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Pl ease provide sunmary i nformation on the process by which this report
has been prepared, including information on the types of stakehol ders
who have been actively involved in its preparation and on nmaterial which
was used as a basis for the report

Preparation of this report was coordinated by the Biodiversity Convention
Ofice (BCO of Environnent Canada. The report was devel oped in three
phases.

Phase 1 - involved the provision of input by federal subject matter |eads who
could bring a national perspective to their particular area of interest (eg.
Agriculture, forestry, nmarine & coastal). Each federal lead was invited to
consult as appropriate within their constituency on proposed responses.

Aliterature and web search were al so used to provide exanpl es and
illustrations as well as to substantiate responses. A bibliography of

rel evant publications is attached to this report. Sonme internet references
are also provided in relevant sections.

A first draft of the report was then circulated to the federa
Interdepartnmental Conmittee on Biodiversity in order to seek coments,
suggested revisions or additions fromthe broader federal comunity.

Phase 2 - involved soliciting comments/input fromprovincial and territoria
gover nnent s.

Phase 3 - involved soliciting comrents/input from non-government
st akehol ders (eg. private sector, non-government organi sations, etc).

The final report will be posted on the Biodiversity Convention Ofice (BCO
web site and will also be available in hard copy fromthe BCO

A list of material that was used as the basis for the report is provided at
the end of this document. Please note that this |list represents only a
sanpl e of references, and not a conprehensive |ist.




Pl ease provide information on any particul ar circunstances in your
country that are relevant to understanding the answers to the questions
in this report

An under st andi ng of Canada's political conplexity and geography is critica
to understanding the answers to the questions in this report.

In Canada, responsibility for the environnent and biodiversity is shared by
the federal government, ten provincial governnents, three territoria
governnents, and |ocal governments. Aboriginal comunities have a great
interest in the environnent and biodiversity issues, and in sone instances
aborigi nal governnents may exercise jurisdiction or authority over aspects of
these matters pursuant to self-governnent arrangenents. Private citizens and
i ndustry also have a large interest in biodiversity issues, wth about 10% of
Canada’ s | and- base being privately owned.

The size of the country, including extrene regional variations, also nakes it
difficult to access infornmation on all biodiversity related prograns,
policies and initiatives across Canada.

These circunstances create a chall enge when asked to answer questions froma
conpr ehensi ve “national” perspective. Therefore, responses are sometines

wei ghted towards a federal perspective. However, the input and activities of
other |evels of governnent and other interested stakehol ders have al so been

i ncorporated as much as possible, to provide the nbst conplete picture of
Canada’ s progress on inplenenting the Convention on Biodiversity.




The COP has established programmes of work that respond to a nunber of
Articles. Please identify the relative priority accorded to each thene
and the adequacy of resources. This will allow subsequent information on
i npl enentati on of each Article to be put into context. There are other
questions on inplenentation of the programes of work at the end of
t hese gui del i nes.

I nl and wat er ecosystens

1. What is the relative priority for inplenentation of this work programe in your
country?

a) High X

b) Medi um

c) Low

d) Not rel evant

2. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recommendat i ons nade?

a) Good

b) Adequate

c) Limting X

d) Severely limting

Marine and coastal biological diversity

3. What is the relative priority for inplenmentation of this work programme in your
country?

a) High X

b) Medi um

c) Low

d) Not rel evant

4. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
reconmendat i ons nade?

a) Good

b) Adequate

c) Limting X

d) Severely limting

Agricul tural biological diversity

5. What is the relative priority for inplenmentation of this work progranmme in your
country?

a) High X

b) Medi um

c) Low

d) Not rel evant




6. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recommendat i ons made?

a) Good

b) Adequate

c) Limting X

d) Severely limting

Forest biological diversity

7. What is the relative priority for inplenentation of this work programme in your
country?

a) High X
b) Medi um

c) Low

d) Not rel evant

8. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
reconmendat i ons nade?

a) Good

b) Adequate

c) Limting X

d) Severely limting

Bi ol ogi cal diversity of dry and sub-humnid | ands

9. What is the relative priority for inplenentation of this work programme in your
country?

a) High
b) Medi um X
c) Low

d) Not rel evant

10. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recommendat i ons nade?

a) Good

b) Adequate X

c) Limting

d) Severely limting




Further conments on work progranmes and priorities

Canada attaches a high priority to the conservati on and sustai nabl e use of
bi odi versity under each of the thematic areas of work (inland water
ecosystens, narine and coastal biological diversity, agricultural biologica
diversity, forest biological diversity) with the possible exception of dry
and sub-humid | ands, which are a sonewhat |ower priority for Canada.

Conpar ativel y speaki ng, Canada may be vi ewed as having a greater capacity to
address each of these thenmatic areas than other countries. However, it is
the view of many that, although nuch has been acconplished, nore could and
shoul d be done but we are often be linmted by avail abl e resources.

Areas where additional investnent of resources could greatly enhance nationa
policies and progranms include, inter alia, research and inventory, and
nonitoring and data managenent. Additional resources would also help

accel erate the conpletion of Canada’s networks of protected areas, including
mari ne protected areas.




Article 5 Cooperation

11. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

12. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomendat i ons made?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Canada shares a number of watersheds with the U.S,, its neighbours to the south. Migratory species such asthe
monarch butterfly and many neo-tropical birds which breed in Canada winter in the U.S. and Mexico, aswell asin
South America, Central America and Caribbean countries. Co-operation among Canada, the United States and
Mexico in particular isimportant to conservation efforts of speciesin North America. Canada also places high
emphasis on co-operation with arctic nations and is a contracting party to a number of multilateral environmental
agreements.

13. I's your country actively cooperating with other Parties in respect of areas beyond
national jurisdiction for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of bi ol ogi cal
di versity?

a) bilateral cooperation (please give details bel ow)

b) international programes (please give details bel ow)

c) international agreenents (please give details bel ow)

Decision IV/4. Status and trends of the biological diversity of inland
wat er ecosystens and options for conservation and sustai nabl e use

14. Has your country devel oped effective cooperation for the sustai nabl e nanagenent of
transboundary wat ersheds, catchnments, river basins and m gratory species through
bilateral and nultilateral agreenents?

a) no

b) yes - limted extent (please give details bel ow)

c) yes - significant extent (please give details bel ow) X
d) not applicable

Deci sion I V/15. The relationship of the CBD with the CSD and
bi odi versity-rel ated conventions, other international agreenents,
institutions and processes or rel evance

15. Has your country devel oped managenent practices for transboundary protected areas?

a) no

b) yes - limted extent (please give details bel ow) X

c) yes - significant extent (please give details bel ow)

d) not rel evant




Deci sion V/21. Co-operation with other bodies

16. Has your country collaborated with the International Biodiversity Qobservation Year
of DI VERSI TAS, and ensured conplenentarity with the initiative foreseen to be
undertaken by the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization and
the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity to increase scientific

know edge and public awareness of the crucial role of biodiversity for sustainable
devel opnent ?

a) no

b) to a limted extent X

c) to a significant extent

Decision V/27. Contribution of the Convention on Biological Diversity
to the ten-year review of progress achieved since the United Nations
Conf erence on Environment and Devel opnent

17. I's your country planning to highlight and enphasi ze bi ol ogi cal diversity
considerations in its contribution to the ten-year revi ew of progress since the Earth
Summi t ?

a) no

b) yes X

Further conments on inplementation of this Article

In support of Goal 5 of the Canadian Biodiversity Strategy — to participate
ininternational efforts to coordinate and enhance activities related to the
conservation of biodiversity and sustainabl e use of biological resources —
Canada is devel oping a nodul e on international cooperation on biodiversity.
The following are a few exanples of initiatives in support of the Convention
that are outlined in that nodule.

Canada is an active participant in a nunber of international environnmenta
and trade agreenents whose goals relate to the conservation and sustai nabl e
use of biological resources. |In addition, biodiversity considerations are a
key elenent to participating in the devel opment of new protocols or sub-
agreenents under existing agreenents or conventions. These agreenents
include, but are not limted to: UN Convention to Conbat Desertification
Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of WIld Fauna and
Flora (CITES); Ranmsar Convention on Wetl ands of International |nportance;
Convention on the Protection of Mgratory Birds in Canada and the United
States; and the soon to be ratified UN Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks
and H ghly Mgratory Fish Stocks.

Cooperation activities also include regional and international partnerships
to inprove scientific understanding of regional biodiversity issues and to
take action on its conservation. For exanple, cooperation on understanding
regi onal biodiversity is coordinated through the North Anmerican Agreenent on
Envi ronment al Cooperati on (see below), the North Anerican Wbrking G oup on
Envi ronment al Enforcenent, and the North Anerican Waterfow Managenent Pl an
( NAVWP) .

Sonme further exanples of specific cooperative initiatives are outlined bel ow




I nternational Joint Commi ssion (1JC

The International Joint Conm ssion (ww.ijc.org) has been working with the
governments of both Canada and the United States since 1909, to assist in
managi ng waters along the border. |In addition to the Great Lakes-St

Law ence River system the Conm ssion has continuing responsibilities in
several areas (Kootenay, Gsoyoos, and Colunbia rivers in the west; St. Mry,
M1k and Souris River across the prairies; and St. Croix River and Rainy Lake
systemin the east). Wrk of the 1JC includes assisting governments in
achieving their goals of inproving water quality, including concerns for

bi odi versity and the recent release of a report on alien invasive species in
the Great Lakes basin. The IJC al so coordinates the G eat Lakes Water

Qual ity Agreenent for Canada and the United States.

Great Lakes Water Quality Agreenent

The Agreenent, first signed in 1972 and renewed in 1978, expresses the
conmi t nent of each country to restore and naintain the chenmical, physical and
bi ol ogi cal integrity of the Great Lakes Basin Ecosystem and includes a number
of objectives and guidelines to achieve these goals. It reaffirns the rights
and obligation of Canada and the United States under the Boundary Waters
Treaty and has becone a major focus of Conm ssion activity.

North Anmerican Conmi ssion for Environnental Cooperation (CEC

The Conmi ssion for Environmental Cooperation (ww.cec.org) is an

i nternational organization created by Canada, Mexico and the United States
under the North American Agreement on Environmental Cooperation (NAAEC). The
CEC was established to address regi onal environmental concerns, help prevent
potential trade and environnmental conflicts, and to pronpote the effective
enforcenent of environnmental |aw. CEC supports several projects under the
Conservation of Biodiversity programarea — activities include assisting in
t he devel opnent and inplenmentation of a Strategic Plan for the Conservation
of Biodiversity in North America.

Arctic Council and the Arctic Environnental Protection Strategy (AEPS)

In 1997, the Arctic Council was established as a high-1evel consensus
organi zati on founded on the principles of circunpolar cooperation
coordi nation and interaction to address the issues of sustainable
devel opnent, including environnental protection, of conmon concern to Arctic
states and northerners (ww. arctic-council.org). The Council has integrated
the former prograns of the AEPS, the purpose of which was to support the
Convention on Biodiversity. The objectives of the Arctic Environmental
Protection Strategy were:

e to protect the Arctic ecosystens, including humans;

e to provide for the protection, enhancenent and restoration of
environnental quality and sustainable utilization of natural resources,
i ncluding their use by |ocal populations and indi genous peoples in the
Arctic;

e to recognize and, to the extent possible, seek to accommpdate the
tradi tional and cultural needs, values and practices of indigenous
peopl es as determ ned by thenselves, related to the protection of the
Arctic environnent;

 toreviewregularly the state of the Arctic environnent;




10

e« toidentify, reduce and, as a final goal, elimnate pollution
Four progranmmes, established under the AEPS and continued under the Arctic
Council, support arctic environnental protection an conservation through
noni toring and assessnent, conservation of flora and fauna, environnenta
ener gency preparedness and marine protection

I nt ernati onal Mbddel Forest Network

The International Mdel Forest Network (www. idrc.ca/infn/) was created as an
outgrowt h of the successful Canadi an Model Forest Network, started two years
earlier to strengthen the sustai nabl e nanagenent of Canadi an forests. The
Net wor k was | aunched in 1992 by Canada at UNCED, and now has severa

i nternational nodel forests sites, established or under devel opnent in
Canada, Mexico, Russia, the United States, Chile, Argentina, Japan and

Mal aysia. The Network's vision is to foster cooperation and collaboration in
t he advancenent of nanagenent, conservation and sustai nabl e devel opnent of
forest resources, through a world-w de network of working nodel forests.

I nternati onal Peace Parks (I1PP)

The first Canada-US | PP was established on the Canada-US border in 1932, from
two previously existing national parks. There are now five | PP being nmanaged
by Canada and the US as a shared ecosystem For exanple, cooperation wthin
the Waterton/d acier IPP area is reflected in wildlife and vegetation
managenent, with stewardship efforts being shared between governnents.

US- Canada Franewor k for Cooperation

In 1997, the US and Canadi an governments signed the Franework for Cooperation
Bet ween the US and Canada for the Protection and Recovery of WId Species at
Ri sk. The goal of the Framework is to prevent popul ations of wld species
shared by the US and Canada from becom ng extinct as a consequence of human
activity, through the conservation of wild popul ations and the ecosystens on
whi ch they depend.

North American Bird Conservation Initiative (NABCl)

Canada has a long history of cooperation throughout North Anerica for the
conservation of migratory bird species (e.g. Mgratory Birds Convention Act).
The recently established NABCI is a coordinated effort anbng Canada, the US
and Mexico with a goal to mamintain the diversity and abundance of all North
Anerican birds. This goal will be reached through integration of existing
initiatives for bird conservation. |Inportant habitat and | and-use issues
wi || be addressed through joint venture partnerships in each Bird
Conservation Region (BCR), simlar to those already undertaken under the
North American Waterfow Managenment Plan (NAWWP). This initiative should
create a significant increase in the level of cooperation across North
Anerica. Mre information on NABCI can be obtai ned at www.bsc-eoc.org/nabci.html.
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Article 6 General neasures for conservati on and sustai nabl e use

18. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

19. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomendat i ons made?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Before agreeing to ratify the Convention, Mnisters wanted to ensure that Canada was

positioned to act on that commitnent. As such, Mnisters of a nunber of environnment

and resource councils met in advance of Canada’s ratification to agree on a follow up
pl an whi ch included devel opnment of a Canadi an Bi odiversity Strategy.

20. What is the status of your national biodiversity strategy (6a)?

a) none

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) conpletedl

e) conpleted and adopt ed2

f) reports on inplenentation avail abl e

21. What is the status of your national biodiversity action plan (6a)?

a) none

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment X

d) conpl eted2

e) conpleted and adopt ed2

f) reports on inplenentation avail abl e X

22. Do your national strategies and action plans cover all articles of the Convention
(6a)?

a) sone articles only

b) nost articles X

c) all articles

1/ Please provide information requested at the end of these guidelines.
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23. Do your national strategies and action plans cover integration of other sectoral
activities (6b)?

a) no

b) sone sectors

c) all mmjor sectors X

d) all sectors

Decision I1/7 and Decision I11/9 Consideration of Articles 6 and 8

24. |s action being taken to exchange i nformati on and share experi ence on the national
action planning process with other Contracting Parties?

a) little or no action

b) sharing of strategies, plans and/or case-studies X

c) regional neetings

25. Do all of your country's strategies and action plans include an international
cooper ati on conponent ?

a) no

b) yes X

26. Are your country’s strategies and action plans coordinated with those of
nei ghbouring countri es?

a) no

b) bilateral/nultilateral discussions under way

c) coordinated in sone areas/thenes X

d) fully coordinated

e) not applicable

27. Has your country set nmeasurable targets within its strategies and action pl ans?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) programme in place

e) reports on inplenentation avail abl e

If a devel oping country Party or a Party with econony in transition -

28. Has your country received support fromthe financial nechanismfor the preparation
of its national strategy and action plan?

a) no

b) yes

If yes, which was the | nplenenting Agency (UNDP/ UNEP/ Worl| d Bank) ?
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Decisions 111/21. Relationship of the Convention with the CSD and
bi odi versity-rel ated conventi ons

29. Are the national focal points for the CBD and the conpetent authorities of the
Ramsar Convention, Bonn Convention and Cl TES cooperating in the inplenmentation of
t hese conventions to avoid duplication?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

Following ratification of the CBD by Canada, M nisters tasked a Federal -
Provincial -Territorial Wrk Goup on Biodiversity with the devel opnment of a
Canadi an Bi odiversity Strategy. The Strategy was devel oped over a three-year
period with input froma w de range of stakeholders, including the private
sector, indigenous groups, conservation organi sati ons and academ a. The
Strategy was endorsed by all jurisdictions in April 1996. Each jurisdiction
was to report on howit was inplenenting or planned to inplenent the
Strategy.

To date, the federal government and a number of provincial governnents have
produced inplenmentation reports and/or action plans. Sone resource

i ndustri es have al so devel oped bi odiversity plans or strategies. For exanple,
various strategi es and action plans have been devel oped for protected areas,
forestry, wildlife, stewardship, |and use, sustainable devel opnent,
agriculture, fisheries, mning, etc.

