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[ INTRODUCTION

1. In paragraph 2 of its decision VIII/15, the Confeze of the Parties decided to consider at its
ninth meeting the process for revising and updatirgStrategic Plan with a view to adopting a redis
Strategic Plan at its tenth meeting.

2. At its second meeting, held in Paris from 9 to U8 2007, the Working Group on Review of
Implementation of the Convention considered thisiégson the basis of an information note prepared by
the Executive Secretary (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/2/INF/6). n | its recommendation 2/1
(UNEP/CBD/COP/9/4, annex), the Working Group reteeshe Executive Secretary, to invite Parties to
submit views on the revision of the Strategic Pteyond 2010, and to prepare a report for the ninth
meeting of the Conference of the Parties, takinng account also the views expressed by Partidseat t
second meeting of the Working Group.

3. Accordingly, this note has been prepared by thectikee Secretary to assist the Conference of
the Parties in its task of establishing an intessgmal process for the revision and updating ef th
Strategic Plan beyond 2010. Background informatinrthe existing Strategic Plan and related issues,
and on other decisions to be taken into accouptasided in section Il. Views of Parties and other
considerations are summarized in section Ill. dssarising from these views and considerations
including those emerging from experience in apgythe existing Strategic Plan and its associated
framework of goals, targets and indicators areensed in section IV. Options for the inter-sessiona
process of revising and updating the Strategic Blanconsidered in section V. Matters relatechto t
interrelated issue of the multi-year programme afrkvbeyond 2010 are considered in section VI.
Finally a draft decision for the consideration loé €Conference of the Parties is presented in se¥fio

* UNEP/CBD/COP/9/1.
l...

In order to minimize the environmental impacts lo¢ tSecretariat’s processes, and to contribute éoSecretaryseneral’
initiative for a CNeutral UN, this document is printed in limited noens. Delegates are kindly requested to bring ttagie
to meetings and not to request additional copies.
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I. BACKGROUND
A. The existing Strategic Plan
4, In paragraph 2 of decision VI/26, the Conferencethwf Parties adopted the Strategic Plan.

Through the Plan, Parties committed themselvesdrereffective and coherent implementation of the
three objectives of the Convention in order to aebj by 2010, a significant reduction in the currate
of biodiversity loss at the global, regional, aradional levels.

5. The Plan, which is annexed to decision VI/26 cosg®itwo introductory paragraphs, four
sections and an appendix, as follows:

(@) Introductory paragraphs The Plan is “to guide further implementation [tife
Convention] at the national, regional and globakls”; its purpose is “to effectively halt the loeé
biodiversity so as to secure the continuity obigmeficial uses”;

(b) Section A (“The issue”)ncludes background information noting: that edsity loss
is accelerating; the threats; the Convention assaential instrument; achievements; and challenges;

(© Section B('Mission”) states that “Parties commit themselves to a mffextere and
coherent implementation of the three objectiveghef Convention, to achieve by 2010 a significant
reduction of the current rate of biodiversity loas the global, regional and national level as a
contribution to poverty alleviation and to the bfinef all life on Earth”. This has come to be kmo as
the 2010 biodiversity target;

(d) Section C (“Strategic goals and objectives@ts out four goals, each with four to six
objectives;
(e) Section D (“Review")states that the Plan will be implemented throlghpgrogrammes

of work developed under the Convention, nationaldbiersity strategies and action plans, and other
activities, and that better methods should be dpesl to evaluate progress.

() The AppendiXists obstacles to the implementation of the Cotivan

6. In decision VII/30, the Conference of the Partiemm@ed a framework for the evaluation of
progress in the implementation of the StrategiaPéstablishing a set of outcome-oriented goals and
targets, and related indicators. These were rfinghe light of experience and the advice of SBST
and adopted in decision VIII/15 “Framework for mtoning implementation of the achievement of the
2010 target and integration of targets into thenthigc programmes of work”. In the latter decisitime
Conference of the Parties noted that that the fwariefor monitoring implementation of the Convemtio
and achievement of the 2010 target is comprisetheffollowing five components (decision VIII/15,
paragraph 1):

