodia, Cameroon, Chad, CzechiaaC6mmoros, Congo, Croatia, Cuba, Democratic RépoblCongo,
Djibouti, Dominica, Egypt, Eritrea, Georgia, Gree€Ggenada, Guatemala, Guinea-Bissau, Guinea, Guifamagary, India, Iran,
Iraq, Ireland, Japan, Jordan, Kiribati, Lao Pesdleemocratic Republic, Lebanon, Liechtensteinhuénia, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Maamia, Mexico, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Natepal,
Nicaragua, Niger, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, ihlRepublic of Korea, Republic of Moldova ,Romar8aint Kitts and Nevis,
Senegal, Serbia, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Sloy@kiath Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Tofosalu, Uganda, Uruguay,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irefla@ambia and Zimbabwe.
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18 Partiess referred to the National Capacity Self-Assessraamd/or other training/capacity needs
assessmengs.

(@) Nigeria developed a plan for capacity developmadttachnical capacity heeds assessment.
For each of the core capacity issues, the plamilistividual and institutional capacity needs apelcs#fic
actions. In addition, the plan includes a sectiortexhnology needs, identified technologies andired
actions;

(b) One of the components of Liberia’s implementatitenpis The Capacity Development
Plan, which includes an assessment of technicaloiigpneeds at systemic, institutional, and indiald
levels

(c) Rwanda’'s Capacity Building Plan, is targeted fortiters involved in biodiversity
conservation, agro-biodiversity, biotechnology ddsafety. Activities will be undertaken at various
training institutions, and will promote gender azrass-cutting issue in biodiversity planning.

(d) The Capacity Development Plan of Suriname has $abrobjectives: (i) generic capacity
developed; (ii) relevant ministries and associated institutes strengthened; (iii) socially responsible
entreprenetship by companies, with due observance of green/sustainability principles; (iv) local civil
society organizations and communities capable of fulfilling their role in relation to biodiversity;

D. Mainstreaming
1. Valuation of biodiversity and ecosystem services

35. A total of 42 Partie¢€ report having conducted valuation studies of tiaibersity in their
country, or parts thereof. There is not enoughrmftion, however, to determine if the results afsén
exercises have been significantly considered itingepriorities, mainstreaming and/or developing th
revised NBSAP. Some examples of valuation studieslgcted include:

@) As part of updating its NBSAP, Bangladesh condueteccconomic valuation of the 50
services provided by three ecosystems (hill forgstland and mangroye

(b) Cabo Verde has done valuation studies for ecotoyiasd forests
(c) Egypt —Wadi El Ryan and Ras Mohamed protected areas;

(d) Jamaica conducted The Cockpit Country Ecosystematiah study in 2011, where the
feasibility of implementing a sustainable fundingahanism for ocean and coastal management was
explored;

(e) Lao People’s Democratic Republic Eung area wetlands;

()] Mexico’s NBSAP is largely based on the provisionsitained in the document Natural
Capital of Mexico: Strategic actions for valuatipneservation and restoration (2012)

(9) The Russian Federation performed an evaluatiomefetonomic value of the wetland
area in the Dubna region (“Craneland”), which desti@ted the benefit of the ecosystem from the tlirec
use of bioresources

38 Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Cambodia, @ameDemocratic People’s Republic of Korea, DeraticiRepublic of
Congo, Dominican Republic, Eritrea, Guyana, Laoffgs Democratic Republic, Mauritius, Mongoliaudi Romania, Samoa,
Suriname, Timor-Leste and Tuvalu.

39 Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Belize, Congo, Jam&lepal, Peru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles Smahalia.

40 Bangladesh, Botswana, Bhutan, Brazil, Cabo VeZdéombia, Denmark, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiojsiaropean Union,
Georgia, Germany, Grenada, Guyana, Indonesiantiellamaica, Japan, Lao People’s Democratic Repliildives, Malta,
Mauritius, Mongolia, Myanmar, Mexico, MontenegrcetNerlands, Norway, Paraguay, Republic of Mold&uassian
Federation, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Sao Tome andciré, Seychelles, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Uganda, laydtiet Nam, Yemen
and Zimbabwe.
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(h) Saint Kitts and Nevis has conducted a comprehenigsind valuation exercise. The
country is also planning to do more studies on ititensic socioeconomic and cultural value of
biodiversity;

® Zimbabwe conducted a valuation study on protectedsaas part of its NBSAP revision
process.