At a neeting in Septenber 2001, federal, provincial and territorial WIldlife,
Forests, and Fisheries and Aquaculture Mnisters agreed to collaborate on
four inplenentation priorities for biodiversity issues of Canada-w de concern
outlined in the jointly prepared report, Wrking Together: Priorities for

Col | aborative Action to Inplenment the Canadi an Biodiversity Strategy 2001-
2006. The priorities are: to develop a biodiversity science agenda; enhance
capacity to report on status and trends; deal wth invasive alien species;
and engage Canadi ans by pronoting stewardship. Mnisterial endorsenent of
this report will result in the devel opnent of a national business plan for
each of these priority areas.
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Article 7 ldentification and nonitoring

30. What is the relative priority afforded to inplementation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

31. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomendat i ons made?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Al t hough Canada considers integrated nonitoring and assessment of biodiversity to be

important, capacity in this area has eroded over the past decade. Federal, provincial
and territorial governments have recogni zed the need to enhance Canada’s capacity to

nonitor and report on biodiversity status and trends. They are devel oping a plan for
col | aborative action which will address a nunber of science and capacity issues.

32. Does your country have an ongoi ng i nventory programre at species |level (7a)?

a) mninmal activity

b) for key groups (such as threatened or endenic species) or
i ndi cators

c) for a range of mmjor groups X

d) for a conprehensive range of species

33. Does your country have an ongoi ng i nventory progranme at ecosystem|level (7a)?

a) mniml activity

b) for ecosystens of particular interest only

c) for mmjor ecosystens X

d) for a conprehensive range of ecosystens

34. Does your country have an ongoi ng i nventory progranmme at genetic |level (7a)?

a) mnimal activity

b) mnor progranme in sone sectors

C) mmjor programe in sone sectors X

d) mmjor programme in all rel evant sectors

35. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring programes at species |level (7a)?

a) mniml activity

b) for key groups (such as threatened or endem c species) or X
i ndi cators
c) for a range of mmjor groups X

d) for a conprehensive range of species
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36. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring progranmes at ecosystem | evel (7b)?

a) mninmal activity
b) for ecosystens of particular interest only X
c) for mmjor ecosystens
d) for a conprehensive range of ecosystens
37. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring progranmes at genetic |level (7b)?
a) mninmal activity X
b) mi nor progranmme in some sectors
c) mmjor programe in sone sectors
d) mpjor programme in all rel evant sectors

38. Has your country identified activities with adverse affects on biodiversity (7c)?

a) |limted understanding
b) threats well known in sone areas, not in others X
c) nmost threats known, sonme gaps in know edge
d) conprehensive under st andi ng
e) reports avail able
39. I's your country nonitoring these activities and their effects (7c)?
a) no
b) early stages of progranmmre devel opnment X
c) advanced stages of programme devel opnment
d) progranmme in place
e) reports on inplenentation avail able
40. Does your country coordinate information collection and managenent at the national
| evel (7d)~?
a) no
b) early stages of programre devel opnment X
c) advanced stages of programme devel opnment
d) programme in place
e) reports on inplenentation avail able
Decision I11/10 ldentification, nonitoring and assessnent
41. Has your country identified national indicators of biodiversity?
a) no
b) assessnent of potential indicators underway X

c)

indicators identified (if so, please describe bel ow)
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42. |'s

your country using rapid assessnment and renote sensing techni ques?

a)

no

b)

assessi ng opportunities

c)

yes, to a limted extent

d)

yes, to a mmjor extent

e)

reports on inplenmentation avail abl e

43. Has your country adopted a “step-by-step”
initial

approach to inplenenting Article 7 with

enphasi s on identification of biodiversity conponents (7a) and activities
havi ng adverse effects on them (7c)?

a) no
b) not appropriate to national circunstances
c) yes X
44. | s your country cooperating with other Contracting Parties on pilot projects to

denonstrate the use of assessnent and indi cator net hodol ogi es?

a)

no

b)

yes (if so give details bel ow

X

45. Has your country prepared any reports of experience with application of assessment
net hodol ogi es and nade these avail able to other Contracting Parties?

a)

no

b)

yes

X

46. | s your country seeking to make taxonomi c information held in its collections nore

wi dely avail abl e?

a)

no rel evant collections

b)

no action

c)

yes (if so, please give details bel ow

Decision V/7. ldentification, nonitoring and assessnment, and indicators

47. |'s your country actively involved in co-operating with other countries in your
region in the field of indicators, nonitoring and assessnent ?

a) no

b) limted co-operation X
c) extensive co-operation on sone issues

d) extensive co-operation on a wi de range of issues

48. Has your country nmde avail abl e case studi es concerni ng the devel opnent and
i mpl ement ati on of assessnent, nonitoring and indicator progranmes?

a) no X
b) yes - sent to the Secretariat
c) yes — through the national CHM

d)

yes — other means (please specify)




17

49. |s your country assisting other Parties to increase their capacity to devel op
i ndi cator and nonitoring programes?

a) no

b) providing training

c) providing direct support

d) sharing experience

e) other (please describe) X

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

38. Threats are well known in sonme areas, but not in others. Certain
energi ng i ssues such as genetically nodified organi sns are not yet very well
understood. A better understanding exists for other issues, such as habitat
| oss and fragnentation, but a conplete national understandi ng of the
situation is still in devel opnent.

44, There are a nunber of initiatives where Canada co-operates on devel opi ng
i ndi cator nethodol ogi es. The State of the Great Lakes Conference
(SOLEC) held biennially between Canada and the United States is focussed
on devel oping a set of core indicators to represent the state of the
maj or ecosystem conponents of the Great Lakes. The SOLEC 2000
conference included pilot reporting on nore than 25 of the 80
i ndi cators.

Canada al so co-operates with other nmenbers of the CECD to devel op
environnental indicators that will allow countries to track

bi odi versity. For exanple, Canada is currently engaged with ot her OECD
countries in developing a set of agri-environmental indicators that wll
noni t or (anong ot her things) donestic and native agricultura

bi odi versity.

46. c) Metadata and inventory initiatives

49, e) Avariety of initiatives in devel opnent under |ILTER and the CEC (see
bel ow)

Bi odi versity remains both a cross-cutting issue and an indicator of ecosystem
change which is nost often a reflection of cumulative effects. It therefore
chal | enges exi sting agencies and jurisdictions who are focused on sub-areas
of the ecosystem (forestry, fish, water, Region, Province, whatever) and
specific stressors. They do not have resources to take on additiona
activities which are “outside the box” even when they nay wish to do so.
Initiatives such as EMAN (Envi ronmental Monitoring and Assessnent Network)
which try to bridge such limtations nust be resourced agai nst existing
priorities. Sound strategies for neeting Article 7 and other obligations
suffer in their inplenentation as a result. On the bright side,

bi odi versity is a good attribute to nonitor and use in driving adaptive
managenment mechani sms in working | andscapes (eg. benthic invertebrate
diversity in the EEM program) and EMAN i s nmeki ng progress in engagi ng
comunities, Parks and the voluntary sector in the coordi nated nonitoring of
bi odi versity using such a mechani sm
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Ecol ogi cal Mnitoring and Assessnent Network (EMAN)

The Ecol ogi cal Mnitoring and Assessnment Network (EMAN) is a national network
of nonitoring and research sites characterized by long term nulti-

di sciplinary studies (ww.cciw ca/eman-tenp/intro.htm). Sites within a
singl e ecozone are |loosely linked in an ecol ogical franework. Research and
nonitoring activities within the Ecol ogical Science Cooperatives of EVMAN
conduct studies related to (anmong other things) the cause and ecol ogi ca
consequences of environnental change, including species inventory, population
dynam cs and bi odiversity change. Partners in the network include all |evels
of governnent, international agencies, non-governnent organizations, academc
institutions, aboriginal and | ocal groups. EMAN is also supported by severa
vol unteer organi zations that enlist concerned Canadi ans for the collection of
scientifically reliable information

I nternational Long-Term Ecol ogi cal Research Network (ILTER)

EMAN al so represents Canada’s node on the International Long-Term Ecol ogi ca
Research Network (ILTER). This network currently represents a collaboration
of 21 countries, working together to pronmbte and enhance ecol ogi ca

noni toring across national and regional borders. Under ILTER, Canada is also
in the process of developing a wide variety of initiatives for assisting
other Parties to increase their capacity to devel op indicator and nonitoring
progr amns.

Conmittee on the Status of Endangered Wldlife in Canada ( COSEW C)

COSEW C (www. cosewi c.gc.ca) is a conmittee of representatives from federal
provincial, territorial and private agencies, as well as independent experts,
that assigns national status to species at risk in Canada. COSEW C has been
operating since 1978 to identify and designate the official, Canada-w de |ist
of species at risk. There are currently nore than 380 species on the
official list. |If the proposed federal Species at Ri sk Act (SARA) passes,
the law will give COSEWC the nandated responsibility for identifying and
assessi ng Canadi an species list and producing a list for those that are at
risk. This list will becone the basis for legal wildlife protection and
recovery measures as outlined by the bill

W1 d Species Report 2000: The General Status of Species in Canada

The 1996 Accord for the Protection of Species at R sk conmits federal
provincial and territorial Mnisters responsible for wildlife to “nonitor,
assess and report regularly on the status of all wild species”. |n response
to this commtnent, the WIld Species Report 2000 was produced, providing a
general status assessment for a broad cross-section of over 1,600 Canadi an
speci es. However, this only captures approxi mtely 2% of the over 70,000
descri bed species in Canada. The next WId Species Report, anticipated for
2005, will expand on the current |evel of know edge.

State of the Environnent Reporting

Identification and nonitoring activities are often reported through - and

conducted in support of — state of the environnent reports. The federa

government and several provinces have now produced state of the environnent

reports that track progress on a variety of indicators, including

bi odi versity. The majority of these reports use an ecosystem approach to

organi zing information, and are built on providing answers to five basic

guesti ons:

* What is happening to Canada’s environment? (environnental conditions and
t rends)
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Wiy is it happening? (link to human activities)

Wiy is it significant? (environmental, social and econom c consequences)

 \hat are Canadi ans doi ng about it? (nanagenent responses to environment al
change)

e |s this sustainable? (are human actions depleting natural capital ?)

O her sector or ecosystem based state of the environnent reports have al so

been produced, such as the State of the Forest, the State of the Parks, State

of the Cceans, Northern River Basins Study and the State of the G eat Lakes

reports. The Environment Canada National Indicators Programis devel oping

reports on a variety of indicators related to selected biodiversity issues,

such as forest biodiversity. Mre information is available fromthe State of

Canada’ s Envi ronnent | nfobase: ww. ec. gc.cal/soer-ree/english/default.cfm

Provincial Identification and Mnitoring Ilnitiatives

Provincial and territorial governnents maintain a variety of identification
and nonitoring initiatives. Sone exanples of these initiatives include the
Al berta Forest Biodiversity Mnitoring Program Northwest Territories Species
2000, the Manitoba Big Gane, Species at Risk, Birds, Anphibians and Reptil es,
and I nvertebrates Mnitoring Program and the Saskatchewan Biodiversity Action
Pl an, of which nonitoring is a major conponent. Information collected
through these initiatives is used to support national species status reports.

Public Participation in Environnmental Monitoring Prograns

Several ecosystem and species nonitoring prograns enlist the help of

Canadi ans for the collection of information, often froma local or provincia
perspective. National citizen nonitoring prograns include Wrmaatch,
Frogwat ch, and Roadwatch (a road kill nonitoring progran). O her
environnental nonitoring prograns include Nova Scotia Plantwatch, the
University of Al berta Devoni an Botanical Garden’s Plantwatch, and the
Headwat er Coalition’s “Green Wave Ontario”. Mre information on these
initiatives is available through EMAN: www. cci w. ca/ eman-tenp/intro. htm.

Canadi an Anphi bi an and Reptile Conservation Network (CARCNET)

CARCNET (egb-dqge. cci w. ca/ partners/carcnet/) represents one of severa
Canadi an initiatives conducted by non-government organi zati ons and academ c
institutions to inventory and nonitor species in Canada. CARCNET is a

net wor k of Canadi an bi ol ogi sts that nonitor anphibian and reptile
popul ati ons, working proactively to reverse the trends in habitat |oss.
CARCNET al so hel ps to co-ordinate public involvenent in frog and toad

noni tori ng prograns across Canada.

Canadi an Landbird Mnitoring Strategy (CLMS)

The CLMs was prepared as part of the Partners in Flight-Canada programto
provide a strategic franmework for the long-termnonitoring of Canada’s

| andbi rds and sel ected waterbirds. The goals of the partnership program are
to nonitor the status of all Canadian | andbirds and to ensure that nonitoring
infornmation is used for research and conservation. Mgratory species will be
nmoni tored through international co-ordination of nonitoring prograns.

Bi ol ogi cal Survey of Canada (Terrestrial Arthropods)

The Bi ol ogi cal Survey of Canada hel ps coordinate scientific research anong
speci ali sts on the Canadi an fauna of insects, mtes, and their relatives.
The Survey supports identification and nmonitoring initiatives through
progranms such as the Sustainable Arid G assland Ecosystenms (SAGE) Project,
the goal of which is to acquire a biodiversity database on arthropods in
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Canadi an grassl and ecosystens (western and arctic regions).

Thi s

bi odi versity benchmark will function as a reference point against which

ecosystem change can be assessed froma biotic standpoint.
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Decision 1V/1 Report and recommendations of the third nmeeting of SBSTTA

[ part]
50. Has your country carried out a national taxonom c needs assessnent, and/or held
wor kshops to determ ne national taxonomic priorities?
a) no
b) early stages of assessnent X
c) advanced stages of assessment
d) assessnent conpl eted
51. Has your country devel oped a national taxonom c action plan?
a) no
b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) action plan in place

e) reports on inplenentation avail abl e

52. |Is your country nmaking avail abl e appropriate resources to enhance the availability
of taxonom c information?
a) no X

b) yes, but this does not cover all known needs adequately

c) yes, covering all known needs

53. |s your country encouraging bilateral and nultilateral training and enpl oynent
opportunities for taxonom sts, particularly those dealing with poorly known
or gani sns?
a) no X

b) sone opportunities

c) significant opportunities

54. |s your country investing on a long-termbasis in the devel opnment of appropriate
infrastructure for your national taxononic collections?
a) no

b) sone investnent

c) significant investment

55.

I's your country encouragi ng partnershi ps between taxonom c institutions in

devel oped and devel opi ng countries?

a) no

b) yes — stated policy

c) yes — systematic national progranme

56.

Has your country adopted any international agreed |evels of collection housing?

a) no

b) under review

c) being inmplenented by sone collections
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d) being inplenmented by all major collections

57. Has your country provided training programes in taxonomny?
a) no
b) sone X
c) nmany
58. Has your country reported on neasures adopted to strengthen national capacity in
taxonony, to designate national reference centres, and to nake i nformati on housed
in collections available to countries of origin?
a) no
b) yes — in the previous national report

c) yes — via the clearing-house nmechani sm

d) yes - other nmeans (please give details bel ow) X
59. Has your country taken steps to ensure that institutions responsible for
bi ol ogi cal diversity inventories and taxonom c activities are financially and
adm ni stratively stabl e?
a) no
b) under review X

c) yes for sone institutions

d) yes for all mmjor institutions

60. Has your country assisted taxonom c institutions to establish consortia to conduct
regi onal projects?
a) no
b) under review X
c) yes — limted extent

d) yes — significant extent

61. Has your country given special attention to international funding of fellowships
for specialist training abroad or for attracting internati onal experts to national
or regional courses?

a) no

b) under review

c) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

62. Has your country provided programres for re-training of qualified professionals
nmovi ng i nto taxonomy-related fiel ds?
a) no X
b) sone

c) many
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further

63. Has your country identified its information requirenents in the area of taxonony,

and assessed its national capacity to neet these requirenents?

a) no
b) basic assessnent X
c) thorough assessnent
64. Has your country established or consolidated taxonom c reference centres?
a) no X
b) yes
65. Has your country worked to increase its capacity in the area of taxononic
research?
a) no X
b) yes
66. Has your country comunicated i nformati on on programes, projects and initiatives
for consideration as pilot projects under the d obal Taxonomy Initiative to the
Executive Secretary?
a) no X
b) yes
67. Has your country designated a national d obal Taxonony Initiative focal point
linked to other national focal points?
a) no
b) yes X
68. Has your country participated in the devel opnent of regional networks to
facilitate information-sharing for the G obal Taxonony Initiative?
a) no
b) yes X

69.

a devel opi ng country Party or Party with econony in transition -

Has your country sought resources through the financial mechani sm
actions identified in the decision?

for the priority

a) no

b) applied for unsuccessfully

c) applied for successfully
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Further comments on inplenentati on of these decisions

50.Needs assessment is being carried out by key federal sectors that are also the members of the
Federal Biosystematics Partnership.