(@) The four goals and 19 objectives of the Strate¢pm Rdopted by the Conference of the
Parties in decision VI1/26;
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(b) A limited number of indicators to measure progréssthe implementation of the
Strategic Plan, to be developed on the basis gbbygosed indicators in annex | to the decisidn;

(© The provisional framework for goals and targetsjststing of seven focal areas, 11
goals and 21 targets, adopted in decision VII/30;

(d) Outcome-oriented indicators to measure progresartdsmthe 2010 target (as adopted by
decision VII/30 with amendments recommended by SBSIh recommendation X/5, as summarized in
annex Il to the decision); and

(e) Reporting mechanisms, including the Global BiodsitgrOutlook and national reports.
B. The 2010 biodiversity target

7. The 2010 biodiversity target, adopted as the missibthe Strategic Plan (see paragraph 5 (c)
above) was supported in the Johannesburg Plan plefnentation of the 2002 World Summit on
Sustainable Development. At the 2005 Summit, Hedidatate and Government agreed that “All States
will fulfil commitments and significantly reduce d@trate of loss of biodiversity by 2010”. Following
requests to the Secretary General from the Conderefithe Parties at its seventh meeting and tie- hi
level segment at the eighth meeting of the Confareni the Parties, the 2010 biodiversity targetrimas
been incorporated into the framework for the Mitlenm Development Goals as target 7.B (“Reduce
biodiversity loss, achieving, by 2010, a significeeduction in the rate of loss)

1. VIEWS OF PARTIESAND OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

A. Other relevant decisions of the Conference of the Parties and
additional considerations

8. In addition to paragraph 2 of decision VIII/15, ethdecisions adopted at the eighth meeting of
the Conference of the Parties need to be takenaotount in the revision and updating the Strategic
Plan:

(@) Paragraph 2 of decision VIII/8, which calls for thesults of the in-depth review of
goals 2 and 3 of the Strategic Plan to be usgdr alia, to provide inputs to the process of revising the
Strategic Plan beyond 2010. The recommendatiam the second meeting of the Working Group on
Review of Implementation of the Convention are vatd in this regard (recommendation 2/1, annex,
paragraph 23). Updated information relating toitihdepth review is found in document the note Hgy t
Executive Secretary on the implementation of the nveation and its Strategic Plan
(UNEP/CBD/COP/9/14);

1 A list of possible indicators was included in doeent UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/1/2, table 1. This was revidwe
by the Working Group on Review of Implementationitatfirst meeting, and a revised list was annetedecision VIII/15
(annex I). Through this decision the Secretaria vequested, in consultation with the membere@fd Hoc Technical Expert
Group on Indicators for Assessing Progress Towtdrel2010 Target, and other partners to elaboratd@basis of the annexed
list, a limited number of relevant, robust and nueakle indicators to measure progress in the impigation of the Strategic
Plan. Accordingly, the secretariat organized awision forum and invited the AHTEG members to pgodite. This has been an
insufficient basis on which to further refine thwdicators. Given that only very limited time is dable before 2010, and the
major exercise in reviewing the implementation g Strategic Plan is already underway, it is preddat further refinement
of the set of indicators be coordinated with thégsien of the Strategic Plan itself.

2/ http://unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Host.aspx?Contedteftors/OfficialList.htm
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(b) Paragraph 10 of decision VIII/9, on the implicagoof the findings of the Millennium
Ecosystem Assessment at its eighth meeting, intlwiie Conference of the Parties, “[m]indful thag th
loss of biodiversity is continuing, and recogniziihg inertia in ecological systems and in the dswa
biodiversity loss and therefore the need for lorigem targets”, decided “to consider, at its ninth
meeting, the need to review and update targetsaesop the process of revising the Strategic Plan
beyond 2010"; and

(c) Paragraph 3 of decision VIII/15, which calls fos, @art of the process for revising and
updating the Strategic Plan, an in-depth reviewhef goals, targets, and indicators, contained &t th
decision for use after 2010.

