Resource Mobilisation

finding some positive steps forward?

David Duthie, CBD Secretariat
david.duthie@cbd.int

Resource Mobilization webpages: http://www.cbd.int/financial/
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Resource Mobilization — all day?!

0900-1000: Introduction
1000-1100: The GEF — what can we do with them — can we do without them?
1130-1300: The Strategy for Resource Mobilization, the Reporting Framework,

and National Financial Mobilization Strategies (Part )

1300-1430: Lunch (Group Photo)
1430-1600: Plugging the Gap - Innovative Financial Mechanisms
1600-1630: Recommendations and Conclusions

. diver 4
O S,
A fh@'«\
- Qrf e ¢ [
Convention on © ?"\i . 3
Biological Diversity & - ol %
-‘5"'5.; T4y



Global Environment Faclility (GEF)

Support to the CBD Strategic Plan for
Biodiversity 2011-2020
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GEF Funding for Biodiversity Enabling Activities

Generations of Enabling Activities

GEF Pilot | \ :
Phase
A JR{_/
~N

1st 2nd
Generation Generation
of GEF of GEF
Enabling Enabling

Activities Activities
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GEF Funding for Biodiversity Enabling Activities

GEF Funding History

Funding for Number of Total number of
countries that countries
benefitted eligible

NBSAP 139 157

CHM and 2NR 92 157

3NR 123 155

ANR 120 146

The GEF’s investment in Biodiversity Planning through GEF-4
exceeds

It also leveraged large amounts of co-funding,
although it is a full cost activity.




GEF 5 Biodiversity Focal Area Strategy

GOAL:
Conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity and maintenance of
ecosystem goods and services

(1) Improve (2) .Ma.instr.eam (3) Build (4) Build (5) Integrate CBD
sustainability biodiversity capacity to capacity on obligations into
of protected 5 :g';ii?;?:':& o implement access national planning
area systems use into Cartagena . processes through

. to genetic enabling activities
production Protocol on resources
landscapes/seas Biosafety : funded from Focal
capes and and benefit- Area Set asides
sectors sharing
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GEF 5 Biodiversity Focal Area Strategy

GOAL;mJ_‘ = L e
Conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity and maintenance of
ecosystem goods and services

OBJECTIVES -

‘ (5) Integrate .
! CBD obligations
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sustainability | Mainstrea - capacity
~ biodiversi " P 4 : . . .
of prOtECted consewatigyn Implement on access " into nat.lonai BIOd Ive rSIty
area systems and Cartagena 0 penetic planning _
sustainable Protocol on prost s Enablmg
licainto e resources through .
production Blosafely and enabling Activities
landscapes/se benefit- activities
ascsaelztegrgnd sharing funded from

Focal Area Set
asides

System for Transparent Allocation of
Resources (STAR) set by Global
BlodlverS|ty Index (GBI) for NBSAP
plementation via regular GEF _
But, funding for SO5

ﬂ J%onventmn on “capped” at

Focal Area Set-Aside (FAS)
“up to $500,000” for BD-EAs
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GEF funding for Enabling Activities

 GEF-5 Enabling Activity support is provided for:

— revising National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans
(NBSAPS) in line with the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-
2020;

— Implementation of guidance related to the Clearing House
Mechanism (CHM); and

— 5t Biodiversity National Report.
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GEF funding in Total

 The average annual amount of biodiversity funding from the
Global Environment Facility was US$240 million in the GEF-3
replenishment period (2002-2006) and US$257 million in the
GEF-4 replenishment period (2006-2010);

 The nominal annual increase was close to 2%, and to a large
extent, helped offset the impact of inflation during the same
period;

o 77 (56%) of 138 recipient countries saw an increase in
average annual funding for biodiversity from the Global
Environment Facility over the two periods.
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The Future?

GEF-6

2014-2018
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GEF-6 Needs Assessment

Assessment on the funding needs for the sixth

replenishment of the Global Environment Facility
http://www.cbd.int/financial/ COP-11-preparations/gefoneeds.shtmi

In decision X/26 the Conference of the Parties adopted terms of reference for
a full assessment of the amount of funds that are necessary to assist
developing countries and countries with economies in transition, in
accordance with the guidance provided by the Conference of the Parties, In
fulfilling their commitments under the Convention for the sixth replenishment
period (2014-2018) of the Global Environment Facility Trust Fund.

The first draft of the report on the full assessment of the amount of funds
needed for the implementation of the Convention for GEF-6 was presented
during the fourth meeting of the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on
Re/vi/ew c/)f Implementation of the Convention as document UNEP/CBD/WG-
RI/4/INF/10.
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GEF-6 Needs Assessment

WGRI-4 took note of the preliminary conclusions of the expert group as
summarized in the annex to UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/4/7 and requested the expert
group, with the support of the Executive Secretary, to further develop the
report for the consideration of the Conference of the Parties at its eleventh
meeting, taking into account:

 The views expressed by Parties and observers at the fourth meeting of the
Working Group on Review of Implementation of the Convention;

» Additional views submitted by Parties, other Governments and organizations prior
to 30 June 2012;

* Work conducted by the high-level panel on financing for biodiversity, co-sponsored
by India and the United Kingdom; and

» Other relevant technical information on the costs of implementing the Strate%_ic
Praf for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and achieving the Aichi Biodiversity Target&s: s 2.
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GEF-6 Needs Assessment

WGRI-4 also reminded Parties to provide the Secretariat with the data and
Information requested in the Executive Secretary’s notifications regarding the
GEF-6 funding needs assessment.