51.The Taxonomic Action Plan will be incorporated within the strategic planning that is taking place
following a national conference (March 2001) entitled, The Canadian Biodiversity Network Conference.

52. Appropriate resources to enhance the availability of taxonomic information are not available in
Canada, but some efforts are still in progress. The Birds of Canada Project under the Biota of Canada
Information Network has demonstrated that a relatively small amount of funding ($100K) can mobilize the
natural history museum community to work with government agencies and the non-government sector to
make taxonomic information available. Another example is the work of Agriculture and Agri-Food
Canada in developing a Canadian node for the Integrated Taxonomic Information System.

54.The note for question 51 is relevant to this area of long term collection care. Also, in Canada there is
a study being conducted by Canadian Heritage, the federal department responsible for museums, to
investigate the level of research and funding available to federal facilities. Further, a recent report has
come from the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council (NSERC) regarding the long term
care and storage of research collections and points to the need for better levels of funding in this area.
Any additional support will add to the current maintenance level of funds to the museum infrastructure in
Canada.

55.Partnerships between taxonomic institutions are primarily done on a facility by facility basis. However,
Canada is taking an active role in the Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF), and that may be
considered as a working relationship between many different kinds of taxonomic institutions.

57.These are done at facilities or within university departments. Within the university environment there
is a strong trend toward molecular research techniques, with less emphasis on taxonomy and certainly
less offerings of whole organism taxonomy.

58. See item 51. Also, Canada is developing the Biota of Canada Information Network and will fulfill its
obligations as a voting member of the Global Biodiversity Information Facility.

59.See item 51.

60.See item 51.

61.0n a facility by facility basis.

63.See item 51.

64.See item 51.

65.See item 51.

66.However, Canada is a member of the GTI Co-ordinating Mechanism for a one-year term (2000-2001).

67.The Federal Biosystematics Partnership, and specifically the Canadian Museum of Nature, is the
Canadian focal point for the GTI.

68.As part of the Co-ordinating Mechanism, Canada was present at the first meeting in Montreal in
November 2000. More direct involvement of Canada in regional network development is still required.

Taxononi ¢ Col | ecti on Housi ng
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Canada naintains a variety of taxonom c collections that nmeet or exceed the

i nternational standards for collection housing. The mgjority of these
collections are maintained in partnership between a variety of organizations,
i ncluding Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada, Canadi an Forest Service, Parks
Canada Agency, Environnent Canada, Health Canada, Departnent of Nationa

Def ence, and the Canadi an Museum of Nature. Collections include:

e Collection of Insects and Arachnids — collection of species of nationa
significance used in support of regional and national biodiversity
initiatives.

e Collection of Fungal Cultures and Mycol ogi cal Herbarium — the |argest
living collection of fungal isolates, with focus on native species and
speci es of economni c inportance.

e Collections of Bacteria and Viruses — nunerous collections maintai ned by
i ndi vi dual research scientists and study groups.

e Farm Ani mal Conservation — governnment support provided to Rare Breeds
Canada for grass-roots |evel conservation of donestic species.

e Plant Cenetic Resources Network/Plant Genetic Resources of Canada —
Canada-wi de col l ection of plant genetic resources for crops and wild
pl ants of econom c inportance. Collection includes the Seed Genebank and
Cl onal Genebank.

* Native Plant Collection and Propagati on — AAFC Shelterbelt Centre collects
native shrub and fruit seed for wildlife and hunan food product potenti al
Focus is on collecting gernplasmfromnative plant populations in the
prairie region.

« National and Provincial Natural Hi story Miseums — natural history museumns
across Canada house a large variety of taxonom c collections (e.g.
Canadi an Museum of Nature).

Col l ections are regularly used by governnent, university and private sector
scientists to support research, technol ogy transfer, and information
managenment activities. Please note: Several of the collections listed are
used primarily for the purposes of ex-situ conservation rather than taxonomc
collection housing. The list also does not describe a nunber of other

i mportant collections that exist in Canada (vertebrates, aquatic organisms,

pl ants).

Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada (AAFC) is responsible for the nmajority of

t he above noted collections. AAFC follows the general principles of Article
15 of the Convention on Biological Diversity. Sanples of plant genetic
resources for food and agriculture are available without restriction for

pur poses of breedi ng, research and education. Animal genetic resources are
avail able mainly by contract. A fee schedule was inplenmented for access to
t he Canadi an Col |l ecti on of Fungal Cultures. Biological specinens are freely
exchanged on the basis of reciprocal treatnment. AAFC pronotes national and
i nternational consensus on access to genetic resources for food and

agricul ture.

More informati on on taxononic collections in Canada is available from
Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada (www.agr.ca), the Canadi an Museum of Nature
(www.nature.ca) and Nat ural Resources Canada

( www.pfec.cfs.nrcan.gc.calbiodiversity/herbarium/index_e.html) .
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Article 8 In situ conservation [excluding Articles 8h and 8j]

70. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

71. To what extent are the resources avail able adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmmendat i ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

In Goal 1, the Canadi an Biodiversity Strategy sets out eight strategic directions
related to the establishnent and managenent of protected areas.

Despite this commitment, the relative priority and resource availability for in situ
conservation varies greatly between jurisdictions.

The federal government supports in situ conservation through a variety of budget
nechani sns. However, the establishnment of new marine and terrestrial parks and

mai nt enance of Canada’'s existing National Parks is limted by lack of sufficient human
and financial resources.

72. Has your country established a system of protected areas which ainms to conserve
bi ol ogi cal diversity (8a)?

a) system under devel opnent

b) national review of protected areas coverage avail abl e

c) national protected area systenms plan in place X

d) relatively conplete systemin place

73. Are there nationally adopted guidelines for the sel ection, establishnment and
managenent of protected areas (8b)?

a) no

b) no, under devel opnent

c) yes X

d) yes, undergoing revi ew and extension

74. Does your country regul ate or manage bi ol ogi cal resources inportant for the
conservation of biological diversity with a view to ensuring their conservation
and sust ai nabl e use (8c)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent X

d) progranme or policy in place

e) reports on inplenentation avail able
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75. Has your country undertaken nmeasures that pronote the protection of ecosystens,

natural habitats and the mai ntenance of viable popul ati ons of spec
surroundi ngs (8d)?

es in natural

a) no neasures

b) some nmeasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) reasonably conprehensive neasures in place X
76. Has your country undertaken neasures that pronote environnentally sound and

sust ai nabl e devel opnent in areas adjacent to protected areas (8e)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) reasonably conprehensive neasures in place

7.

Has your country undertaken neasures to rehabilitate and restore degraded

ecosystens (8f)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

78.

Has your country undertaken neasures to pronote the recovery of thr
(8f)?

eat ened speci es

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

X

79.

Has your country undertaken neasures to regul ate, manage or contro

the risks

associated with the use and rel ease of living nodified organi sns resulting from

bi ot echnol ogy (8g)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

80. Has your country nade attenpts to provide the conditions needed for conpatibility
bet ween present uses and the conservation of biological diversity and sustai nabl e
use of its conponents (8i)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) progranme or policy in place

e) reports on inplenentation avail able
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81. Has your country devel oped and nai ntai ned the necessary | egislation and/or other
regul atory provisions for the protection of threatened speci es and popul ati ons
(8k)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment X

d) legislation or other neasures in place X

82. Does your country regul ate or nmanage processes and categories of activities
identified under Article 7 as having significant adverse effects on bi ol ogi cal
diversity (81)?

a) no

b) under review

c) yes, to alimted extent

d) yes, to a significant extent X

If a devel oped country Party -

83. Does your country cooperate in providing financial and other support for in- situ
conservation particularly to devel oping countries (8n)?

If a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition -

84. Does your country receive financial and other support for in situ conservation

(8m) ?

a) no

b) yes (if so, please give details bel ow) X

Decision I11/7 Consideration of Articles 6 and 8 of the Convention

85. |Is action being taken to share infornmati on and experience on inplenentation of
this Article with other Contracting Parties?

a) little or no action

b) sharing of witten materials and/or case-studies X

c) regional neetings
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

72.

72.

Canada has several systens of protected areas devel oped and managed by
various |levels of governnent. Systens plans are in place and gui de the
devel opnent of the systems of national parks and national marine
conservation areas — prograns that are the responsibility of the federa
government. Most systens of provincial protected areas are al so guided
by systens plans. The status and conpletion of the various systens
varies greatly anongst the different jurisdictions.

In 1992, the Canadi an Parks M nisters’ Council forned a joint commtnent
to conplete Canada’s network of protected areas representative of
Canada’ s | and-based natural regions by the year 2000 by signing A
Statenment of Conmitnent to Conplete Canada’s Network of Protected Areas.

Initiatives such as British Colunbia s Protected Areas Strategy (1992),
Al berta' s Special Places Program Saskatchewan's Representative Areas
Network Initiative, Manitoba's An Action Plan for Manitoba s Network of
Protected Areas 1996-1998, Ontario’'s Living Legacy Land Use Strategy,
Quebec’s Plan d’ action sur les parcs : La nature en heritage (1992), the
Nort hwest Territories Protected Areas Strategy, the Yukon's “WId
Spaces, Protected Places”: A Protected Areas Strategy for the Yukon
(1998), and Nova Scotia's Protected Areas Strategy have all translated
into the creation of new protected areas under the Statenent of

Conmi tment. Canadi an i ndustry, non-government organi zations, aborigina
groups, and private citizens have also contributed to the establishnent
of new protected areas.

Canada is also at a very early stage inits efforts to establish marine
protected areas, with a promising start made through energing

| egislation and policy. The Oceans Act now provides a nmechani sm for
establishing protected areas in the marine environment. |In 1998, the
governments of Quebec and Canada jointly created the Saguenay- St

Law ence Marine Park, and studies are currently underway for other
potential marine conservation areas. Finally, a Marine Protected Areas
Strategy for the Pacific Coast is in preparation as a joint initiative
of the federal and B.C. governnents.

The Canadi an Heritage Rivers System (CHRS) was established in 1984 by
the federal, provincial and territorial governnments to conserve and
protect the best exanples of Canada’s river heritage, to give them

nati onal recognition, and to encourage the public to enjoy and
appreciate them It is a cooperative program of the governments of
Canada, all 10 provinces, and the three territories. Today, there are
38 Heritage Rivers across Canada and nore are being added to the system
every year.

In total, Canada’'s parks agenci es have added approximately +24 nillion
hectares to the various systens of protected areas since 1992. Despite
not ewort hy success across the country, nobst of Canada’ s networks of
protected areas have yet to be conpleted. In 2000, the Canadi an Parks
M ni sters’ Council renewed the commitment to conplete the Canadi an
networ k of protected areas and nore protected areas will continue to be
est abl i shed.

There are legislative and policy guidelines related to the selection,
est abl i shnent and managenent of national parks and national marine
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73.

76.

7.

78.

79.

conservation areas. These guidelines are |ongstanding and well defi ned.
Provincial and territorial governments have different guidelines.

There are no “national” guidelines for protected areas in Canada. The
determ nati on of what constitutes a protected area has been left to each
jurisdiction to define in light of its own particular |egislative
mandat e, policies and systens plan. For instance, federal guidelines
for the selection, establishment and nanagenent of protected areas are
provi ded through the National Parks Systenms Plan, the National Parks
Pol i cy, managenent plans specific to the situation of each nationa

park, and other relevant strategies and |egislation.

See coments under Article 10 — Sustai nable Use.

There are both fornmal approaches and | ess formal nechanisns that are
used to pronpte sustainabl e devel opnment adjacent to protected areas.
Formal nechani sns include the creation of biosphere reserves to protect
the “core area” resources, and nodel forests. Less formal mechanisns
i ncl ude col |l aboration in regional planning exercises, joint research, and
participation by protected area staff in the environnental review of
proj ects proposed in the greater ecosystem

Canadi ans have been undertaking restorative actions for decades. The
nost directed efforts for restoring ecosystens are the six Ecosystem
Initiatives undertaken by Environnment Canada (Great Lakes 2020, St
Lawr ence Vision 2000, Atlantic Coastal Action Program Northern Ecosystem
Initiative, Northern Rivers Ecosystemlnitiative, and Georgia Basin
Ecosystem Initiative). The St. Lawence and Great Lakes Action plans were
the first “large action plans” designed to clean up, restore, and protect
ecosyst ens.

O her federal, provincial and territorial initiatives also exist to
restore ecosystens in newy established and existing protected areas in
Canada (see note on Ecological Integrity below). Local comunities are

al so actively involved in regional restoration on a nunicipal or vol unteer
basi s.

The Recovery of Nationally Endangered Wldlife (RENEW is a nationa
initiative designed to co-ordinate recovery efforts of endangered species
in Canada. Recovery plans are primarily focussed on terrestrial species,
and do not yet cover all species at risk. The 11'" RENEW annual report,
rel eased Septenber 2001, highlights the dedication and conmitnent of
recovery teanms, which include governnent and non-governnment organizations,
conmuni ti es and dedi cated vol unteers across the country, to recover
species at risk. Over 200 organizations nade financial contributions to
support recovery actions, and nore than $26 mllion was invested on
recovery measures in 2000-2001, al nost double the expenditures in 1999-
2000.

The 1996 National Accord for the Protection of Species at Ri sk (see bel ow)
has also led to the introduction of various federal, provincial and
territorial |egislation and funding nechani sns for species recovery and
protection (e.g. Endangered Speci es Recovery Fund, Habitat Stewardship
Fund, etc).

Measures related to the control of living nodified organisms resulting
from bi ot echnol ogy are in place through the Plant Biosafety Ofice of the
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Canadi an Food Inspection Agency. Initiatives are still largely restricted
to an understandi ng of potential threats at the |ocal |evel.

80. Several sectoral plans link the present use of biological resources and
the conservation of these resources. Tools for the inplenentation of these
pl ans and i npl enentati on nethodol ogy are still lacking in several areas.
Efforts to devel op an ecol ogi cal nmanagenent nmodule for the inplenmentation of
t he Canadi an Biodiversity Strategy are currently underway.

81. Federal, provincial and territorial Mnisters responsible for wildlife
have conmitted to a national approach to the protection of species at risk
t hrough the National Accord for the Protection of Species at Ri sk (1996).
The accord comits governnents to conplenentary | egislation and prograns
to ensure that endangered species are protected throughout Canada and
establishes a Council of Mnisters that will provide direction, report on
results, and settle disputes.

Proposed federal |egislation pertaining to the protection of threatened
speci es, the Canadi an Species at Risk Act (SARA), is currently before
Parliament. In addition, a nunber of provinces have |egislation in place
to protect endangered species and their habitat (ex. Quebec Endangered and
Vul nerabl e Speci es Act, New Brunswi ck Endangered Species Act, Ontario
Endanger ed Species Act, British Col unbia Ecol ogi cal Reserves Act,

Saskat chewan Wldlife Act, etc.).

Monitoring initiatives under the Accord have recently resulted in the
publication of the WId Species 2000 Report: The General Status of Species
in Canada. The report provides detailed information on a broad sel ection
of nmore than 1,600 Canadi an species (see coments to Article 7 for

detail s).

In addition, a Status of WIldlife Habitat in Canada Report has been
conpleted by Wldlife Habitat Canada (WHC) as a conpanion to the Wld
Speci es 2000 Report, and was rel eased in Novenber 2001. WHC, a Canadi an
NGO, had previously released a wildlife habitat status report in 1991, as
a neans for setting forth a strategy for wildlife habitat conservation.

O her federal |aws and regul ati ons have al so been devel oped with either
the direct or indirect goal of nmintaining and enhancing the health and
diversity of Canada’s wildlife. Related Iegislation includes:

- Canada Wldlife Act

— National Parks Act

— Mgratory Birds Convention Act and Regul ati ons

— Departnent of Fisheries and Oceans Act

— Departnent of the Environment Act

— WId Animal and Plant Protection and Regul ation of International and
Interprovincial Trade Act (WAPPRI| TA)

— Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species (ClTES)

— Cceans Act

— Canada Environnental Assessnent Act

Final |y, Canada has several federal departments and agenci es whose | ega
or historical mandate includes neasures for the in situ conservation of
bi odi versity. These include the Canadian WIldlife Service (Environnent
Canada), Parks Canada Agency, Department of Fisheries and Cceans, Natura




32

Resources Canada and Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada. Provinces al so
mai ntain their own natural resource and/or wildlife managenment agencies.

Canada- Wde Stewardship Action Plan

Federal, provincial and territorial governnents are currently collaborating
in the devel opnment of a Canada- W de Stewardship Action Plan aimed at engagi ng
Canadi ans in conservation and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity on private

| ands. Several stewardship initiatives are already being pronoted by al

| evel s of government, natural resource industries and other organizations
across Canada.