9. Other factors to take into account in revising apdlating the Strategic Plan, as identified in
UNEP/CBD/WGRI/2/INF/6:

(a) The analysis in Global Biodiversity Outlook 2
(b) Implications of the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment
(c) Experience in the use of the 2002 Strategic Plantarassociated framework

(d) Experience in the use of the Global Strategy fanPConservation and its 16 outcome-
oriented targets

(e) The results of the in-depth reviews of the Conwaris programmes of Work

B. Viewsof Parties and observers as expressed at the second meeting of
the Working Group on Review of | mplementation of the Convention or
provided in submissions

10. In paragraph 2 of its decision VIII/8, the Confererof the Parties called for the results of the
in-depth review of goals 2 and 3 of the StratedanRo be usednter alia, to provide inputs to the
process of revising the Strategic Plan beyond 20A6cordingly, inputs to the process of revising th
strategic plan beyond 2010 were discussed at tt@endemeeting of the Working Group on Review of
Implementation of the Convention on the basis ofi@fiormation note prepared by the Executive
Secretary (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/2/INF/6). At that timeany Parties emphasized that efforts should be
focussed on the achievement of the 2010 biodiyetaiiget, and that discussion of the post-2010 Plan
was premature. Some Parties, however, consideradeiul to look ahead, even while the focus of
practical work remains on achieving the targethef éxisting Plan. A number of Parties emphasiaat] t
the revision of the Strategic Plan should be based thorough assessment of progress made towards
acheiving the existing Strategic Plan and the 2fi@@iversity target. Parties also noted the neaddke

full use of the Global Biodiversity Outlook, the IMnium Ecosystem Assessment, and other relevant
information.

11. Most of the Parties that expressed a view on thitemaelcomed the analysis in the information
note by the Executive Secretary and agreed withyroéthe conclusions therein. In particular the@sw
much support for the view that the updated andsesl/Strategic Plan should build upon the exisitiag P
and Framework, the goals, targets and indicatokgha¢h will remain relevant. Many Parties suggdste
the need for longer-term targets. The need foaruad between the three objectives of the Convention
was highlighted. Parties noted the value of a fraamk for national targets and the need for more
effective monitroing and reporting. Some Partiegticmed against a proliferation of indicators. Tehe
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was general support for a focus on mainstreamingjaxfiversity into braoder development and poverty
eradication strategies, and for greater attentothé costs of biodiversity loss. The implementatd
the ecoystem approach was mentioned. A number asfieB also stressed the importance of
strengthening synergies among relevant conventiodsnternational processes.

12. In line with recommendation 2/1, the Executive @ty issued a notification
(SCBD/ITS/LC/59514; issued 6 August 2008) invitipgrties to submit views on the updating and
revision of the Strategic Plan. One notification sweeceived, from Portugal and the European
Commission on behalf of the European Union. Whilealdly agreeing with proposals as referred to in
paragraphs 36 and 37 of document UNEP/CBD/WGRIRI@Nthe European Union emphasized that the
review of the Strategic Plan should be based uptho@ugh assessment of the progress made towards
achieving the existing Strategic Plan and the 2@idet, as well as a number of scenarios for thedy
which would be largely carried out through the dhlobal Biodiversity Outlook. Highlighting the
value of the 2010 biodiversity target and the cwrgd relevance of the Strategic Plan and associated
framework, the European Union supported the sugesitat the revised Strategic Plan should provide
for Parties to develop national outcome-oriented @rpossible quantitative targets, making usehef t
framework, and to regularly report on progress tolwahese targets.

13. Full information on the views of Parties and obsesvas expressed at WGRI-2 or provided in
submissions can be found http://www.cbd.int/meetings/wgri-02/outcome.shtml

IV. [ISSUESRELATED TO THE UPDATING AND REVISION OF
THE STRATEGIC PLAN

14. The following issues arise from the in-depth revigvwgoals 2 and 3 of the Strategic Plan, relevant
decisions of the Conference of the Parties andtiaddi considerations and the Views of Parties and
observers as expressed at the second meeting W daheng Group on Review of Implementation of the
Convention or provided in submissions.

The continuing relevance of the goals and targets of the Strategic Plan and associated framework of
goals, targets and indicators

15. The time since the development of the Strategio F2802) is relatively short (five years to date;
eight years by 2010), and the time since the refer@ of the framework of goals, targets and indicat
(Decision VIII/15, 2006) shorter still. Few coues have established national targets within this
framework, and even fewer have had time to implertteam.