36. Of the 149 NBSAPs reviewed, 34 countsichave set national targets on valuation and 5@ stat
the intention of conducting valuation studies ia fhture?? For example:

(a) Armenia, Mozambique and the United Republic of Eamia have set actions to develop
tools, methods or methodologies for the valuation of biodiversity and ecosystem services;

(b) Morocco has programmes that are currently beingoetded to value the camel breeding
sector which constitutes a major source of pregtigkincome for the people of southern Morocco.

2. National development plans

37. A total of 31 Partie§®state that biodiversity has been integrated ingir thational development
plan or equivalent instrument:

@) Algeria’s NBSAP integrated into with the country’sSchéma National d’Aménagement
du Territoire-SNAP (National Spatial Planning Scheme), which is Algs strategic planning tool for
land-use and sustainable development

(b) Biodiversity figures prominently in the eleventtv&iYear Plan of Bhutan (202381 8);

(© The NBSAP revision process of Ecuador happeneducoeritly with the preparation of
the “Plan Nacional para el Buen Vivir 2013-2017(National Development Plan). Several national
policies that are part of Objective4/ are directlytelated to biodiversity;

(d) Biodiversity is considered in Mexico’s National d¥epment Plan (NDP). . Policies and
tools on conservation and sustainable use of baslity in the NBSAP are directly related to theatt
in the NDP. The NDP also considers mainstreamimglibérsity in agriculture, fisheries and tourism
sectors

(e) The “Plan de développement économique et sociaB@Dof Niger takes biodiversity
into consideration in two of its axes: one on bedghand sustainable development and another on
sustainable food securityid agricultural development;

)] The “Plan Bicentenario” of Peru “El Peru hacia €22" recognizes and positions
biodiversity conservation as a national objective;

(9) The National Strategic Development Plan (SDP) ahdriLeste commits to meeting
several of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets;

41 Algeria, Armenia, Antigua and Barbuda, Banglhd&elarus, Belgium, Bhutan, Burundi, Cameroon, @gribominican
Republic, Equatorial Guinea, Estonia, Gambia, Gaofgreece, Guatemala, India, Japan, Jordan, Malgawi, Mauritania,
Mozambique, Namibia, Nigeria, Peru, Saint Kitts &telis, Senegal, Somalia,Switzerland, Uganda, driRepublic of
Tanzania and Uruguay.

42 Andorra, Antigua and Barbuda, Armenia, BelaBelgium, Belize, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Camp€roatia, Cuba,
Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Equatoriair@a, Estonia, Finland, France, Gambia, Guatertraléa, Japan, Jordan,
Iran, Ireland, Italy, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Maltdamibia, Nauru, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Peru, Rajmuof Korea, Republic of
Moldova, Romania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and PrincipaRlia, Somalia, Suriname, Swaziland, Timor-LeBtgo, Tuvalu, and
Zambia.

43 Algeria, Bangladesh, Belize, Burkina Faso, BdipBhutan, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Eopia Guinea,
Estonia, Iraq, Kiribati, Malawi, Mexico, Namibia etherlands, Niger, Niue, Peru, Philippines, Rwailayakia, South Africa,
Thailand, Timor-Leste, Uganda, United Kingdom o&@rBritain and Northern Ireland, Venezuela, VianiNand United
Republic of Tanzania.

44 Objective 7 refers to Guaranteeing the rightsatfire and promote environmental sustainability
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38. The NBSAPs of 30 other Partfésontain elements and/or targets and actions whioh at
mainstreaming with the national development plaaquivalent instrument. For example:

€) Mauritius completed a biodiversity mainstreamingessment for key industries and
themes during the preparation of the NBSAP andlamrpng an assessment of potential pathways,
barriers and opportunities to mainstream biodiwgisi public policy and decision making.