NRTEE s Conservation of Nature Program

The Conservation of Nature Program of the National Round Table on the

Envi ronment and t he Econony (NRTEE) was recently devel oped to encourage the
conservation, naintenance and restoration of ecological integrity of
ecosystens through the creation of regional-scale networks of core protected
areas, buffers and corridors in Canada and North America. The program ai ns
to develop a suite of policy instrunents that will encourage progress towards
specific conservation and restoration goals. This initiative represents a
partnership of a wide variety of government and non-government organizations
fromacross Canada. More information on NRTEE: www. nrtee-trnee. ca.

Panel on the Ecological Integrity of Canada’s National Parks

The expert Panel on the Ecol ogical Integrity of Canada's National Parks
presented its |landmark report in March 2000. The Panel confirmed that
Canada' s national parks have been progressively losing inportant natura
conponents whi ch Parks Canada was dedicated to protect. The Panel made 127
recommendati ons. The M nister of Canadi an Heritage responded positively,

i ndicating that the report would be inplenented. Significant progress has
been quickly nmade in several areas, and these are fully described in a report
rel eased by Parks Canada in March 2001 (First Priority, Progress Report on

| mpl enent ati on of the Reconmendations of the Panel on the Ecol ogica
Integrity of Canada's National Parks). As highlights, the Canada Nationa
Parks Act now reflects ecological integrity as the first priority in making
deci sions; an ecological integrity orientation and training programis being
taken by all Parks Canada staff; the Parks Canada CGui de to Managenent

Pl anni ng has been revised to reinforce the primacy of ecological integrity in
the preparation and i nplenmentation of national park plans; and Parks Canada
is working closely with the tourismand travel industry to influence trave

i ndustry marketing and the use of national parks. Finally, Parks Canada has
taken steps to secure funds for inplenenting the full range of
recomendati ons put forward by the Panel

Reports and information on Canada’ s national parks can be accessed on-line
fromthe Parks Canada Agency: parkscanada. pch. gc.cal/ parks/ main_e. htm

North American Bird Conservation Initiative (NABCl)

NABCI (www. bsc-eoc.org/nabci/htm) is a tri-national North Anerican agreenent
to increase the effectiveness of existing and newinitiatives for bird
conservation, through enhanced co-ordination at both the national and

regi onal level and increased international co-operation. It builds on

exi sting bird conservation prograns such as the North Anmerican Waterfow
Managenent Plan (NAWWP), Partners in Flight, and Shorebird Conservation
Plans, with a goal to cause the conbined effectiveness of these prograns to
far exceed the total of their parts. The NABCI working group is currently
facilitated by the CEC (see comments to Article 5). Initiatives include the
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establishnment of Inportant Bird Areas (IBA), which are then targeted for
conservati on pl anni ng.

National Wldlife Areas (NWA) and Mgratory Bird Sanctuaries (MBS)

NWA and MBS are established under the authority of the Mgratory Birds
Convention and the Canada Wldlife Act as protected areas primarily for
mgratory bird species, and are adninistered by the Canadian Wldlife Service
(CW5). Wth the agreenent of the province or territory, an NMA may al so be
created to protect other species under provincial or territoria

jurisdiction. Together these sites protect nore than 11.8 mllion hectares.
More information on these areas is available through the Canadian Wldlife
Servi ce: www.cws-scf.ec.gc.ca

The Rol e of Non- Gover nnent Organi zations

In addition to efforts by all |evels of government for species and habit at
conservation, there are several other non-governnent organizations with a
mandate for in-situ conservation. By working with governnent and the public,
the initiatives undertaken by these organi zati ons have nmade a substantia
contribution to the goals of the Convention. For instance, between 1987 and
1996, NGOs were responsi ble for creating over 70% of the protected sites in
the Atlantic provinces. Wiile too nunmerous to provide a conplete list, the
efforts of many of these organizations has al ready been recogni zed el sewhere
inthis report (e.g. WIldlife Habitat Canada, Canadi an Parks and W/ derness
Soci ety, Canadian Wl dlife Federation, Canadian Nature Federation, Wrld

W dife Fund, Nature Conservancy of Canada, Ducks Unlinited Canada, Sierra
Club, Bird Studies Canada, etc.)

Progress Report on Protected Areas

Federal / Provi nci al Parks Council Mnisters net in lgaluit in August 2000.
They rel eased a joint progress report - Wrking Together: Parks and Protected
Areas in Canada - highlighting what each governnent had done to nmeet a 1992
Statement of Conmitment to conpl ete Canada's networks of parks and protected
areas by 2000. The report highlighted the fact that since 1992 Canada's
governments have nade trenendous progress towards protecting Canada's natura
| egacy. More than 24,000, 000 hectares have been added to Canada's parks and
protected areas networks. The ministers recognized that nore work needs to be
done and committed to continue their efforts to conplete their parks and
protected areas networKks.
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Article 8h Alien species

86. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

87. To what extent are the resources avail able adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmmendat i ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Harnful alien organisns are |isted as one of Canada’'s strategic priorities under the
Canadi an Bi odiversity Strategy. Signatories to the Strategy have agreed to take al
necessary steps to prevent the introduction of harnful alien organisns and to ensure
adequat e resources for nonitoring, eradication, public education and research.

Federal , provincial and territorial governnents have agreed that the devel opment of a
Canadi an strategy to address alien invasive species is a national priority. A
national workshop was held in the fall of 2001 to begin devel opi ng a program of work.

88. Has your country identified alien species introduced?

a) no

b) only major species of concern X

c) only new or recent introductions

d) a conprehensive systemtracks new i ntroductions

e) a conprehensive systemtracks all known introductions

89. Has your country assessed the risks posed to ecosystens, habitats or species by
the introducti on of these alien species?

a) no

b) only some alien species of concern have been assessed X

c) nost alien species have been assessed

90. Has your country undertaken nmeasures to prevent the introduction of, control or
eradi cate those alien species which threaten ecosystens, habitats or species?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

Decision 1V/1 Report and recommendati ons of the third meeting of SBSTTA

91. Is your country collaborating in the devel opment of projects at national,
regional, sub-regional and international |levels to address the issue of alien
speci es?

a) little or no action

b) di scussion on potential projects under way X

c) active devel opnment of new projects
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92. Does your national strategy and action plan address the issue of alien species?
a) no
b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent

Decision V/8. Alien species that threaten ecosystens, habitats or

speci es
93. |Is your country applying the interimguiding principles for prevention,
introduction and nitigation of inpacts of alien species in the context of
activities ainmed at inplenenting article 8(h) of the Convention, and in the
various sectors?
a) no

b) under consi deration

c) limted inplenentation in sone sectors

d) extensive inplenmentation in sone sectors

e) extensive inplementation in nbst sectors

94. Has your country submitted case-studies to the Executive Secretary focusing on
themati c assessnents?
a) no X

b) in preparation

c) yes
95. Has your country submtted witten coments on the interimguiding principles to
the Executive Secretary?
a) no X
b) yes
96. Has your country given priority to the devel opnent and inpl enentation of alien
i nvasi ve speci es strategies and action plans?
a) no
b) yes X
97. In dealing with the issue of invasive species, has your country devel oped or
i nvolved itself in nmechanisns for international co-operation, including the
exchange of best practices?
a) no

b) trans-boundary co-operation

c) regional co-operation

d) multilateral co-operation

98. |Is your country giving priority attention to geographically and evolutionarily
i sol ated ecosystens in its work on alien invasive species?
a) no X

b) yes
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99. |Is your country using the ecosystem approach and precautionary and bi o-
geogr aphi cal approaches as appropriate in its work on alien invasive species?

a) no

b) yes X

100. Has your country devel oped effective education, training and public-awareness
nmeasur es concerning the issue of alien species?

a) no

b) sone initiatives X

c) many initiatives

101. I's your country making avail able the information which it holds on alien
speci es through the CHW
a) no
b) sone information X

c) all available information

d) information avail able through other channels (pl ease specify)

102. I's your country providing support to enable the d obal |nvasive Species
Programme to fulfil the tasks outlined in the decision and its annexes?

a) no X

b) |imted support

c) substantial support

Further conments on inplementation of this Article

Canada’s natural resources are central to its econonic, environnmental and
soci al well-being. As such, Canadi an resource managers are particularly
concerned with the potential inpacts of invasive species on agricultural
forestry and fisheries production. Wile resource managenment is largely the
role of provincial and territorial governnents, the federal government and

ot her academ ¢ and non-governnment organi zations also play a large role in the
under st andi ng and control of invasive species.

Regul at ory and Quaranti ne Prograns

Under the authority of the Seeds Act, Feeds Act, Fertilizers Act, Health of
Animal s Act and Plants Protection Act, the Canadi an Food | nspecti on Agency
(CFIA) regulates animals, plants and other products that may influence both
wildlife and domesticated biodiversity through conpetitive displacenment, gene
dilution and di sease transmi ssion. Regulated plants, animals and products
are subject to safety reviews and certification requirenments, which include
an environnental assessnent.

Di agnostics of Insects, Mtes and Fung

Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada (AAFC) identifies insects, arachnids and
fungi to differentiate indigenous from non-indi genous speci es when they are
i ntercepted at Canadi an borders. Such assessments reduce the risk of
econoni c | osses and ecol ogi cal degradation fromthe introduction of non-
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i ndi genous pest species, particularly in the agriculture and forestry
sectors.

Sci ence Prograns for |nvasive Species

Al of the federal natural resource based science departnments have now
devel oped scientific programs geared towards the understanding of alien
species, as well as the devel opment of eradication and control technol ogies.
These departnments work in co-operation and share information with other
governnent and non-gover nment agenci es.

Pest Managenent Regul atory Agency (PVMRA)

PVRA (www. hc-sc. gc. ca/pnra-arlal) is responsible for providing safe access to
pest managenent tools, while minimzing risks to environnental or human
health. This includes products used to control alien species.

Canadi an Forest Service (CFS), Natural Resources Canada

The CFS (Natural Resources Canada) is the principal federal forest research
organi zation in Canada (www. nrcan. gc. ca/cfs-scf/index_e.htm). |t addresses
the issue of alien forest pests by providing provincial and territoria
forest agencies, private sector forest managers, other federal departments
and agenci es, Aboriginal forest organizations, non-governnent al

organi zations, and the interested public wth:

e Conpilations and syntheses of fundanental ecol ogical information on
potential alien forest pests and nethods for detection, identification and
nmoni t ori ng;

e Assessnents of the potential for the establishment and spread of alien
forest pests in Canadian forests and of their inpact on Canada' s forest
ecosystens, econony, and opportunities;

e Systens for predicting the establishing and spread of alien forest pests;
and

e« Mtigative and preventative neasures, including silvicultural options, and
deci si on support systens.

Nat i onal Bot ani cal Servi ces Canada and | nvasive Pl ants

Nat i onal Bot ani cal Services Canada (with partners) has been active in

nmoni toring invasive plant species in Canada. They have conducted severa
surveys on speci es of concern in several areas and on what is being done to
curtail the spread of exotics, mpst recently through the Invasive Plants of
Canada: Survey 2000. They are al so responsible for adninistering the

I nvasi ve Pl ants of Canada Project and for the publication of guides for
concerned citizens such as the Guide to Mnitoring Exotic and Invasive
Speci es (1997).
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I nvasi ve Species in the Geat Lakes Ecosystem

A substantial amount of effort has been directed at the control and
eradication of alien invasive species in the Great Lakes Basin ecosystem
This is an issue of international concern, with efforts conducted by al

| evel s of governnent and other organizations with an interest in the G eat
Lakes in both Canada and the US

In 2001, the International Joint Comm ssion (ww.ijc.org) released a report
entitled Alien Invasive Species and Biological Pollution of the Geat Lakes
Basi n Ecosystem whi ch reviewed the problem of alien invasive species in the
Great Lakes and provided recommendati ons for fundanmental actions to be taken
to address the problens, including regulation of key vectors (e.g. ball ast
wat er, aquacul ture).

The Great Lakes Information Network (GLIN — www. great-I|akes. net), which
receives major contributions from agencies fromboth Canada and the US
provi des detailed information on nore than 13 major invasive species in the
G eat Lakes Basin ecosystem Information provided includes an overvi ew of
the species and updates on progress for control, as well as links to genera
resources.

Provi ncial and Territorial Prograns

In February 2001, the Canadian Institute of Resource Law produced An Overview
of Provincial and Territorial Regulation of Alien Invasive Species for the
Canadi an WIldlife Service.

Several provinces and territories now have their own policies, |egislation
and strategies in place for the control of invasive species. her

provi nces, such as Newfoundl and, are still currently devel opi ng or inproving
their systemfor dealing with alien invasives. For exanple, the Al berta
Wlidlife Act allows the province to evaluate and forbid the inportation and
rel ease of exotic species. In addition to regulations, Mnitoba has adopted
a risk assessment protocol for the introduction of non-native species of
fish. Manitoba is also working with the other prairie provinces and the
federal governnent to prevent the inappropriate introduction of harnful fish
into the region.

Educati on and Awar eness

| nvasi ve speci es concerns are being addressed by agriculture, natura
resource and wildlife agencies at all |evels of governnent and ot her

i nterested organi zations in Canada. Partnerships are often formed for the
delivery of community education, habitat restoration canpaigns, nmapping and
monitoring initiatives, and sustai nabl e managenent strategi es.

Initiatives are currently focused on invasive species that have been
recogni zed as maj or concerns in Canada (e.g. purple loosestrife, zebra
nmussel s, scotch broom etc.), and on devel oping a better understandi ng of
those that have yet to be identified. Exanples of such initiatives include
t he Manitoba Purple Loosestrife Initiative (Government of Manitoba) and the
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I nvasi ve Plants of Canada Project (National Botanical Services Canada).

The Ontario Mnistry of Natural Resources, in partnership with the Ontario
Federation of Anglers and Hunters, has devel oped the |nvadi ng Species

Awar eness Programto encourage public participation in preventing the spread
of invading species and to track the distribution of invaders in Ontario’s
inl and waters (ww.invadi ngspeci es. conj.

A Status and Trends Report on Alien Invasive Species is scheduled to be
published in the fall of 2001
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Article 8] Traditional know edge and rel ated provisions

103. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
the associ at ed deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

104. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmmendat i ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Canada has committed limited new resources specifically to the implementation of Article 8j. However
considerable resources have and continue to be funneled into programmes and projects that would be consistent with
theintent of Article 8j. Currently Canada is assessing the number, impact and investments being made into such
activities as well as the manner in which Indigenous peoples in Canada participate and/or lead in their
implementation. Aswell, ongoing discussions and negotiations with Indigenous organi zations, bands and councils
form akey part of any mechanism for implementing activity in Canada that directly impacts upon Indigenous
peoples and their traditions.

Protection of some aspects of traditional knowledge is currently available under Canada’ s intellectual property laws,
including copyright, trademarks, and trade secrets laws. In addition to its work under the 8) Working Group and in
connection with other CBD fora, Canada is participating in the | ntergovernmental Committee on Genetic Resources,
Traditional Knowledge and Folklore of the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) which, among other
things, will be ng the benefits and limits of existing intellectual property laws for protection of traditional
knowledge. The WIPO Committee work is intended to be complementary to that of the 8) Working Group. The
WIPO Committee's mandate will expire in 2003.