16. The Goals and objectives of the Plan itself (DecisVI/26) refer predominantly to aspects of the
process of implementation of the Convention atama, regional and global levels (international
cooperation, resources for implementation, NBSARS the mainstreaming of biodiversity, CEPA and
the engagement of actors and stakeholders). Ouwthiee hand the goals and targets of the framevaork
evaluating progress (decisions VII/30 and VIll/1fer to outcomes — to the conservation and
sustainable use of biodiversity and the sharingeofefitss/

17. The second edition of the Global Biodiversity Oo#o2 provides an overall “Strategic Plan
Scorecard4/ and “Prospects for achieving the targets of tlaenéwork for assessing progress towards

3/ However, there is some overlap between objecZ (decision VI/26) and goal 11 (decisions VII/30
and VI11/15).
4/ seewww.biodiv.org/gbo2 table 3.1.
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the 2010 biodiversity target (table 3.1). Thesevslkhat none of the goals, objectives and targat® h
been fully met. While some progress has been mame then (see UNEP/CBD/COP/9/14), the main
conclusions are still valid and therefore the goalgectives and targets are likely to remain ratev
beyond 2010.

18. Most of the existing goals/objectives/targets afpeeted to remain relevant post-2010. Indeed
the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment noted thabafih the goals and targets of the framework were
developed to clarify the 2010 target, they areisiffitly general to be used as a guide to the loteyen
objectives of the Convention, with the former addieg “means” and the latter “ends’.

19. Thus the revised and updated Strategic Plan antefs@rk should build upon the existing Plan
and Framework, to allow for continuity with apprigte adjustments to improve clarity and focus.

The need for shorter- and longer-term targets

20. The short-time period of the 2010 target has alrdaekn noted above. The agreement on a
short-term target reflected the urgency with whigarties considered the crisis of biodiversity loss.
Biodiversity continues to be lost and thereforertiBa may again wish to establish a short-termetiarg
At the same time however, the Conference of thdidahas recognized “the inertia in ecological
systems and in the drivers of biodiversity loss tratefore the need for longer-term targets”. Idithoh,
many Parties have developed both shorter-termtgafge milestones) and longer-term targets (otoviki

in their national biodiversity strategies and attidanss/ The Conference of the Parties may therefore
wish to consider establishing both shorter-term Emgjer-term targets in the next Strategic Plan, fo
example, for 2020 and 2050 respectively.

Thevalue of providing a framework for national, and, where possible, quantitative, targets

21. Given that implementation of the Convention occysmarily at national level, the
establishment of targets at national level in lvith the Framework provided by the Plan is perhiyes
most important functions of the Plan. In paragraphof decision VII/30, the Conference of the Partie
invited Parties and Governments to develop naticmad/or regional goals and targets, and, as
appropriate, to incorporate them into relevant glagorogrammes and initiatives, including national
biodiversity strategies and action plans. The obdated guidance for national biodiversity stragsg
and action plans, developed by the Working Groufrexiew of Implementation of the Convention and
recommended for adoption by the Conference of #iéid3, urges Parties to establish national, orgvhe
applicable, subnational, targets in developing,lém@nting and revising their NBSAP. National tasget
can be focused on national priorities and imporéspiects of biodiversity. Being more focused, ey
also be quantitative. In fact, it is probably betto focus on a few quantitative targets than @eeh
multiple general ones.

22. Thus, the revised Plan could provide for Partieslégelop national outcome-oriented targets,
making use of the revised associated Framework,fanéarties to report on progress towards these
targets, which, as far as possible, should be gativé. The updated Strategic Plan and Framework
could provide a benchmark and guidance as to wéedsito be achieved collectively.