3. Sustainable development plans

39. Of the 149 NBSAPs reviewed, 20 Parffemention an integration of their NBSAP with their
sustainable development plans or equivalent ingnigsi For example:

(@) The Second Federal Plan for Sustainable Developrmakrelgium contains actions
devoted to biodiversity, forests and marine waagd in the case of Montenegro, on protected areas;

(b) The European Union intends to use some of its isadie development and
agro-environmental indicators to monitor and reparprogress implementing its NBSAP;

(c) The National Biodiversity Strategy of France is ajon component of the National
Sustainable Development Strategy (SNDD); in the afd_uxembourg, the NBSAP is a subcomponent
of the National Sustainable Development Plan;

(d) The NBSAP of Niger is part of one of six programngesnprising the National Plan for
the Environment for Sustainable Development.

4, Poverty eradication

40. A total of 43 Parties’ post-Nagoya NBSARsmention links to poverty eradication and/or
integrate this objective into their principles,gets and/or actions. For example:

€) Antigua and Barbuda, India, Togo, and Yemen amdhgre, include poverty eradication
strategies in their NBSAP or thaistional equivalent of Aichi Biodiversity Target 2;

(b) The poverty reduction strategies or equivalentsBofkina Faso, Burundi, Congo,
Gambia, Niger, Equatorial Guinea and the United uRb8p of Tanzania integrate biodiversity
corsiderations;

(©) The NBSAPs of Afghanistan, Moldova, Namibia, Nigard Peru aim to implement
biodiversity actions in order to contribute to pdyealleviation. The NBSAP of Namibia, through its
CBNRM Programme, monitors the role biodiversityyglén povertyalleviation in rural areas;

(d) As part of the implementation of its Developmentid3p Finland seeks to support
development cooperation projects aimed at redugiogerty in developing countries, through the
conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, with the objective of safeguarding and strengjtig
ecosystem services;

(e) The NBSAP of Uganda highlights and seeks to mairtta contribution of biodiversity
and ecosystem services to human well-being, powsgglication and national development as one of its
guiding principles.

45 Andorra, Armenia, Bahrain, Belgium, Botswanahb&¥erde, Cameroon, Colombia, Comoros, DemocratjmuRlic of the
Congo, Egypt, Finland, France, Ghana, Indonesa, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Malawi, Maruitius, Memegro, Nigeria, Qatar,
Romania, Solomon Islands, South Africa, United Kliogn, Zambia and Zimbabwe.

46 Belgium, Czechia, Estonia, European Union, FidJd&rance, Ireland, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People's DeatimcRepublic,
Luxembourg, Mauritania, Montenegro, Myanmar, Niggowmania, Serbia, Seychelles, South Africa, Swldne and Timor-
Leste.

47 Afghanistan, Antigua and Barbuda, Belgium, BeBinutan, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Caba¥&g€ambodia,
China, Congo, Comoros, Cote d’'lvoire, Equatorialr@a, Ethiopia, Finland, Gambia, Georgia, Guineayd®a, India, Italy,
Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Madagascar, Nidirocco, Namibia, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Niger, Péthilippines, Republic
of Moldova, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Solontelands, South Africa, Sudan, Togo, Uganda, UriRegublic of Tanzania
and Yemen.
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5. Subnational level plans

41. The post-Nagoya NBSAPs of nine Parffemention that their country either already has
subnational biodiversity plans or has started dgpiey them (examples appear below). The Secrefariat
aware of 19 Parties (including the 6 mentioned apdkiat have at least one subnational biodiversity
action plaf’ however, not all of these are reflected in théseny NBSAPs. Information on these can be
found at: https://www.cbd.int/nbsap/related-infagp/default.shtml. A total of 11 other Pariemention
their intent to prepare subnational biodiversitatggies and actions plans.

€) Ireland has either finalized or drafted 26 LocabdBversity Action Plans. Some of them
are up for review and additioniakal plans will be prepared;

(b) Mexico has promoted decentralized biodiversitynplag and management through the
development and implementation of 12 State Strasedor Conservation and Sustainable Use of
Biodiversity. Additional State Strategies are currently under preparation;

(©) In Malawi, the Lilongwe City Council is developirayLocal Biodiversity Strategy and
Action Plan (LBSAP) that highlights particular spescand habitats to be protected in the city and ho
biodiversity and development can go together with ¢ity’s development activities. Malawi also has a
national target to develop LBSAPs

42. Several national and/or subnational authorities ehaleveloped guidance for subnational
authorities in preparing and/or implementing bi@usity plans.