105. Has your country undertaken neasures to ensure that the know edge, innovations
and practices of indigenous and | ocal comunities enbodying traditional |ifestyles
rel evant for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of biol ogical diversity are
respected, preserved and mai nt ai ned?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

106. I's your country working to encourage the equitable sharing of benefits arising
fromthe utilization of such know edge, innovations and practices?
a) no
b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) progranme or policy in place

Decision I11/4 and Decision IV/9. Inplenentation of Article 8(j)

107. Has your country devel oped national |egislation and correspondi ng strategies
for the inplenmentation of Article 8(j)?

a) no X

b) early stages of devel opnment

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) legislation or other nmeasures in place
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108. Has your country supplied information on the inplenentation of Article 8(j) to
other Contracting Parties through nedia such as the national report?

a) no

b) yes - previous national report X

c) yes - CHM

d) yes - other nmeans (please give details bel ow) X

109. Has your country submitted case-studies to the Executive Secretary on neasures
taken to devel op and i npl enent the Convention's provisions relating to indi genous
and | ocal communities?

a) no
b) yes X
110. I's your country participating in appropriate worki ng groups and neetings?
a) none
b) sone
c) all X
111. I's your country facilitating the active participation of representatives of
i ndi genous and | ocal communities in these working groups and neetings?
a) no
b) yes X
Decision V/16. Article 8(j) and rel ated provisions
112. Has your country reviewed the progranmme of work specified in the annex to the

decision, and identified how to inplenent those tasks appropriate to nationa
ci rcumst ances?

a) no

b) under review X

c) yes (please provide details)

113. I's your country integrating such tasks into its ongoi ng programres, taking into
account the identified collaboration opportunities?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent

d) yes — to a significant extent X

114. I's your country taking full account of existing instrunents, guidelines, codes
and other relevant activities in the inplenentation of the programme of work?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent X

d) yes — to a significant extent
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115. Has your country provided appropriate financial support for the inplenmentation
of the programme of work?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent X

d) yes — to a significant extent

116. Has your country fully incorporated wonen and wonen’' s organi zations in the
activities undertaken to inplenment the progranmre of work contained in the annex to
t he decision and other relevant activities under the Convention?

a) no
b) yes X
117. Has your country taken neasures to facilitate the full and effective

partici pation of indigenous and |ocal conmmunities in the inplenentation of the
Conventi on?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent

d) yes — to a significant extent X

118. Has your country provided case studi es on nethods and approaches concerning the
preservation and sharing of traditional know edge, and the control of that
i nformati on by indi genous and | ocal communities?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) yes — sent to the Secretariat X

d) yes — through the national CHM

e) yes — available through other means (please specify) X

119. Does your country exchange information and share experiences regardi ng national
| egi sl ati on and ot her neasures for the protection of the know edge, innovations
and practices of indigenous and | ocal comunities?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) yes — through the CHM

d) yes — with specific countries

e) yes — available through other means (please specify) X

120. Has your country taken neasures to pronote the conservation and nai ntenance of
know edge, innovations, and practices of indigenous and | ocal communities?

a) no

b) not rel evant

C) sone neasures

d) extensive neasures X
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121. Has your country supported the devel opnent of registers of traditiona
know edge, innovations and practices of indigenous and | ocal communities, in
col | aboration with these conmunities?

a) no X

b) not rel evant

c) devel opnent in progress

d) register fully devel oped

122. Have representatives of indigenous and | ocal conmunity organi zati ons
participated in your official delegation to neetings held under the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity?

a) not rel evant

b) not appropriate

c) yes X

123. I's your country assisting the Secretariat to fully utilize the clearing-house
mechani smto co-operate closely with indigenous and | ocal conmunities to explore
ways that enable themto nake infornmed decisions concerning release of their
traditional know edge?

a) no

b) awaiting informati on on how to proceed

c) yes X

124. Has your country identified resources for funding the activities identified in
t he deci si on?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) partly X

d) fully

Further conments on inplementation of this Article

108. Canada hasbeen aleading supporter of the Secretariats efforts to build an information base and has actively
provided considerable documentation and research reports for general dissemination both at the meetingsin Madrid
and Seville and upon specific reporting requests. Further, Canada has provided its own documentation on its
national web site and has supported the development and implementation of IBIN.

118. Canada makes such reports available through its national web site (www.bco.ec.gc.ca).

Application of Traditional Know edge in Canada

Canada has done a significant amount of work in the field of traditional

know edge. Anobng other things, traditional know edge is used to assist in

I and cl ai ms negotiations, to understand and devel op conservati on neasures for
speci es of significance to the aboriginal population (ex. caribou), and to
determ ne the potential inpacts of major devel opnment projects on the |ocal
popul ati on and ecosystens (ex. the inpact of |arge scale hydro devel opnent in
James Bay). The npbst significant anpunt of work has occurred in Canada’s
Nort hern Region. The Government of theNorthwest Territories has even

devel oped a Policy on Traditional Know edge, and traditional know edge was

pl aced at the forefront of the devel opment of governnent structures in the
recently established Nunavut Territory.
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Numer ous co- managenent boards have been established as the result of |and

cl ai mrs agreenent process. These boards have played a major role in shaping
and devel opi ng traditional know edge, and also in campaigning for its
recogni tion. Co-managenent regines now relate to wildlife, |ands, waters,
environnental inpact assessment and planning. |In the absence of land clains
agreenents progress has been slower, but is still substantial.

The following is a list of only sone of the traditional know edge initiatives
t hat have occurred or are ongoing in Canada. The nmajority are highly
sophisticated long-terminitiatives, utilizing conputerized data and A S
technol ogi es for a better understanding of traditional environnmental and
ecol ogi cal know edge.

* Nunavik Inuit Land Use and Ecol ogi cal Know edge Dat abase

e Nunavut and Inuvaluit Land Use and Cccupancy Dat abase

*  Nunavut Atlas

* Inuit Know edge of Bowhead Study

e A Strategy for Future Research on the North Baffin Caribou Popul ation
e Labrador Inuit Land Use and Ecol ogi cal Dat abase

e Hudson Bay Progranme Traditional Know edge Study

e Dogrib Traditional Know edge: Rel ationship Between Caribou Mgration
Patterns and the State of Caribou Habitat

e OGwnich in Environmental Know edge Project

e Ashkui Project of the Innu Nation in Labrador

e Traditional Know edge Projects of the Dene Cultural Institute

e Northern River Basins Study Traditional Knowl edge Docunentation Project

I ndi genous Peopl es Biodiversity Informati on Network (1BIN)

The 1 ndi genous Peopl es Biodiversity Information Network (1BIN — www. i bin.org)
was created in response to Article 8/ as a nechanismto exchange information
about experiences and projects and to increase collaboration anbng indi genous
groups wor ki ng on conmon causes related to biodiversity use and conservation
VWhile IBINis currently in a pilot phase, it is being designed to both serve
the private internal needs of indigenous groups and to facilitate the sharing
i nfornmation publicly.

COSEW C Abori gi nal Know edge Specialist G oup

The Conmittee on the Status of Endangered Wldlife in Canada (COSEW C —

WWW. COSewi c. gc. ca) has established an Aborigi nal Know edge Specialist G oup
to facilitate the incorporation of aboriginal traditional know edge into the
COSEW C speci es status assessment process. The Chair of the Aboriginal

Knowl edge Specialist Goup is one of the COSEWC Committee nmenbers, the
primary deci si on maki ng body of COSEW C.

Under the proposed Canadi an Species at Ri sk Act (SARA), abori gi nal
conmunities, including wildlife managenent boards established under |and
clains agreenents, will continue to play an essential role in the
conservation of wildlife in Canada. Aboriginal know edge will be applied to
t he speci es assessnment process and devel opnent of speci es nanagenent plans.
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Centre for Traditional Know edge, Canadi an Museum of Nature

The Canadi an Museum of Nature (CWMN — www. nature.ca) established a Chair of
Traditi onal Know edge in 1993. The Centre for Traditional Know edge (CTK),
based at the CMN, was incorporated as a not-for-profit non-governnenta

organi zation in 1994. The goal of the CTKis to pronpote and advance the
recogni tion, understanding and use of traditional ecol ogical know edge around
the world in policy and decision naking for sustainable devel opment.

Canadi an | nternational Devel opnent Agency (CIDA) and Traditional Know edge

Cl DA (www.acdi-cidagc.ca) has devel oped a booklet to help guide its officers and
partners by offering information, guidance, and suggested net hodol ogy on how
to apply indigenous traditional know edge systenms and involve traditiona
know edge and i ndi genous peoples in CI DA international devel opment projects
or progranms planning inplenentation. ClIDA has also collaboratively devel oped
the publication GQuidelines: Integrating Traditional Know edge in Project

Pl anni ng and I npl enentation for use by the international comunity.

Non- Gover nment Parti ci pation

Several non-governnent organi zations also contribute to the sustai nable use
of traditional know edge, often with funding assistance from CI DA or |DRC

For exanple, the Garden Institute of Alberta runs the Building on

Bi odi versity (BOB) programthat working with immgrant comunities in Al berta
to create links with communities in their countries of origin to docunent
tradi tional know edge of plants and their uses for the conservation of

bi odi versity. The “BOB El - Sal vador” project with an association in E

Sal vador to conserve traditional crop varieties, with a particular focus on
wonen and the environnent.

Canada’ s Biodiversity Convention Ofice (BCO web site provides further
i nformati on on the topic of indigenous peoples and biodiversity in Canada:

http://ww. bco. ec. gc. ca/ Proj ect sReportslndig_e.cfm
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Article 9 Ex situ conservation

125. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
the associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

126. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmmendat i ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

127. Has your country adopted neasures for the ex situ conservation of conponents of
bi ol ogi cal diversity native to your country (9a)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

128. Has your country adopted neasures for the ex situ conservation of conponents of
bi ol ogi cal diversity originating outside your country (9a)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

129. If the answer to the previous question was yes, is this being done in active
col | aboration with organi zations in the other countries (9a)?
a) no
b) yes X

130. Has your country established and maintained facilities for the ex situ
conservation of and research on plants, aninmals and m cro-organi snms that represent
genetic resources native to your country (9b)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent
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131. Has your country established and maintained facilities for the ex situ
conservation of and research on plants, aninmals and m cro-organi sns that represent
genetic resources originating el sewhere (9b)?

a) no

b) yes — linited extent X

c) yes — significant extent

132. If the answer to the previous question was yes, is this being done in active
col | aboration with organi zations in the other countries (9a)?
a) no
b) yes X

133. Has your country adopted neasures for the reintroduction of threatened species

into their natural habitats under appropriate conditions (9c)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X

134. Has your country taken measures to regul ate and nmanage the coll ection of
bi ol ogi cal resources fromnatural habitats for ex situ conservati on purposes so as
not to threaten ecosystens and in situ popul ati ons of species (9d)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X

| f a devel oped country Party -

135. Has your country cooperated in providing financial and other support for ex
situ conservation and in the establishment and mai ntenance of ex situ conservation
facilities in devel oping countries (9e)?

| f a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition -

136. Has your country received financial and other support for ex situ conservation
and in the establishnment and mai nt enance of ex situ conservation facilities (9e)?

a) no

b) yes X
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

125. Where there are obvious economic benefits, especially in agriculture, there are some very
strong programs. The overall coverage of biodiversity, however, isincomplete to say the least.

127. We have no organization that has taken responsibility for acomprehensive approach to
the ex situ conservation of components of biological diversity in Canada. The closest thing we
have is the Plant Gene Resources Centre (PGRC) in Saskatoon, which is excellently run despite
being under-resourced. Individual projects are doing great work, such as the tree seed banks at
University of Guelph and at Natural Resources Canadain New Brunswick. The botanical
gardens of Canada are on the verge of an organized seed gene bank program for rare native
plants at thistime.

128. Again, thereisno organization that has taken responsibility for a comprehensive
approach to the ex situ conservation in Canada of components of biological diversity arising
elsewhere. For some collections of obvious economic value right now, there are great efforts
being made within Agriculture Canada (again, PGRC is a good example).

129. Plant Gene Resources of Canada (a component of AAFC’s Saskatoon Research Centre)
actively collaborates with other countries including the USA, Germany, Russiaand MOU’ s with
PRC, Ukraine, S. Korea, Egypt and others (AAFC).

130. There are many institutions across Canada that have some small piece of the puzzle, and
some good research is taking place. However, there is no comprehensive national strategy, and
no reliable funding sources.

130. Significant for plants, very limited for micro-organisms, and none for animals (AAFC).
131. Significant for plants, very limited for micro-organisms, and none for animals (AAFC).
133. Yes, but at the"b" level. If Bill C-5, the Species at Risk Act passes there will be agreat deal
more that will have to take place within Canada. Severa interesting reintroduction projects are
now in progress in Canadafor plants. (Also for birds and insects, such as the Loggerhead shrike,

karner blue butterfly, etc.).

134. Comprehensive national and sub-national legislation exist to control the harvest of
biological resources.

135. Y es, Canada does provide support to institutes such as IPGRI and others (AAFC).

Taxononi ¢ Col | ecti on Housi ng

Canada maintains a variety of taxonomic collections that nmeet or exceed the

i nternational standards for collection housing. The mpjority of these

col l ections are maintained in partnership between a variety of organizations,
i ncluding Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada, Canadi an Forest Service, Parks
Canada Agency, Environnent Canada, Health Canada, Departnent of Nationa
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Def ence, and the Canadi an Museum of Nature. Collections include:

e Collection of Insects and Arachnids — collection of species of nationa
significance used in support of regional and national biodiversity
initiatives.

e Collection of Fungal Cultures and Mycol ogi cal Herbarium — the |argest

living collection of fungal isolates, with focus on native species and
speci es of economnic inportance.

e Collections of Bacteria and Viruses — nunerous coll ections nmaintai ned by
i ndi vidual research scientists and study groups.

* Farm Ani mal Conservati on — government support provided to Rare Breeds
Canada for grass-roots |evel conservation of donestic species.

e Plant Genetic Resources Network/Plant CGenetic Resources of Canada -
Canada-wi de col l ection of plant genetic resources for crops and wild
pl ants of economic inportance. Collection includes the Seed Genebank and
Cl onal Genebank.

e Native Plant Collection and Propagati on — AAFC Shelterbelt Centre collects
native shrub and fruit seed for wildlife and human food product potenti al
Focus is on collecting gernplasmfrom native plant populations in the
prairie region.

e National and Provincial Natural Hi story Miseums — natural history nmuseuns
across Canada house a |arge variety of taxonomnmic collections (e.g.
Canadi an Museum of Nature).

Col l ections are regularly used by governnent, university and private sector
scientists to support research, technology transfer, and information
managenent activities. Please note: The |list does not describe a nunber of
other inportant collections that exist in Canada (vertebrates, aquatic
organi sns, plants).

Zoologica and Botanical Associations

A large contribution to the ex situ conservation of biological diversity is
made by organi zati ons outside governnent, such as acadenic and private
institutions. These organizations contribute to the conservation and

rei ntroduction of nunerous wildlife species, both native to Canada and ot her
parts of the world.

For exanpl e, the Canadi an Associ ati on of Zoos and Aquari uns (CAZA —

wWww. caza. ca) has alnost thirty menbers from seven provi nces across Canada
In addition to conservation and research, these organizations are also
actively involved in programs such as the Species Survival Plan (SSP), a
Nort h American captive breeding programrun in collaboration with the
Anerican Zoo and Aquarium Association (AZA).

Simlarly, the Canadi an Botani cal Conservation Network (CBCN —

www. rbg. ca/cbcn/) is an active participant in ex situ plant conservation
programnms, having recently produced A Biodiversity Action Plan for Botanica
Gardens and Arboreta in Canada. CBCN works in collaboration with the

Aneri can Associ ation of Botanical Gardens and Arboreta (AABGA) and Bot ani ca
Gardens Conservation International (BGCl) to achieve its program goals.

These ex situ conservation organizations al so pronote public education and
st ewardshi p through the various prograns they provide. For exanple, the
Canadi an Museum of Nature and the Royal Botanical Gardens are jointly
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devel oping a “Green Legacy” travelling nmuseum exhi bit about Canada’s native
pl ant diversity and the inmportance of its conservation

Recovery of Nationally Endangered WIdlife (RENEW

The RENEW programis a coll aboration anong federal, provincial and
territorial governments for species recovery, with supplenentary financia
and technical support provided by over 120 outside organizations. This
program has been instrunental in (among other things) establishing captive
breedi ng and reintroducti on prograns for endangered species native to Canada.
The majority of these progranms are conducted by Canadi an zoos. More

i nfornati on on recovery efforts is available at: ww. speci esatrisk. gc. ca.

WAPPRI | TA and Control of Species Harvest

To prevent the harvesting of species for ex situ conservation from becom ng
detrimental to in situ conservation efforts is recognized as inportant in
Canada. The WId Aninmal and Plant Protection and Regul ati on of Internationa
and Interprovincial Trade Act (WAPPRI|ITA) was created to control the donestic
and international harvest and trade of certain wild species of plants and
animals. User’s guides have al so been established to clarify the use and
interpretation of the |egislation.