23. Given the multi-faceted nature of biodiversity, @hé three objectives of the Convention, any
overall target is likely to be broad. So a framewof goals and sub-targets is again likely to beded

5/ Millennium Ecosystem Assessmawiume 2, chapter 14, section 14.2.2.2.
6/ For example, Japan has a 100-year vision.
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to clarify the overall target and provide the nsegg precision. While it has been possible for som
countries to develop quantitative national targetsas proved difficult to determine quantifiedad®and
targets in the overall 2010 framework at a glokakl. Quantitative targets were developed howaver
the more specific context of the Global StrategyRtant Conservation. Focusing on a particular—and
relatively well documented—subset of biodiversiltpwaed for such precision. While quantitative ghbb
targets may be desirable it may be necessary telaiesuch quantitative targets through a step-ey-st
process: to first establish the framework, and tioefpopulate” the framework with specific quantive
targets for particular subsets of biodiversityjtgkinto account also any national quantitativeés.

The need to address the drivers of biodiversity loss and to integrate biodiversity considerations into
relevant sectoral and cross-sectoral policies, programme and strategies and planning processes

24. In considering the implications of the MillenniuncdSystem Assessment (decision VIII/9), the
Conference of the Parties identified the need tresb the threats to biodiversity (drivers of bvedsity
loss). The Conference of the Parties noted, itiquéar, the urgent need to address the issueshwthie
Assessment finds most significant at the globakllem terms of their impacts on biodiversity and
consequences for human well-being, such as:

(a) Land-use change and other habitat transformation;

(b) The consequences of over-fishing;

(© Desertification and degradation in dry and sub-liliands;
(d) The multiple drivers of change to inland water gstsms;
(e) Increasing nutrient loading in ecosystems;

() The introduction of invasive alien species; and

(9) The rapidly increasing impacts of climate change.

25. In the same decision, the Conference of the Padiged Parties and other Governments to
promote dialogue among different sectors to masasir biodiversity and to address linkages between
sectors and the conservation and sustainable udsodiversity, in order to contribute to the more
effective implementation of the Convention, in pardar its Article 6. The Conference of the Pagtie
noted the need to link with the following sectonsomg others: international trade, finance, agticel
forestry, tourism, mining, energy and fisheries.

26. Greater attention should be given to addressingitlkd@ect and direct drivers of loss of
biodiversity (the threats to biodiversity), andleefing these in the goals and targets. This wouldlve
the full operationalization of Article 7(c) and B@f the Convention: identifying threats to biodisigy,
and managing or regulating them.

27. A corollary of this is that major strategic thrugis the new Plan should be to promote the
integration of biodiversity considerations into teeal and cross-sectoral policies, plans and progres
(mainstreaming) and to promoting greater awarer@ssng all sectors of society on the role that
biodiversity and ecosystem services play in suppgprbuman well-being. In turn this means more
effective engagement of all stakeholders. Moreative use should be made of the ecosystem approach
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in planning processes. Development of appropma@nomic incentive measures and of methods for
accounting for the value of biodiversity and ectsysservices in national accounts is needed.

28. There is also a need to engage with existing pranrprocesses in order to mainstream
biodiversity concerns in other national strategiasluding, in particular, poverty reduction strgits,
national strategies for the achievement of the @iium Development Goals, sustainable development
strategies, and strategies to respond to climaémgsh and combat desertification, as well as sdctora
strategies.

29. Similarly, it is important that there is harmonydamutual support among international
instruments dealing with these issues. In particule revised Strategic Plan should be linked i
Millennium Development Goals and with the other Bimventions.

The need to consider obstacles to implementation of the Convention

30. According to the third national reports, the mo&legpread constraints to the implementation of
the Convention are “lack of financial, human anchtecal resources” and “lack of economic incentive
measures”.

31. The Strategic Plan includes, in an appendix, adfsbbstacles to the implementation of the
Convention. This list has been used in the forfwat the third national reports and in the
analysis/synthesis presented in note by the Exexifiecretary on lessons learned from the review,
effectiveness of policy instruments and strategiorjties for action submitted to the second megtif

the Working Group on Review of Implementation (UMEBD/WG-RI/2/Add.1). However, there are
some shortcomings to the list that could be impdowvea revision—some of the obstacles listed being
dependent on others.