Comments on the full assessment and information on financial needs
assessment, making use of the GEF-6 questionnaire, can be sent to
GEF6.Needs@cbd.int

Relevant documents:
*The Financial Mechanism: Review of GEF-5 and needs for GEF-6 (UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/4/7)

*Full Assessment of the Amount of Funds Needed for the Implementation of the Convention for
the Sixth Replenishment Period of the Trust Fund of the Global Environment Facility
(UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/4/INF/10)

eQuestionnaire on the GEF-6 Needs Assessment
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How much are Parties currently spending on
environment?

Average percentage of environmental expenditure of central
governments of some 40 countries has stayed around 0.2 per
cent of GDP over the period between 2002 and 2010, and the
average percentage of “total” governments including lower levels
of government has been around 0.7 percent of GDP.

Globally, national budgetary support to biodiversity and
ecosystem services is estimated to be in the range of US$15
billion - $45 billion in 2010.

If 0.1 % of global GDP had been allocated for biodiversity and
ecosystem services, it would have provided US$63 billion in
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How much are we spending on biodiversity?
What will it cost to achieve the Aichi Targets?
What are the funding gaps?

How can we fill the gaps?

Global and national perspectives.
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How much are Parties currently spending on

environment?
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ODA for Biodiversity

(Estimated from OECD Rio Markers)
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USD 104 billion in 2006
(of which $19 billion in debt relief)!

Biodiversity
finance in a
wider context

+«——— 2.8% for biodiversity
(2002-05 average)?

USD 647 billion in 2006
(Global Dev. Finance 2007)3



Estimates of the current and future scale of biodiversity finance
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Less precise
estimates of
gaps & needs

Less control
over resources

Enabling activities

Core Biodiversity

Mainstreaming
Biodiversity

Ecosystem-based
adaptation etc

Sustainable economy




Size and control of funds vary with their purpose

Purpose

Facilitating biodiversity planning
implementation and monitoring

Core Biodiversity activities: surveys;
protected areas; regulation etc

Mainstreaming in agriculture,
forestry, fisheries, .... education etc

Adaptation to climate change; C
sequestration

Green economy (sustainable
production and consumption)

Size

$S

5SS

5555

555555

Source and Budget

Domestic budget or ODA
Environment Ministry Budget

Domestic budget, ODA and other
sources

Environment Ministry Budget

Domestic budget, ODA, PES, subsidy
reform and other sources

Budgets of other ministries and
private sector

Climate-related finance

All sources
All budgets



US government spending on biodiversity

1. What was the total in FY2008?  US$ 81.4 billion
2. What was the rank (federal, state, local)?

Federal: US$
15.8 bhillion

State: US$
Local: US$ = 6 bill
11 : lion
60 billion
~odiverg .
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US public & private spending on biodiversity

4

What is the rank (government, charity, market)?

USS$ billions ( 2005-08)
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How much are Parties currently spending on

environment?

Chile- Expendihore on Natural Reseurces and Biodiversity 2002

Componente
Partida Total Total Gasto

Flora |Fauna | Ecosist. | Paisaje | Biodiv. %o Amb.
Ministerio de Apniculiura 7.555|3.242 |7.041 |2.683 |20.521 3390160376
Ministerio de Bienes
Macionales (1] L] 109 0 1949 9707 | 205
Ministerio de Defensza 9 18 48 Q4 174 3,74 |4.655
Ministerio de Econom:a (1] 24 1.257 |15 1206 17.30]7.493
Ministerio de Educacion 12 880 | 241 0 1133 41,05 | 2.760
Ministerio de Mineria (1] 0 2 18 20 0,89 |2.238
Ministerio de Obras Publicas | 106 [120 |46 53 32 1806 |16.617
Ministerio de Planificacion v
Coop. (1] Q 2 58 &0 201 |2.986
Ministerio de Felaciones
Exteriores (1] 0 0 0 0 0,00 |1.537
Ministerio de Salud (1] L] 0 0 0 0,00 |20.637
Ministerio de Transporte v
Telecom. (1] 0 0 0 0 0,00 |613
Ministerio de Vivienda y
Urbanismo 0 1] 0 G6.627 |662T 62,04 10.529
Ministerio del Interior 38 111 |1175 3402 |4726 14,60 32,169
Ministerio Sec. Gral. De la
Presid. 18 18 o1 0 127 1,12 |11.373
Total por Componente 7738|4413 |10.102 | 12,955 [35.208 20.21|174.188
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What are countries total resource needs?