Regi onal Partnerships for Ex Situ Conservation and Speci es Reintroduction

Thr ough the Franmework for Cooperation in the Protection and Recovery of
Speci es at Ri sk, Canada and the US are working together to ensure the captive
breedi ng and re-introduction of certain endangered species (ex. whoopi ng
cranes, karner blue butterfly, black-footed ferrets, etc.) common to both
countries.
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di versity

137. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
the associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

138. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmmendat i ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate X c) Limting d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

G ven that Canada’s econony depends so heavily on its natural resources, the
sust ai nabl e use of biological resources is a high priority. The federal, provincia
and territorial governments, |ocal comunities and private sector all play a
significant role. This role varies depending on the biological resources in question

139. Has your country integrated consideration of the conservati on and sust ai nabl e
use of biological resources into national decision naking (10a)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment X

d) progranme or policy in place

e) review of inplenentation avail able

140. Has your country adopted neasures relating to the use of biol ogical resources
that avoid or minimze adverse inpacts on biological diversity (10b)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X

141. Has your country put in place neasures that protect and encourage custonary use
of biol ogical resources that is conpatible with conservati on or sustainable use
requi rements (10c)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X
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142. Has your country put in place neasures that hel p | ocal popul ati ons devel op and
i npl ement renedi al action in degraded areas where biol ogi cal diversity has been
reduced (10d)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X

143. Does your country actively encourage cooperation between government authorities
and the private sector in devel opi ng nethods for sustainabl e use of biol ogical
diversity (10e)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment X

d) progranme or policy in place

e) review of inplenentation avail able

Deci sions |1V/15. Relationship of the Convention with the Commi ssion on
Sust ai nabl e Devel opment and bi odi versity-rel ated conventi ons

144. Has your country submitted to the Secretariat information on tourismand its
i npacts on biological diversity, and efforts to effectively plan and nanage
tourisn®?

a) no

b) yes — previous national report

c) yes — case-studies X

d) yes — other means (please give details bel ow)

145. Has your country submitted to the Secretariat information on biodiversity-
related activities of the CSD (such as SIDS, oceans, seas and freshwater
resources, consunption and production patterns)?

a) no

b) yes - previous national report X

c) yes — correspondence

d) yes - other means (please give details bel ow) X

Deci sion V/24. Sustainable use as a cross-cutting issue

146. Has your country identified indicators and incentive neasures for sectors
rel evant to the conservati on and sustai nabl e use of bi odiversity?
a) no
b) assessnent of potential indicators underway X

c) indicators identified (if so, please describe bel ow)
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147. Has your country assisted other Parties to increase their capacity to inplenent
sust ai nabl e-use practices, programmes and policies at regional, national and |oca
| evel s, especially in pursuit of poverty alleviation?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) toalimted extent

d) to a significant extent (please provide details) X

148. Has your country devel oped mechani sms to involve the private sector and
i ndi genous and | ocal comunities in initiatives on sustainable use, and in
mechani sms to ensure that indi genous and | ocal comunities benefit from such
sust ai nabl e use?

a) no

b) nechani sns under devel opnent

c) mechanisnms in place (please describe) X

149. Has your country identified areas for conservation that woul d benefit through
the sustai nabl e use of biological diversity and comunicated this information to
the Executive Secretary?

a) no X

b) yes

Deci sion V/25. Biological diversity and tourism

150. Has your country based its policies, progranmes and activities in the field of
sust ai nabl e touri smon an assessnent of the inter-Iinkages between touri sm and
bi ol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) to a limted extent X

c) to a significant extent

151. Has your country submitted case-studies on tourismas an exanple of the
sust ai nabl e use of biological diversity to the Executive Secretary?
a) no
b) yes X

152. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin
support of the International Year of Ecotourisn®
a) no
b) yes X

153. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin
support of the International Year of Muntains?
a) no X
b) yes

154. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin

support of the International Coral Reef Initiative?

a) no X

b) yes
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155. Has your country established enabling policies and | egal frameworks to
conpl ement voluntary efforts for the effective inplenentati on of sustainable
tourisn®?

a) no X

b) to a limted extent

c) to a significant extent (please describe)

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

Jurisdiction over natural resources and decision nmaking for sustainable use
is shared between the federal and provincial governnents. Many Aborigi na
comunities participate actively in decision-making processes invol ving

i ssues such as sustainable or customary use and regi onal devel oprent.
Abori gi nal governnents nmmy have jurisdiction over natural resources on the
| ands as set out in a conprehensive |and clai magreenent or self-governnment
agr eenent .

Sustai nable use is critical to the future of Canada’s natural resource based
i ndustries. Canada is actively working to develop a system of integrated
managenent for every natural resource sector. Sustainable use is a bal ance
of the environnmental, econom c and social aspects of biodiversity.

139. Sustainabl e use of biological resources is the stated policy of al
federal, provincial and territorial governments for the control of
natural resources in a given jurisdiction. Were jurisdiction for
resources is shared (e.g. forestry, agriculture, etc.) a nationa
deci si on naking process is in the advanced stages of devel opnent.
Progress varies depending on the resource and jurisdictions involved.

140. The enactnent of Canadi an Environmental Assessnment Act has all owed
adverse inpacts on biodiversity through use of natural resources to be
mnimzed. Pronotion of greater resource stewardship, and the
devel opnent of a Canada-w de Stewardship Action Plan will also
contribute to this goal

141. In 1995, legislation was enacted to strengthen the federal government’s
performance in protecting the environnent and pronoting sustainabl e
devel opment by requiring that najor federal departnents and agencies
prepare sustai nabl e devel opnent strategies. These strategies outline,
anong ot her things, neasures by which federal departments intend to
ensure the sustainable use of natural resources. Qher federa
departnents, provincial governnents, and organi zati ons have al so
voluntarily prepared a sustainabl e devel opnent strategy.

142. Conprehensive neasures are in place in geographical areas of concern,
but not for Canada as a whole. Community involvenent in remedial action
is encouraged by a variety of governnent and non-government prograns.

For exanple, community involvenent in renmedial action plans has been
establ i shed or encouraged in association with the six Ecosystem
Initiatives led by Environnent Canada (e.g. devel opnent of Remedi a
Action Plans (RAPs) for contam nated sites in the Great Lakes Basin under
the Great Lakes 2000 Ecosystem Initiative).

Joint Ventures of the North Anerican WIdlife Managenent Plan (NAWWP) are
public-private partnerships of all players in a region that can nake
wet | and conservati on happen, and a nunber of Plan projects work to
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143.

146.

restore wetlands that are then managed by the | ocal community, such as
the Del kalta estuary project in British Col unbi a.

Federal, provincial and territorial governments work with the private
sector for the sustainabl e nanagenent of every natural resource based
i ndustry. For exanple, as the majority of Canada’s nanaged forests are
publicly owned, provincial and territorial governnents play an active
role in setting annual allowable cut levels for the private | ogging
industry. Simlarly, the federal governnent ensures sustainable use of
mari ne resources by limting access to fisheries and establishing and
nmoni toring quotas. Provincial governnments adninister hunting and
trappi ng regul ations, follow ng established wildlife harvest goals and
guot as.

Maxi mum | evel s of sustainabl e resource harvest are established using the
best science and information avail able, taking the needs of the private
sector into consideration. |In nost cases, resource harvesting activities
(forestry, fishing, hunting, etc.) can only be undertaken by private

i ndustry by permt or licence. Harvest quotas are strictly enforced
according to regulations set out in a variety of federal, provincial and
territorial |egislation.

Recently, the Biodiversity Stewardship in Resource Industries initiative
(BSRI') was established to pronote cooperation between government,

i ndustry and non-governnent nanagement partners in the sustainable use
deci si on naki ng process.

The assessnent of potential indicators relevant to the conservation and
sustai nabl e use of biodiversity is underway at the |ocal, regional
sectoral, national and international level in Canada. Indicators are
bei ng devel oped, for exanple, as the result of the Environment Canada
Task Force on Biodiversity Indicators.

I n Septenber 2000, the National Round Table on the Environnent and the
Econony (NRTEE) | aunched its Environnent and Sustai nabl e Devel oprent
Indicators (ESDI) Initiative to develop indicators that |ink economnc
activity to its long-termeffects on the environnent. The initiative
will attenpt to track stocks of key types of capital, including natura
capital (natural resources and ecosystem services)

Participants in the State of the Great Lakes Ecosystem Conference
(SOLEC) are near conpletion of a set of indicators that include
nmeasures of biodiversity in the Great Lakes Basin ecosystem to aid in
t he managenent of the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreenent (see Article
5). Major partners for this initiative include the federal government
i n Canada and the US, and provincial/state governnents with an interest
in the Geat Lakes.

Canada has conbined efforts with other OECD countries to devel op a set
of environmental indicators that can be used to track environnental
progress, as well as integration of environmental priorities into
sectoral and economic policies. Biodiversity and natural resources are
included in the core set of environnental indicators.

Specific federal and provincial departnents are al so devel opi ng

bi odi versity indicators related to their related nandates. For

exanpl e, in 2000, Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada (AAFC) published the
Agri-Environmental |ndicators Project Report. This report included an
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147.

148.

149.

150.

i ndi cator for agroecosystem biodiversity. The Canadi an Council of
Forest M nisters has al so devel oped a set of Criteria and Indicators
for Sustainable Forest Managenent in Canada. National Status 2000 is
the first report on sustainable forest managenent using these

i ndicators (www. ccfmorg/pi/4_e.htnm).

The International Devel opment Research Council (1DRC) assists
devel opi ng nations in various regions to build capacity to inplenent
sust ai nabl e use practices through its research and devel opnent of
Conmuni t y- Based Nat ural Resource Managenent Progranms and Environnent al
Managenent Prograns.

The Canadi an International Devel opnment Agency (ClIDA) al so conducts
programs to hel p devel oping nations to protect their environnent and to
contribute to addressing gl obal and regional environmental issues.

Both I DRC and CI DA focus on poverty alleviation and the devel opnent of
sust ai nabl e comunities/livelihoods.

The use of co-nanagenent boards assures that some indigenous and | oca
comunities, as well as other non-government actors participate in

deci sions for and benefit from sustainable resource use. Co-nmanagenent
agreenents have been established for some communities as part of
aboriginal land claimagreenments in the territories and in Quebec (e.g.
Nunavut Land Clainms Agreenent). Oher, less formal co-nmanagenent
arrangenents al so exi st el sewhere in Canada

Sustai nable use initiatives of |ocal communities are al so supported by
federal and provincial governnents through various fundi ng and policy
initiatives. For instance, EcoAction Conmunity Funding Programis a
program of Environnent Canada that encourages Canadi ans to take action
in their communities in support of healthy environnents, with both a
public awareness and comunity fundi ng conponent. At the provincia

| evel , Saskatchewan has devel oped a set of guidelines to aid the

est abl i shnent of co-nanagenent agreenents.

I ndustry associations are often invited to represent sectoral interests
in national round table discussions on natural resource use. It is

al so possible for the private sector to organi ze | obby groups to
pronote their sustainable use interests.

Areas for conservation that woul d benefit through the sustainable use
of biodiversity have been identified, but this information has not yet
been communi cated to the Executive Secretary.

The Governnent of Canada has been involved in protecting and presenting
natural areas and comenorating significant aspects of Canada’'s natura
heritage for over a century. Parks Canada was established as an Agency
in 1998, with a mandate to foster public understandi ng, use and

enj oynent of representative natural areas in ways that ensure their
ecological integrity. Together with provincial and territoria
governnments, Canada naintains a vast network of parks and protected
areas with joint priorities for conservation and tourism However,
addi ti onal human and financial resources could benefit further

devel opnent of integrated tourism and conservation activities.

There are al so exanpl es of the pronotion of best nmanagenment practices
in linking tourismdevel opnent and conservation. The Canadi an Tourism
Conmi ssi on has been involved in sharing best practices, by
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commi ssi oni ng and di ssem nating studi es on best practices in nature-
rel ated tourism

In addition, several recent environmental assessnments of the inpacts of
tourismon protected areas (ex. Report of the Panel on Ecol ogica
Integrity of Canada’s National Parks, Banff-Bow Valley Study, etc.)
have resulted in sone |egislative changes and the devel opnent of
strategies to better integrate touri smwhile enhancing the protection
of ecological integrity in areas of biological inportance.

151. In January 2001, Canada conpleted a case study entitled “Integration of
Bi odi versity and Tourism Canada Case Study for UNEP' s Biodiversity
Pl ani ng Support Programme”. This docunment provides an overview of the
present state of tourismin Canada, as well as the |inks between
touri sm devel opment and bi odi versity conservation and planning. The
docunent al so i ntroduces sonme proposed strategies and sol utions for
i mproving the |inkages between biodiversity and tourismin Canada.
VWil e conpl eted, this docunent has not yet been submitted to the
Executive Secretary.

152. Canada is the host country for the main event of the International Year
of Ecotourism-— the Wrld Ecotourism Summt that will be held in Quebec
from19 to 22 May 2002.

156. Canada has a conprehensive systemto ensure sustainabl e devel opnent of
bi ol ogi cal resources which includes tourismconsiderations. Tourismin
federal protected areas is controlled by Parks Canada and Environnent
Canada. Environnental assessnent |egislation requires a review of
proposed tourismprojects prior to inplenentation. Federal, provincial
and nuni cipal |and use planning is also useful in controlling ecotourism
Provincial legislation controls outfitters and tourist operators.
Muni ci pal legislation is also in place to control potentially harnfu
activities such as cottage wastes and off-road vehicle activity.

Sust ai nabl e Uses of Natural Resources — Sectoral/Regiona
5NR Wor ki ng Group

In 1995, the five federal departnents dealing with natural resources —
Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada, Environment Canada, Health Canada,
Department of Fisheries and Cceans and Natural Resources Canada — banded
toget her to encourage the use of science and technol ogy for sustainable

devel opnent. The Worki ng Group, known as the 5NR (www. durabl e. gc.ca), also
col l aborates with private industry, provincial and nunicipal governnents,
forei gn agenci es and grassroots groups to collect data, test solutions, and
share knowl edge and i nformation. The collective focus on the menber
departments includes efforts to protect the long-termhealth and diversity of
all species and the w se nanagenent and conservation of renewabl e resources.

Canada’ s Ccean Strategy

Canada is currently devel opi ng, through the legislative authority of the
Cceans Act, a Canadi an Oceans Strategy for the sustai nabl e nanagenent of
Canada’ s coastal, estuarine and marine ecosystens. This federal framework
for action engages all |evels of government, |ocal conmunities, aborigina
peopl es and ot her partners for integrated nmanagenent of the nultiple uses of
ocean resources. The strategy will apply the ecosystem approach for
protecting the marine environnment (including habitat and bi odiversity
protection) and supporting sustai nabl e econonic opportunity.
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Canada Forest Accord

In 1998, the Canadi an Council of Forest Mnisters (CCFM signed the Canada
Forest Accord, describing a national vision and conmitment to action to

mai ntai n and enhance the |ong-term health of Canadian forest ecosystems. In
April 2001, several groups added their signatures to the Canada Forest
Accord, reaffirmng and strengthening the commtnent of its signatories,
currently totaling 52, to take action toward sustainable forest nmanagenent
nati on wi de. |Individuals and conpanies are invited to sign the accord and
assi st in expanding the dial ogue and partnershi ps across Canada.

Nati onal Forest Strategy (1998-2003), Sustai nable Forests: A Canadi an
Commi t nent

This Strategy sets out in broad terms what is needed to achieve the goal of
sust ai nabl e forest nanagenent nationwi de and is intended to influence and
conpl ement ot her national initiatives for economc, environnental and socia
progress. This Strategy identifies priorities that will guide the policies
and actions of Canada's forest conmunity. |Inplenentation and eval uation of
the Strategy, as well as the Canada Forest Accord, are overseen by the

Nati onal Forest Strategy Coalition (NFSC). The NFSC reports to the CCFM and
represents a wide array of forest interests from governnments, industry, the
Abori gi nal comunity, acadenmic institutions, conservation and environnenta
groups, |abour, private woodl ot associations, professional and technica
associ ati ons and research organi zations.

A md-termevaluation of the Strategy was published in early 2001

Bi odi versity in Agriculture

The agriculture sector in Canada has | ong recogni zed that the conservation
and protection of biodiversity in Canada is a key in sustaining the earth’'s
resources on which the industry depends. Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada
(AAFC) has devel oped an action plan for the sustainable use of biodiversity
in the agricultural sector. Wile this represents a federal framework, it is
acconpani ed by an inventory of federal and sectoral initiatives currently
directed towards the goal of biodiversity conservation in agricultura
production. See Decision V/5 for nore information.

Prairie Conservation Action Plan (PCAP)

The first Prairie Conservation Action Plan (PCAP) was rel eased by the Wrld
Wldlife Fund in 1988 in consultation with the governnents of Al berta,
Mani t oba and Saskatchewan. It was a five year "blueprint for action" ained at
prairie-wide efforts to conserve and nmanage native prairie species. Mre
recently, each of the three prairie provinces has renewed its comitnent to
PCAP and has prepared its own updated action plan. The Canadian Wldlife
Service, along with other government and non-governnent agencies, has
assisted in the devel opnment of these plans.

Sustai nable Use in the Arctic — the Arctic Counci

The Arctic Council (www.arctic-council.org) i s an intergovernnmental forumthat

provi des a nmechanismto address the combn concerns and chal | enges faced by
the Arctic governnents and the people of the Arctic. As part of the

i nternational forum Canada works in partnership with seven other circunpol ar
countries and various indigenous Councils and Associ ations. The main
activities of the Council focus on protection of the Arctic environnent and
sust ai nabl e devel opnent (i ncluding biodiversity resources) as a neans of

i mprovi ng the economic, cultural and social well-being of the north.
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Sust ai nabl e Comuni ties

The Sustai nabl e Conmmunities and Environnental Policy Departnment of the
Federati on of Canadian Municipalities (FCM — ww. fcm ca) provides tools,
servi ces and support to hel p Canadi an nmunicipalities deliver comunity
services and nanage operations in an environnentally responsi ble and cost -
effective manner. This includes policy goals for biodiversity (e.g.
conservation of environnentally sensitive areas and nuni ci pal support of
endangered species legislation). The FCM has al so devel oped tools to help
muni ci paliti es assess and nonitor their sustainability, such as the
Sust ai nabl e Comunity I ndicators Program

The FCM produces case studies to docunent the success of |ocal sustainable
devel opnent strategies and the sustai nabl e use of nunicipal resources. For
exanpl e, the Natural and Open Spaces Study (NOSS) of Otawa, Ontari o,

eval uated all renmining open spaces in the city, regardl ess of ownership, for
their environmental and social value. Based on study results, targets for
the preservation of natural areas and corridors were set and areas were
assigned one of four protection levels. Similar initiatives have been
undertaken in other Canadi an mnunicipalities.