The need for capacity-building and resource mobilization

32. The in-depth review of goals 2 and 3 of the Stnatéljan indicate that lack of capacity and
human, financial and technical resources contitod® a major constraint to the implementationhef t
Convention and this lack needs to be addressdwingdated and revised Strategic Plan. This shzaild
done in a manner that builds on the assessmentisict®ad under individual programmes of work such as
the analysis of capacity needs for the achieverogtite 2010 biodiversity target in dry and sub-hdimi
lands. There is also a need for the strategydsource mobilization, and the four-year framewadrk o
priorities for the Global Environment Facility, b adopted at the ninth meeting of the Confereiice o
the Parties, are consistent with the existing &avised Strategic Plan.

The need for effective monitoring and reporting

33. The in-depth review of goals 2 and 3 of the Striat®¢an suggests that greater efforts are needed
to monitor implementation of national biodiversigyrategies and action plans and progress towards
national targets, to allow for adaptive managemant provide regular reports on progress. This is
reflected the consolidated guidance on nationalibérsity strategies and action plans developethby
Working Group on Review of Implementation of then@ention. Parties have also highlighted the
importance of monitoring and reporting in theireinkentions on the Strategic Plan at the Workinguro

on Review of Implementation.
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The need to aim for universal membership of the Convention

34. Ongoing discussions concerning international emwirental governance suggest a need for
further close collaboration among multilateral eamimental agreements and with other international
institutions. For the Convention to play its futlle in this future institutional framework, unigat
membership will be critical.

The need to address abjectives related to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety

35. The 2002 Strategic Plan includes objectives reltdgtie Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety as an
integral part of the overall Plan. However, thentéoence of Parties and its subsidiary bodies have
generally opted not to include the Protocol wheal@ating progress. Thus, in the revised and update
Plan, Parties may wish to consider developing éndisplan — or distinct section of the Plan — fbe
Protocol.

The desirability of a short, focused document

36. The 2002 Strategic Plan is a short document (figagep, including the appendix), and the

framework for assessing progress adds only a feve mpages. This relative brevity has been a strong
point of the Plan. Arguably, this is especiallypimntant given the extensive length of many of the
Convention’s programmes of work and other decisiohBus the Conference of the Parties may wish to
aim for a short document for the post-2010 plan é&ght to twelve pages including annexes).

V. PROPOSALSFOR THE PROCESSOF REVISING THE
STRATEGIC PLAN

37. Given that the Conference of the Parties has dédmeonsider at its ninth meeting the process
for revising and updating the Strategic Plan withieav to adopting a revised Strategic Plan atdtgh
meeting (Decision VIII/15 (2)), the revised and apetl Plan will need to be developed through an
inter-sessional process between the ninth and teettings of the Conference of the Parties. Such a
process could comprise:

(@) Submissions from Parties and observers;

(b) A synthesis/analysis of issues prepared by theeSserat;

(© Examination of the outcome-oriented goals and targend associated indicators by
SBSTTA, building upon ongoing work to improve anevdlop appropriate indicators, in particular the
anlaysis and inputs provided by the Biodiversityitators Partnership;

(d) A meeting of an expert group, with members drawegdpminately from Parties. Such a
working group could take into account the expereand process of the UNCCD which established a

working group to prepare a revised strategic ptarttfat Convention;

(e) A third meeting of the Working Group on Review aidlementation of the Convention
(WGRI-3), if provision is made for such a meetingand

7/ At its second meeting, the Working Group recomdeehthat at its ninth meeting, the Conference ef th
Parties considers the continuation of the Ad Hoer®ended Working Group on Review of Implementatdthe Convention
taking into account the importance of making pregri@ the implementation of the Convention.
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() Consideration by the Conference of the Partiessaenth session.