Estonia: BDAP need for financing in years 2000-2005

Sector _Meed for financing (1000 eek) %
1. Biotechnology 140 050 8.2
2. Education 131 510 5.8
3. Landscape aspects in planning and land management B4 725 4.2
4. Agriculture 382 405 174
&. Forestry g2 70 2.8
8. Hunting 3 870 0.2
7. Fishing 24 735 1.1
8. Mational defence 2 020 0.1
8. Border control 3 000D 0.1
10. Industry 1 144 825 50.7
11. Transport 88 285 43
12. Tourism 100 830 4.5
13. Nature conservation 80 845 2.7
BDAP total 2 260 130 _100.0
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What are countries total resource needs?

Convent
Biologic

Conniry Cost estimares off national biodiversity stratesivs and action plans

Algeria (1997) - 5365 hillion for national hiodversity strategy and action plan

EBahamas {19949 Arcand U553 mallicm for nine paoject proposals

Bangladesh (200100  US3327 million for bécdiversity programme of actions 2020

Belize (1008) Arcand US548.7 million for action plan

Benin (302 US40 million for four-year action plan

Botswana (2004} US543 million for action plan

Brazl (20100 U531 594 billion for protected areas syssem

Barldna Faso 55537 mollion for nasional action plan i the Geld of hiodnersity

(1999)

Ihmiqmm US327.6 muillion for 16 project ideas

Cameroon {1997) US5 11 milkion for its five-year strategy

Central African 175314 mullion for action plan

Republic (2000)

China (2001) 55798 mollion fior anmmal imcremental costs for mmplementing, the Comvention

DR Conpo (2002) US3180 million

Ezvot (1098 Arpand Eimhmfumcﬁmmmmmflmmﬂi}

Faji (2003) UE565 !hipquﬂnﬁ

Cremada (20000 Lﬁlﬁmﬁnhmmm

Guinea (2002) US552 million for 68 projects

{azyama (1996) U533 million

Lebanon mﬁlﬁniﬂlmmshtmlmﬂlhmmaﬂlﬁﬂdhhlgmh-
siratesy mplementation

Malawi (1998) About USS 32 million

Moldava (2005) Pmnhnﬂvlﬂ?ﬂhniﬂl#ﬂiiﬁﬂﬂhﬂmm
mational stategy and action plan

Eq',thaﬂsmﬂ-]j U5512.3 million fora list of projects

St Eitts and Mevis — TW5%5 44 moiltion for a list of poojects

5t Vincent and the - USPI565 million for pononty actions:

Grenadines (2000) |

Trimidsd amd US54 58 nllion

Tobago (2010)

Yemen (2005) [Eidﬂjuﬂlh&ﬁrmw
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Main Section

| Introduction (setting the

scene and providing the
rationale)

Il National Biodiversity
Strategy

lll. National Biodiversity
Action Plan

IV. Implementation plans

V. Institutional,
monitoring and

reporting.

Chapter or Sub-section

1. Values of biodiversity and ecosystem services in the country and their
contribution to Human well-being

2. Causes and consequences of biodiversity loss
3. Constitutional, legal and institutional framework

4. Lessons learned from the earlier NBSAP(s) and the process of developing
the updated NBSAP.

5. Long term vision

6. Principles governing the strategy

7. Main goals or priority areas

8. National Targets (SMART)

9. National actions to achieve the strategy, with milestones
10. Application of the NBSAP to sub-national entities

11. Sectoral Action - mainstreaming into development, poverty reduction and
climate change plans

12. Plan for capacity development for NBSAP implementation, including a
technology needs assessment

13. Communication and outreach strategy for the NBSAP.
14. Plan for resource mobilization for NBSAP implementation
15. National Coordination Structures

16. Clearing House Mechanism

17. Monitoring and Evaluation



Outputs of the Country-specific resource mobilization strategy

A. Economic rationale for investment in biodiversity;

B. Analysis of existing mechanisms for the generation and delivery of
funds at the national level (including national budget);

C. Assessment of funding needs for implementation of the NBSAP
(achievement of the national and Aichi targets).

This may include:

--- precise needs for core biodiversity activities and in the shorter
short term

--- more general assessment of broader activities and in the
longer term

D. (Proposals for) Policy and institutional change, eg: establishment
of new funds
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Principles for the Country-specific resource mobilization strategy

Understand: existing sources; budget cycle
Identify opportunities for new sources
Mainstream - persuade others to spend or reallocate their money

Involve others; get ownership over biodiversity-friendly activities

YV V. V VY V

Reform - look for opportunities to save money by ceasing support
to activities harmful to biodiversity

Leverage funds under your control
Make the economic case

Innovate

YV V V VY

Move beyond a “shopping list” Look not just for funds for projects,
but for strategic/ policy/ institutional changes that will mobilize
additional resources
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What are countries total resource needs?

Globally speaking, funding needs for implementing the
conservation and sustamable use commitments of the
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 in developing
countries are expected to be around $60 billion per

annum 1n 2010 and can go up to $150 billion per annum
in 2020.

Possible interim target can be that, by 2014, all
countries will have identified and reported funding
needs, gaps and priorities, and this target should
be renewed for 2018.
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