Sone provinces have al so coordinated formal arrangenents to ensure nunicipa
participation in sustainable use initiatives. For instance, Newfoundland s
Muni ci pal Stewardship Programinvolves nunicipalities in stewardship
agreenments with the provincial government.

Sustainable Use in the Private Sector

Bi odi versity Managenent Procedures Guide

Gui des such as Biodiversity Conservation: Creating a Biodiversity Managenent
Procedures Guide for Your Organization, have been produced in consultation
with a variety of governnent and non-governnment partners as a business too
to assist organizations to take biodiversity into consideration in their

dai ly decision and policy making.

Canadi an Code of Conduct for Responsi ble Fishing Operations

The Canadi an fishing industry has taken the lead in applying the

I nternational Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries adopted in 1995 by
the United Nations Food and Agriculture Organi zation. The Canadi an Code of
Conduct for Responsible Fishing Operations was devel oped as a grassroots
initiative by fishernmen for fishernen and represents a fundanental change in
Canada’ s approach to achieving sustai nabl e, conservati on-based conmerci a
fisheries across the country. The grassroots devel opnent of the Code renains
unique in the world, with the broad-based invol venent of all Canadi an fishing
organi zati ons being the driving force behind the devel opment process. It is
estimated that the Canadi an Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing
Operations has now been ratified or endorsed by fisheries fleets and

organi zations that account for over 80% of Canada’s conmercial fish harvest.
More information on the Code is available at:

www. ncr . df o. ca/ communi c. fi sh_nan/ code/ eng/ con_eng. ht m

Bi odi versity Stewardshi p and Resource | ndustries Initiative

I ndustry and conservati on organi zati ons have banded together in the

Bi odi versity Stewardship and Resource |Industries (BSRI) initiative, ainmed at
promoting conservation and stewardship partnershi ps between natural resource
i ndustries, conservation organi zati ons and Aboriginal and rural communities.
The BSRI will pronpote stewardship by facilitating information sharing anong
st akehol ders about bi odiversity and | eading practices for the conservation of
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wildlife and habitat, partnerships for the conservation of wildlife and
habitat relying on volunteerismand trust to produce neasurable results, and
pronotion of global wildlife and habitat conservation through conmunication
of Canadi an | eadi ng practices worl dwi de.

Information on the BSRI can be accessed through CBIN at:
htt p: // www. cbi n. ec. gc. ca/ cbi n/f HTML./ en/ Net wor ks/ Bsri / defaul t. cfm

Sust ai nabl e Use and | ndustry Associ ations

I ndustry associ ati ons from across Canada, in all natural resource sectors,

have recogni zed their responsibility for conservation and the sustainable use

and managenent of natural resources. |Industry is regularly consulted in
gover nment deci sion naking affecting natural resources, and works with
government to inplenment strategi es and adopt voluntary frameworks for action.

Sone not abl e exanpl es i ncl ude:

e Canadi an Sustainable Forestry Certification Coalition — devel oping
national standards for forest products.

» Forest Products Association of Canada and provincial forestry associations
— support initiatives that pronpte sustainable forestry and certification
of forestry products.

e Ontario Federation of Agriculture, Union des producteurs agricol es and
ot her provincial agriculture associations — support initiatives that
pronote sustai nable agriculture.

e Tourismlndustry Association of Canada — support initiatives that pronote
sust ai nabl e touri sm devel opnent .

e Canadi an Council of Professional Fish Harvesters and other provincial and
regi onal fisheries organizations — inplenentation of code of conduct.

e Various sports hunting and fishing organi zati ons — support habitat
preservation and species conservation for sustainable hunting and fi shing
opportunities.

Sust ai nabl e Touri sm

Survey on the Inportance of Nature to Canadi ans

The Survey on the Inportance of Nature to Canadi ans, which assesses the
soci al and econom c value of nature-related activities to Canadi ans, draws on
a nati onwi de partnership of 16 federal, provincial, and territorial agencies.
The survey exanines the popularity of nature-related recreational activities,
participation in these activities according to the natural areas in which

t hey take place (such as the ecozones of Canada), and the significant
benefits to the econony resulting from spending on these activities.

Soci oeconomi ¢ insights based on survey results contribute to the managenent
of Canada's wildlife, water, forests, and protected areas that are essentia
for the public's enjoynent of nature-related activities. The survey has been
conduct ed approximately every five years since 1981

Touri smIndustry Association of Canada (Tl AQ

The Tourism Industry Association of Canada (TIAC — ww. tiac.ca) actively
supports initiatives for sustainable tourismdevel opment in Canada. TIAC
supports the mandate of the Parks Canada Agency to nmintain ecol ogica
integrity, and had representation on the Ecological Integrity Advisory
Conmittee.
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Trans Canada Tr ai

As a major tourisminitiative linked to biodiversity conservation, Canada is
currently nearing conpletion of the Trans Canada Trail (TCT -

wwv. tctrail.ca). Wien conpleted the TCT will be the | ongest recreationa
nature trail in the world. TCT is a recreational trail that winds its way

t hrough every province and territory, with a mssion of allow ng users to
connect with nature and with communities across Canada. The TCT Di scovery
Program wth a series of over 2000 interpretative discovery panels, wl]l
allow tourists to |l earn nore about Canada’'s forests. The TCT is nade possible
with the support of individual, corporations and all |evels of governnent.

UNESCO Woir |l d Bi osphere Reserves

In Canada, UNESCO Worl d Bi osphere Reserves play an active role in integrating
nat ure- based tourismand biodiversity. For exanple, the N agara Escarpnent
Conmi ssi on, the managenent body created in support of the N agara Escarpnent
UNESCO Worl d Bi osphere Reserve, actively pronotes sustainable tourismwthin
the region.
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156. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?
a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

157. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for
and reconmmendat i ons nmade?

neeting the obligations

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X

d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of

resources

To maintain or develop incentives and | egislation that support the conservation of

bi odi versity and the sustai nabl e use of biologica
of the Canadi an Bi odiversity Strategy.

resources is one of the major goals

158. Are programmes in place to identify and ensure the adoption of economcally and

soci ally sound neasures that act as incentives for the
sust ai nabl e use of conponents of biol ogical diversity?

conservation and

a) no
b) early stages of devel opnent
c) advanced stages of devel opnent
d) progranmes in place X
e) review of inplenmentation avail abl e
159. Do these incentives, and the progranmes to identify them and ensure their
adoption, cover the full range of sectoral activities?
a) no
b) sone sectors X
c) all mmjor sectors
d) all sectors

Decision 111/18.

I ncentive neasures

160. Has your country reviewed | egislation and econonic pol

cies to identify and

pronote incentives for the conservati on and sust ai nabl e use of conponents of

bi ol ogi cal diversity?
a) no
b) reviews in progress

c) sone reviews conplete

d) as far as practically possible
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161. Has your country ensured the devel opnment of mechani sns or approaches to ensure
adequat e incorporation of both market and non-mar ket val ues of bi ol ogi cal
diversity into plans, policies and progranmmes and other relevant areas, inter
alia, national accounting systens and investnent strategies?

a) no

b) early stages of identifying nechani sns X

c) advanced stages of identifying nechani sns

d) nmechanisnms in place

e) review of inpact of nechani sns avail abl e

162. Has your country devel oped trai ning and capacity buil ding programes to inplenent
i ncentive neasures and pronpte private-sector initiatives?

a) no

b) pl anned

c) sone X

d) many

163. Has your country incorporated biological diversity considerations into inpact
assessnments as a step in the design and inplenentation of incentive nmeasures?

a) no

b) yes X

164. Has your country shared experience on incentive neasures with other Contracting
Parties, including making rel evant case-studi es available to the Secretariat?

a) no

b) yes - previous national report

c) yes — case-studies X

d) yes - other means (please give details bel ow)

Deci sion |1V/10. Measures for inplenenting the Convention [part]

165.1s your country actively designing and inplementing incentive measures?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) neasures in place X

e) review of inplenmentation avail abl e

166. Has your country identified threats to biological diversity and underlyi ng causes
of biodiversity loss, including the relevant actors, as a stage in designing
i ncentive nmeasures?

a) no

b) partially reviewed X

c) thoroughly revi ewed

d) measures designed based on the revi ews

e) review of inplenentation avail abl e
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167. Do the existing incentive neasures take account of econom c, soci al
et hi cal val uation of biological diversity?

, cultural and

a) no
b) yes — limted extent X
c) yes — significant extent
168. Has your country devel oped | egal and policy frameworks for the design and
i npl ementati on of incentive neasures?
a) no
b) early stages of devel opnent
c) advanced stages of devel oprment
d) frameworks in place X

e) review of inplenentation avail able

169. Does your country carry out consultative processes to define clear

target-oriented

i ncentive neasures to address the underlying causes of biodiversity |oss?

a) no

X

b) processes being identified

c) processes identified but not inplenented

d) processes in place

170. Has your country identified and consi dered neutralizing perverse incentives?

a) no

b) identification programe under way

c) identified but not all neutralized

d) identified and neutralized

Deci sion V/15. |Incentive neasures

171. Has your country reviewed the incentive measures pronoted through the Kyoto

Protocol to the UN Franewor k Convention on dinmate Change?

a) no

b) yes

X

172. Has your country expl ored possi bl e ways and means by whi ch these incentive

measures can support the objectives of the Convention on Biol ogi cal
your country?

Diversity in

a) no

X

b) under consideration

c) early stages of devel opnent

d) advanced stages of devel opnent

e) further information avail abl e
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

Several incentive neasures have been devel oped by all |evels of governnent
and non-government organi sations across Canada. Mst incentives are directed
at habitat conservation rather than species protection, with participation on
a voluntary basis. Incentive nmeasures are also often closely tied to

stewar dshi p and education programs. The followi ng are just a few exanpl es of
existing initiatives.

NRTEE Ecol ogi cal Fiscal Reform Program

The goal of the National Round Table on the Environment and the Econony
(NRTEE — www. nrtee-trnee.gc.ca) Ecol ogical Fiscal ReformProgramis to

expl ore how a co-ordinated and deliberate strategy to redirect governnent
taxation and expenditure prograns woul d support the goal of sustainable
devel opnent in Canada. Designing discrete, practical econonmc instrunents to
achi eve these goals will be the primary focus of the program |ssues that
may be explored include biodiversity |oss and protection of ecol ogica

| andscapes (wetl ands and margi nal agricultural land). 1In 1999,
recommendati ons fromthe NRTEE G eening the Budget Committee to the Mnister
of Finance included a reconmendati on for protecting and conserving natura
space by reducing capital gains taxation on ecological gifts by 50% and
establishing a stewardship fund for habitat conservation.

Ecogifts

Donation by private individual and corporate | andowners of ecol ogically
sensitive land (or mlieu écosensible in Quebec) is energing as an inportant
tool in conserving sensitive ecosystens and biodiversity across Canada. The
February 28, 2000 federal budget announced that two-thirds of the tax on
deened capital gains associated with any ecological gift will be exenpt from
i ncome and that new neasures for certifying the appraisals of such gifts wll
be i mpl emented. These tax refornms sinplified the donati on of ecol ogica
gifts, and made donation nore favourable economcally. To date, over 160

gi fts have been donated in eight provinces, totalling over $25 mllion in

val ue.

More information on Ecogifts can be obtained at: www.cwsscf.ec.gc.calecoqifts.

Conservation Agreenments

The Nature Conservancy of Canada and many ot her conservation groups hold
conservation agreements with private |andowners for nillions of acres of
land. In nost cases, the agreenent hands a portion of a willing | andowner’s
property rights over to a conservation group, giving it a right to restrict
devel opnent according to the terms of the agreenent. |If there is a drop in
the value of the land as a result of the agreenent, the property owner can
receive a charitable tax deduction equal to the drop. Wile |Iand can be sold
and used at the owner’s discretion, the agreement continues to be legally

bi nding as | ong as the conservation group is involved. Exanples of

organi zations involved in these agreenents include the Southern Al berta Land
Trust Society and the Manitoba WIdlife Federation and the Manitoba Habitat
Heritage Corporation




66

Provi ncial and Territorial |ncentive Prograns

Provinces and Territories offer a wide range of incentive programs to protect
land qualifying as inportant wildlife habitat, often working with
agricultural producers and other private |and users. Sone exanpl es incl ude
the Alberta Buck for Wldlife Program the Manitoba Critical WIldlife Habitat
Program the Saskatchewan Fish and WIldlife Devel opnent Fund, and the Nova
Scotia Habitat Conservation Fund.

Quebec has recently adopted an Act Respecting Nature Reserves on Private Land
which will pronpte | andowner contributions to biodiversity conservation.

In Ontario, there are three prograns that provide tax incentives for |and
conservation — the Ontari o Conservation Land Tax |ncentive Program (CLTIP);
the Ontari o Managed Forest Tax |ncentive Program (MFTIP); and the Ontario
Farm and Taxation Policy Program These prograns are designed to pronote
|l ong-term private stewardship for conservation and managenent of |ands, by
providing tax credits or exenptions to eligible participants.

Incentives in Agriculture

Because farm and is usually privately owned, response options usually involve

the voluntary participation of |andowners. |ncentive nmeasures can further
t he understandi ng and appreci ati on of producers for the value of conserving
wildlife and wildlife habitat. 1In response to this, various |evels of

gover nment and non-gover nnent organi zati ons have created incentive prograns
for agricultural habitat conservation.

One large exanple is the Ontario Land CARE and Prairie CARE Prograns

(www. ducks. cal/ habitat/pcare. htm). CARE neans Conservation of Agriculture,
Resources and the Environment. In the prairie provinces, this program

provi des incentives and technical assistance to pronmote practical farmng
techni ques which benefit wildlife and the | andowner in the Prairie provinces.
Prairie CARE is a major conponent of the NAWWP and is delivered by Ducks
Unlimted Canada in cooperation with federal, provincial and United States
partners. The Ontario program provides financial incentives and technica
assistance to help farners increase agricultural productivity, conserve their
soil and water resources and i nprove the environmental conditions.

The Ontario Environnental Farm Plan Program adm ni stered by the Ontario Soil
and Crop I nprovenment Association (OSCIA) encourages farmers in Ontario to
identify areas of environmental concern and devel op farm pl ans by providi ng
farmers up to $1500 per farm business to hel p inplement new managenent
practices. The Ontario Land Stewardship Program (provided by the Ontario

M nistry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs and OSCIA) offers additiona
grants for inproved environmental farm managenent.
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Article 12 Research and training

173. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

174. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for
and recommendati ons nade?

neeting the obligations

a) Good

b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

| nproved research capacity is identified as a strategic priority under the
Canadi an Biodiversity Strategy. Research is focussed to inprove policy
devel opnent for the integration of nultiple resource-use objectives and to
i ncrease our understandi ng of ecosystens and to nanage human use.

Federal, provincial and territorial governments recogni ze that science
capacity related to biodiversity research and training nmust be enhanced.

Gaps are particularly acute in areas such as taxonony, as specialists retire
and are not replaced, as well as in emerging i ssues such as invasive alien
speci es and the ecol ogical inpacts of GMOs. There have been recent attenpts

to bol ster science capacity related to recovery of species at

ri sk and

protection of ecol ogica

integrity of Nationa

Par ks.

175. Has your country established progranmes for scientific and technica

educati on and

training in measures for the identification, conservation and sustai nabl e use of

bi ol ogi cal diversity and its conponents (12a)?
a) no
b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) progranmes in place

176. Has your country provided support to other Parties for education and training in
nmeasures for the identification, conservation and sustai nabl e use of biol ogi ca
diversity and its conponents (12a)?

a) no
b) yes X
177. Does your country pronbte and encourage research which contributes to the

conservation and sustai nabl e use of biological diversity (12b)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent

178. Does your country pronbte and cooperate in the use of scientific advances in

bi ol ogi cal diversity research in devel opi ng nmet hods for conservati on and
sust ai nabl e use of biol ogi cal resources (12c)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent
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If a devel oped country Party -

179. Does your country’s inplenmentation of the above activities take into account the
speci al needs of devel opi ng countries?

a) no

b) yes, where rel evant X

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

175. Scientific and technical education and training (12(a)) — early stages
of discussion with provinces toward creating a national biodiversity
sci ence agenda.

176. | DRC has been engaged in education and training to neet needs of
devel opi ng countries (e.g. protecting traditional crop breeding
activities in nountain ecosystens). Al so, ClDA hel ped sponsor the
Arenal Project in Costa Rica to devel op ecotourism Yet ODA has been
declining in recent years.

177. Research that contributes to sustainable use of natural resources
(fisheries, agriculture, forestry) is supported to a significant
extent, while nore research related to conservation is still required.