38. An indicative timetable is presented in the follogitable, although the actual dates will depend
on the finally agreed dates of intersessional mgstand availability of the necessary resources:

Indicative timetable for inter-sessional work to revise and update the Strategic Plan

June — Nov. 2008 Parties and observes submit \@ewiBe revised and updated Strategic Plan
January 2009 First draft Secretariat analysis/ggishavailable for review
October 2009 SBSTTA-14 considers draft GBO-3

SBSTTA-14 reviews goals and targets, and assaktiatBcators of annex to decision VII1/15,
with a view to recommending adjustments where resogs

March 2010 Expert meeting considers options foisexland updated Strategic Plan, taking into adcoun
text of GBO-3 (embargoed), and preliminary versidsecretariat analysis/synthesis

May 2010: Launch of GBO-3 at the International DayBiological Diversity (22 May)

April 2010 Secretariat finalizes analysis/synthesis

May/June 2010 SBSTTA-15 considers possible adjustmietargets and indicators contained in the arinex
decision VIII/15

October 2010 COP-10 Considers draft revised andtegdStrategic Plan with a view to adoption

39. In establishing the process, the Conference ofRhdies may wish to give attention to the

following considerations:

(@ The revision and updating of the Strategic Plarukhbe informed by relevant issues,
including those arising from the in-depth reviewgmfals 2 and 3 of the Strategic Plan, such as those
identified in section Il of this document;

(b) The process should solicit inputs from interestadteholders, including the biodiversity
related conventions, other relevant organizations;

(© Process that allows parties to ensure “buy-in” fralinrelevant ministries and national
constituencies;

(d) The revision and updating of the Strategic Plarukhbe informed by the latest science
and scientific assessments.

(e) The revision and updating of the Strategic Planukhde coordinated with the
preparation of the third edition of the Global Biigetsity Outlook.

VI. THE MULTI-YEAR PROGRAMME OF WORK BEYOND 2010

40. Parallel to the process for revising and updatirg$trategic Plan, the Conference of the Parties
may wish to consider the related issue of the ayaléir programme of work beyond 2010. The present
multi-year programme of work covers the work of fBenference of the Parties up to 2010. It was
developed in line with decision VI/28 and the receemdations of the Open-ended Inter-Sessional
Meeting on the Multi-Year Programme of Work of tl@onference of the Parties up to 2010
(UNEP/CBD/COP/7/5, annex). The Conference hadipusly established medium-term programmes of
work for 1995-1997 (decision 1/9, revised in II/18)d 1998-2004 (decision IV/16).
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41. The future multi-year programme of work should dieafollow the strategic direction
established in the revised and updated Strategit &hd therefore it should be developed in thed kbgh
that Plan, taking into account also the periodioftyneetings which is due to be determined at théhn
meeting of the Conference of the Parties (see UNBB/COP/9/22/Add.1). The development of the
future multi-year programme of work may also takeéoiaccount the following analysis of issues
addressed by meeting of the Conference of thedRarti

42. Most articles of the Convention have been addressethe agendas of meetings of the
Conference of the Parties held to date—either @irtbwn right, and/or within the context of the
thematic programmes of work. Exceptions include

(a) Some aspects of Article 7 (Identification and monitg);

(b) Some paragraphs of Article 8: 8(f) — ecosystertoragon and species recovery; 8 (g)
— living modified organisms (at national level,. i@itside the scope of the Biosafety Protocol)k)8—
protection of threatened species and populatians 8(1) regulation or management of threats;

(c) Article 9 (Ex situconservation);

(d) Some aspects of Article 10 (Sustainable use), iriquéar subparagraphs (c), (d)
and (e);

(e) Some aspects of Article 19 (Biotechnology).

43. In particular, the Conference of the Parties hatspnovided comprehensive guidance on the
identification of processes and activities thatldaly to have significant adverse effects on ledsity
(Article 7(c)) and on regulating or managing sucbcesses and activities (Article 8(l)). In thehligpf
the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment and its corsi®m by the Conference of the Parties
(decision VIII/9), these articles may warrant gegatttention in future. Given the integration loé 2010
biodiversity target into the Millennium Developme@bals (MDG) Framework, the Conference of the
Parties may also wish to focus more work on biodig and its contribution to human well-being,
including poverty elimination. Finally, in lightfdhe finding that Parties identify “lack of econmm
incentives” as a major obstacle, further attentmrvrticle 11 may be warranted, perhaps togethén wi
those aspects of Article 10 that have not beenuwsatety addressed.