43. A total of 21 other NBSAPS contain elements, actions or targets that aim ntegrate
biodiversity into subnational level plans:

€) In Australia and Belgium, the actions of the NBSa&#e intended to be considered and
taken on board in conjunction with regional, statd territorialplans/documents;

(b) Burundi — Target 18, action 2, — “Elaborate ecasegl (local) plans for the
implementation of the National Biodiversity Stragegnd Action Plan”. This action also proposed that
these local implementation plans would be integratto the community development plans

(©) Cameroon — Target 18 —“By 2020, key production agsctand decentralized local
authorities should have developed sector or regpmtific biodiversity targets, linked to the natibn
targets”

(d) The Republic of Korea has developed guidelinepfanning local biodiversity strategies
and is establishing a legal basis for metropoli#ies/provinces to set up biodiversity strategieshe
Act on the Conservation and the Use of Biodiversity

6. Gendes2

44, A total of 61 Partie§ make reference to gender issues and/or to theviewent of women in
actions related to biodiversity conservation. Amtimgse are the following:

48 Austria, Ireland, Japan, Mexico, Mauritius, Réraio People’s Democratic Republic, Republic ofé&and United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.

49 https://www.cbd.int/nbsap/related-info/shsap/defabtml
50 Bosnia and Herzegovina, China, Democratic P&Rlepublic of Korea, Ireland, Malawi, Myanmar, NépNigeria, Russian
Federation, Ukraine and United Kingdom of Greatdsni and Northern Ireland.

51 Australia, Belgium, Burundi, Cambodia, Camerd@anada, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Fraimckg, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Malta, Malawi, Malaysia, NigeMorway, Sudan, Russian Federation, United Kamgaf Great Britain,
Republic of Korea, Thailand and Zimbabwe.

52 A summary of a separate and more extensive sinafgender in all NBSAPs submitted (from 1998/ay 2016) is

included in UNEP/CBD/COP/13/8/Add.3.

53 Bahrain, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Brazil, Burkinao-&urundi, Cambodia, Cuba, Cabo Verde, Camerobad(Congo,
Comoros, Costa Rica, Djibouti, Dominican Repulfiicuador, Equatorial Guinea, Egypt, Eritrea, Etrap@ambia, Georgia,
Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyadia, Inaq, Jamaica, Japan, Lao People’s Demodragmiblic, Madagascar,
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€) The NBSAPs of Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, CdRiea, Djibouti, Ethiopia,
Georgia, Guyana, the Lao People’s Democratic RépguMexico, Nepal, Nigeria , Timor-Leste and
Uganda contain targets or actionsgander mainstreaming and/or the enhanced involvement of women;
several of these targets are national equivaleh®iahi Biodiversity Target 14 aiming to safeguard
essential ecosystem services for women (among other vulnerable groups);

(b) Brazil's NBSAP identifies institutional structurgs support effective integration of
gender issues in implementation, namely through ehgagement of a Ministry of Environment
committee on gender mainstreaming in environmegrthties;

(© Burundi's CEPA Strategy identifies rural women aspecific target group for whom
particular communication approaches will be adop€eer the last decade, CEPA activities have been
carried out for the purpose of raising awarenessngnwomen’s groups on issues related to forestry,
agroforestry and biodiversity conservation;

(d) Bhutan, Niger, Peru, the Dominican Republic, Guatlenand Myanmar include gender
awareness, or equitable sharof benefits among women and men, in the principles of their strategy;

(e) Tuvalu, Babhrain, Iraq, the Lao People’s Democr&ipublic, Cambodia among others,
include women'’s organizations as stakeholdersair tiodiversity planning activities

)] Mexico’s NBSAP includes women and gender considgeratwithin the main strategic
goals of the NBSAP. Five of the six strategic goatlvance women’s participation in projects, take
women’s traditional resource knowledge into consitien or promote a gender perspective in
biodiversity and education as part of an objective;

(9) In Uganda, provisions for biodiversity managemeavéhbeen mainstreamed into the
National Gender Policy, and the NBSAP containsdivigy to promote accountability, transparency and
gender mainstreaming in the implementation of biediity projects. Uganda’s proposed activities
include the development of gender-responsive gimieelfor implementing the NBSAP.

Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Myaar, Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, Niger, Paraguay, Pehilippines,
Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Senegal, Sudan)aindi Timor-Leste, Togo, Tunisia, Tuvalu, Ugandaijted Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Yemen and Zimbabwe.