44, The foregoing analysis would also suggest the ¥ahig issues be considered for inclusion in the
multi-year programme of work after 2010:

(a) Identification and management of threats to biodiNg (Articles 7(c) and 8(1));
(b) Biodiversity and its contribution to human well-bgj including poverty elimination;
(© Ecosystem restoration and species recovery (Ar@fleand 9);

(d) Handling of benefits and risks of biotechnologyt{@le 15 and 8(g));

(e) Further consideration of sustainable use and ingemheasures (Articles 10 and 11)
including engagement of local communities (10(c)) &he private sector (10(e)).
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VIl. DRAFT DECISION
45, The Conference of the Parties may wish to adogicagstbn along the following lines::
The Conference of the Parties
Recallingits paragraph 2 of its decision VIII/15 .by whighdecided to consider at its ninth
meeting the process for revising and updating thrat&ic Plan with a view to adopting a revised
Strategic Plan at the tenth meeting of the Conferesf the Parties, as well as other relevant daussi
including paragraph 2 of decisions VIII/8 and pasgip 10 of decision VIII/9 (paragraph 10).

Taking noteof the note by the Executive Secretary on updadmdjrevision of the Strategic Plan
(UNEP/CBD/COP/9/14/Add.1), anmibtingin particular:

(a) The continuing relevance of the goals and targéth® Strategic Plan and associated
framework;

(b) The need for short term targets or milestones dodgterm target or vision;

(© The value of providing a framework for national,darwhere possible, quantitative,
targets;

(d) The need to address the drivers of biodiversitys lasd to integrate biodiversity
considerations into relevant sectoral and crostea#cpolicies, programme and strategies and pranni
processes;

(e) The need to consider obstacles to implementatiagheoConvention;

() The need for capacity building and resource maddiian

(9) The need for effective monitoring and reporting

(h) The need to aim for universal membership of thev@ation;

0] The need to address objectives related to the g&aréaProtocol on Biosafety;
()] The desirability of a short, focused strategic plan
1. Establishesan inter-sessional process to prepare a drafsedvand updated Strategic

Plan for consideration by the Conference of thdi®aat its tenth session, comprising:
(a) Further submissions from Parties and observers;

(b) A synthesis/analysis of issues prepared by thee®maat, prepared in conjunction with
the third edition of the Global Biodiversity Outkjo

(c) Examination of the outcome-oriented goals and targand associated indicators by the
Subsidiary on Scientific, Technical and Technolagidvice;

(d) A meeting of an expert group, with members dravedpminately from Parties;
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2. Decidesto adopt at its tenth meeting a multi-year progreof work for the period
2010-2016, consistent with the updated and re\Bsetegic Plan;
3. Invites Parties and observers to submit further viewshenrévision and updating of the

Strategic Plan, and, encourages them, in prepatbgnissions, to facilitate dialogue among different
sectors of government and society;

4. Requestghe Subsidiary on Scientific, Technical and Tedbg@al Advice to examine,
the outcome-oriented goals and targets, and assdciandicators contained in the annex to
decision VIII/15, with a view to recommending adjuents, if and where necessary, taking into account
the third edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlodgor the latest draft thereof), the analysis/sgsih
prepared by the Secretariat and further work byBieeliversity Indicators Partnership and the sdfent
community;

5. Requeststhe Executive Secretary, bearing in mind the iatve schedule annexed to
this decision:

(a) To invite Parties and observers to submit views;

(b) To prepare a synthesis/analysis of issues releteatite revision and updating of the
Strategic Plan, drawing upon the note by the ExeeutSecretary on the subject
(UNEP/CBD/COP/9/14/Add.1), submissions of Partiesl @abservers, the fourth national reports, the
results of the in-depth reviews of the Conventigoregrames of work, and other material gathered for
the preparation of the third edition of the GloBaddiversity Outlook, and to submit the final versito
the expert group and the Conference of the Paatigs tenth meeting;

(© To convene a regionally-balanced meeting of an egpapplyingmutatis mutandishe
procedures for ad hoc technical expert groupsx&méne options for the revision and updating of the
Strategic Plan, using as a basis a preliminaryioers

(d) To prepare options for a multi-year programme oflwior the period 2010-2016 for
consideration by the Conference of the Partiesadenth meeting.

* See paragraph 38 above.