178. The Sust ai nabl e Forest Managenent Network provides research support for
t he devel opnent of a total nanagenent protocol for Canada’s Borea
Forest so it will be sustained in all its physical, biological
ecol ogi cal and econoni c di mensions for future generations
(sfm 1. bi ol ogy. ual berta.ca/).

Post Secondary Research and Trai ni ng Prograns

The majority of post secondary institutions in Canada (coll ege and
university) offer a variety of environmental training prograns. Faculties of
engi neering, science, arts, social science and agriculture provide

bi odi versity oriented courses such as biol ogy, environnental science,
environnent al studies, agricultural science and ecol ogy.

These academic institutions are also actively engaged in biodiversity
research in support of their education and training prograns.
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Article 13 Public educati on and awar eness

180. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a)

Hi gh

X

b)

Medi um

c)

Low

181. To what extent

are the resources avail abl e adequate for

neeting the obligations

and reconmendat i ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d)

Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of

resources

Education is one of the five goals of the Canadi an Biodiversity Strategy,
engagi ng Canadi ans t hrough stewardship is one of the national priorities
bei ng reconmended to M nisters for national action over the next 5 years.

Responsi bility for formal education resides with the provincia
Informal or public education is a shared responsibility.

Stewardship is the termthe federal governnent
that individuals, conmmunities (including Aboriginal comunities),
and non-profit organizations undertake to hel p conserve habitat.
prograns can al so include public education and outreach. The federa
governnent has stated that stewardship is its preferred approach to
conserving habitat for the protection and recovery of species at risk.

uses for voluntary actions
i ndustri es,
St ewar dshi p

and

gover nments.

182. Does your country pronote and encourage understandi ng of the inportance of,
the neasures required for,

and
t he conservation of biodiversity (13a) through medi a?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

ext ent

c) yes — significant

183. Does your country pronbte and encourage understandi ng of the inportance of,
the neasures required for,
inclusion of this topic in education progranmes?

and
t he conservation of biodiversity (13a) through the

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent

X

184. Does your country cooperate with other States and internationa
devel opi ng rel evant educati onal and public awareness programmes

organi zations in
(13b) ?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent X
c) yes — significant extent

Deci sion |1V/10. Measures for inplenenting the Convention [part]

185. Are public education and awareness needs covered in the nationa
action plan?

strategy and

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent
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186. Has your country all ocated appropriate resources for the strategic use of
educati on and communi cation instrunents at each phase of policy fornulation,
i mpl ement ati on and eval uati on?

a) limted resources

b) significant but not adequate resources X

c) adequate resources

187. Does your country support initiatives by major groups that foster stakehol der
participation and that integrate biol ogical diversity conservation natters in
their practice and educati on programes?

a) no

b) yes X

188. Has your country integrated biodiversity concerns into education strategies?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment X

d) yes

189. Has your country nmade avail abl e any case-studies on public educati on and awar eness
and public participation, or otherw se sought to share experiences?

a) no
b) yes X

190. Has your country illustrated and translated the provisions of the Convention into
any | ocal |anguages to pronote public education and awareness rai sing of rel evant
sectors?

a) not relevant

b) still to be done X

c) under devel opnent

d) yes

191.1s your country supporting |ocal, national, sub-regional and regi onal education
and awar eness progranmes?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

| f a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition -

192. When requesti ng assi stance through the GEF, has your country proposed projects
that pronote nmeasures for inplenmenting Article 13 of the Convention?

a) no

b) yes
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Deci sion V/17. Education and public awareness

193. Does your country support capacity-building for educati on and conmuni cation in
bi ol ogi cal diversity as part of the national biodiversity strategy and action
pl ans?

a) no

b) limted support X

c) yes (please give details)

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

Educati on

Educati on and awareness raising is one of the five goals of the Canadian

Bi odi versity Strategy. In 1998, Canada produced a report entitled “Learning
about Biodiversity — A First Look at the Theory and Practice of Biodiversity
Educati on, Awareness and Training in Canada”. The report provides
practitioners with both an acadeni c perspective on biodiversity education, as
wel | as practical exanples of programs devel oped i n Canada.

Canada is currently participating in the Biodiversity Education Experts group
that will present its report and recomendations at COP 6. Canada is worKking
on a case study as its contribution to the project.

A National Conference of Educators was held recently to consider the role of
education institutions in conservation and the associ ated i nformati on and
curricul a needs of educators.

Fornmal education in Canada is the responsibility of the provincia
governments. Mich work is being done to integrate biodiversity into the
curriculum At the college and university level, a variety of institutions
offer training in biodiversity related fields.

I nformal education is provided by a nunmber of governnent and non- gover nnment
organi zations, and through a variety of nedia. Miseuns, zoos, botanica
gardens, aquariuns and environnental education centres have exhibits and
prograns that support infornmal biodiversity educati on and public awareness.
Visitors to Canada’ s parks and protected areas are al so exposed to informnal
bi odi versity education through interpretation centres and progranms provided
by staff.

St ewar dshi p

Federal, provincial and territorial governnents are currently collaborating
in the devel opment of a Canada-wi de stewardship action plan aimed at engagi ng
Canadi ans in conservation and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity on private
lands. A draft of the action plan has been prepared, and is expected to be
presented for ministerial approval as early as Fall 2002.

The private sector is also pronoting stewardship activity and have forned an
organi sation called Biodiversity Stewardship in Resource Industries (see
comments for Article 10).

St ewar dshi p obj ectives in Canada are furthered by national conferences and
wor kshops such as “Caring for Qur Land and Water”, a national stewardship
conference held in June 2000.

NGO s such as the Wrld Wldlife Fund (W), Canadi an Nature Federation
(CNF), Canadian WIldlife Federation (CW), Sierra Club and WIldlife Habitat
Canada (WHC) also play a najor role in raising public awareness. Vol unteer
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moni tori ng and observati on networks are al so creating opportunities for
citizens to get involved in biodiversity science. Ex situ facilities also
provi de val uabl e bi odiversity science experiences and information to mllions
of Canadi ans each year (e.g. Metro Toronto Zoo, Quebec Bi odonme, etc).

Habi tat Stewardshi p Program for Species at Risk

The Habitat Stewardship Programis a federal programthat ainms to enhance
exi sting and encourage new conservation activities that foster [and and
resource use practices that maintain habitat critical to the survival and
recovery of identified species at risk. To be proactive and prevent wildlife
speci es frombeconing at risk, the programal so contributes to habitat needs
for species of conservation concern. Specific projects are directed by the
federal governnent, and are devel oped and funded in partnership with

provi nci al governments and a variety of non-governnment agencies. |n 2000,

t he federal government announced a substantial anount of new funding for the
program - $45 mllion over five years. More information on the programis
avai l abl e at http://wwv. speci esatri sk. gc. cal/ sar/ medi a/ back2_e. ht m

St ewar dshi p Canada Porta

The Stewardshi p Canada Wb Portal and network of integrated provincial "hubs"
are in the early stages of devel opnent. The portal is designed to provide one
screen entry to directories of funders and organi zati ons, resources such as
case studies, denonstration projects, and training progranms, as well as
events and foruns. The Stewardshi p Canada network |inks established

provi nci al hubs which share comobn architecture, interactive applications,
hardwar e and sone nanagenent services. |In addition, as partners,

organi zations can link or transfer their web sites to the network and be
hosted on the national portal, or at the provincial hub as part of an
expandi ng busi ness arrangenents.

For further information, or to access the fully functioning prototypes of the
nati onal portal and Ontario, Saskatchewan and British Col unbia stewardship
centres, access the site through WetKit at visit

http://ww. st ewar dshi pcanada. ca/ sc_nati onal / mai n/ i ndex. asp

Nat ural Legacy 2000

Nat ural Legacy 2000 (www. naturall egacy2000.con) is an anbitious conservation
program bei ng delivered by four of Canada’s |argest nature conservation
organi zations: Ducks Unlinited Canada, the Canadi an Nature Federation, The
Nat ure Conservancy of Canada, and Wrld WIldlife Fund (Canada). Toget her
these groups marked the mllenniumw th a nunber of bold initiatives ainmed at
notivating Canadi ans to becone active stewards of their |ocal environnments.

Nat ural Legacy 2000 is conprised of five distinct but conplenentary
conponents — conserving wetl ands, protecting bird habitat, conserving
ecologically significant private |and, saving endangered species, and

buil ding a protected area network. These conmponents are in turn conprised of
nunerous comunity conservation projects in all regions of Canada.
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Article 14 | npact assessnment and mninmzing adverse imnpacts

194. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

195. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmmendati ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate X c) Limting d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The need for an environmental inmpact assessment in Canada is determnined by both
federal and provincial |aw

In all Environment Canada project assessnents under the CEAA, the inpacts on

bi odiversity are identified, recorded, and sone nmitigati on neasures suggested.

However, there is insufficient capacity to undertake conprehensive surveys of baseline
condi tions, and engage in followup activities. Environnent Canada al so provides
scientific expertise (including inpacts on biodiversity) to other federal assessnents,
or sonetinmes provinces in joint assessnents.

Proj ect assessnents carried out by other federal departments, provincial and
territorial governnents, and private conpanies also contribute to the identification
and reporting of potential inpacts on biodiversity.

196.1s legislation in place requiring an environmental inpact assessnent of proposed
projects likely to have adverse effects on biol ogical diversity (14 (1a))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) legislation in place X
e) review of inplenmentation avail abl e X
197. Do such environnental inpact assessnent procedures allow for public participation
(14(1a))?
a) no
b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

198. Does your country have nechanisns in place to ensure that the environnmenta
consequences of national programmes and policies that are likely to have
significant adverse inpacts on biological diversity are duly taken into account
(14(1b))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent X

d) fully conpliant with current scientific know edge
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199. s your country involved in bilateral, regional and/or nmultilateral discussion on
activities likely to significantly affect biological diversity outside your
country’s jurisdiction (14(1c))?

a) no

b) yes — linited extent X

c) yes — significant extent

200.1s your country inplenenting bilateral, regional and/or multil ateral agreenents on
activities likely to significantly affect biological diversity outside your
country’s jurisdiction (14(1c))?

a) no

b) no, assessnent of options in progress

c) sone conpleted, others in progress X

b) yes

201. Has your country nechanisns in place to notify other States of cases of inm nent
or grave danger or danmmge to biological diversity originating in your country and
potentially affecting those States (14(1d))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) nmechanisnms in place X

e) no need identified

202. Has your country mechanisnms in place to prevent or mnimze danger or damage
originating in your State to biological diversity in other States or in areas
beyond the limts of national jurisdiction (14(1d))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) fully conpliant with current scientific know edge X

e) no need identified

203. Has your country national nechanisns in place for energency response to activities
or events which present a grave and inm nent danger to biol ogical diversity
(14(1e))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) mechanisnms in place X

204. Has your country encouraged international cooperation to establish joint
contingency plans for energency responses to activities or events which present a
grave and i mm nent danger to biological diversity (14(1e))?

a) no

b) vyes X

c) no need identified
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Decision IV/10. Measures for inplenenting the Convention [part]

205. Has your country exchanged with other Contracting Parties information and
experience relating to environnental inpact assessnent and resulting mtigating
nmeasures and incentive schenes?

a) no

b) information provided to the Secretari at

c) information provided to other Parties X

d) information provided on the national CHM

206. Has your country exchanged with other Contracting Parties information on neasures
and agreenments on liability and redress applicable to danmage to bi ol ogi ca
di versity?

a) no

b) information provided to the Secretari at X
c) information provided to other Parties X
d) information provided on the national CHM

Deci sion V/18. Inpact assessnent, liability and redress

207. Has your country integrated environnental inpact assessnent into progranmes on
thematic areas and on alien species and tourisn®?

a) no

b) partly integrated X

c) fully integrated

208. When carrying out environnental inpact assessnents does your country address | oss
of biol ogical diversity and the interrel ated soci o-econonic, cultural and human-
health aspects relevant to biol ogical diversity?

a) no

b) partly X

c) fully

209. When devel opi ng new | egi sl ati ve and regul atory franmeworks, does your country have
in place nmechani sns to ensure the consideration of biological diversity concerns
fromthe early stages of the drafting process?

a) no

b) in sone circunstances X

c) in all circunstances

210. Does your country ensure the invol vement of all interested and affected
st akehol ders in a participatory approach to all stages of the assessnent process?
a) no
b) yes - in certain circunstances

c) yes - in all cases X
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211. Has your country organi sed expert meetings, workshops and seminars, and/or
trai ni ng, educational and public awareness progranmes and exchange progranmmes in
order to pronote the devel opment of |ocal expertise in nethodol ogi es, techniques
and procedures for inpact assessnent?

a) no

b) sone programmes in pl ace

c) many programres in place X

d) integrated approach to buil ding expertise

212. Has your country carried out pilot environmental inpact assessnent projects, in
order to pronote the devel opnent of |ocal expertise in nethodol ogi es, techniques
and procedures?

a) no X

b) yes (please provide further details)

213. Does your country use strategic environmental assessnments to assess not only the
i npact of individual projects, but also their cumul ative and gl obal effects, and
ensure the results are applied in the decision making and pl anni ng processes?

a) no

b) to alimted extent

c) to a significant extent X

214. Does your country require the inclusion of devel opnent of alternatives, mitigation

nmeasures and consi deration of the el aboration of conpensati on nmeasures in
envi ronnent al i npact assessnent ?

a) no

b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent

215.1s national information avail able on the practices, systens, mechani sns and
experiences in the area of strategic environnental assessnment and i npact
assessnent ?

a) no

b) yes (please append or sunmari se) X
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

197. Canadi an Environnmental Assessnent Act (CEAA) cane into force in 1995.
It prescribes conditions under which federal departnents and agenci es mnust
perform environnental assessnents.

In 1998, the Commi ssioner of the Environnment and Sustai nabl e Devel opnent
(CESD) in the Ofice of the Auditor General of Canada (OAG conducted an
audit of the inplenentation of environnental assessnents under the Canadi an
Envi ronnental Assessnent Act (CEAA) and the processes in place for the

i mpl ement ation of policies and prograns in accordance with the Cabinet
Directive. A followup audit was conpleted in 2000.

199. A Cabinet Directive issued in 1990 requires a strategic environmental
assessnent (SEA) of federal policy and programinitiatives. This Cabinet
Directive was revised in 1999 to strengthen role of SEA by clarifying
obligations and |inking SEA to sustainabl e devel opnent strategies. The
Canadi an Environmental Assessment Agency has recently published
gui delines on inplenenting the Directive.

O her gui des have al so been published to assist project, program and
policy devel opers in determ ning when an EA is required and how it should
be conducted. For exanple, A Cuide on Biodiversity and Environnenta
Assessment (1996) and Strategic Environmental Assessnents at Environnent
Canada — How to Conduct Environnental Assessnents of Policy, Plan and
Program Proposal s. |ssue-specific guides such as the Wetl ands

Envi ronment al Assessment Cuideline and the Mgrating Birds Environmenta
Assessnent Cui del i ne have been devel oped to gui de inmpact assessnent in
speci fic program and policy areas.

201. National Environnental Energencies Contingency Plan
Canada — USA Joint Inland Pollution Contingency Plan
joint plans with Canada and US coast guard services
www.ec.gc.calee-ue/pub/pub_e.cfm

202. National Environnental Energencies Contingency Plan
Canada — USA Joint Inland Pollution Contingency Plan
joint plans with Canada and US coast guard services
www.ec.gc.ca/ee-ue/pub/pub_e.cfm

206. Canada participated in the Wrkshop on Liability and Redress hosted by
the Secretariat in Paris, June 18-20, 2001. Previous to that workshop
Canada subnmitted a witten summary of Canadi an | egal provisions on
liability and redress to the Secretariat.

215. See SEA Manual . zip

Provincial and Territorial |nmpact Assessnent

Several provinces and territories have established |egislation or policies
that include provisions for environnental inpact assessnent of projects and
programs. |npact assessments of wetlands provide one exanple. The provinces
of Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia and New Brunswi ck have environnenta

| egi slation that requires an environnent inpact assessnent for both private
and public projects affecting wetlands. The province of Ontario’s Natura
Heritage Policies prohibit devel opnent and site alteration on certain
“significant wetlands” and requires denonstration of no negative inpacts on
other significant wetlands in adjacent areas.

However, provincial legislation is not linmted to wetlands. For exanple, the
New Brunswi ck Cl ean Environment Act includes provisions for environmenta
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i npact assessnent for activities that inmpact any aspect of the environnment.
Schedule ‘A of the regulation provides a list of activities that
automatically trigger an EIA. The Act can be viewed at:
http://ww. gov. nb. ca/justice/acts/acts/c¥%®RD06. ht m
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Article 15 Access to genetic resources

216. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenmentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

217. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for
and recommendati ons nade?

neeting the obligations

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

218. Has your country endeavoured to create conditions to facilitate access to genetic
resources for environnentally sound uses by other Contracting Parties (15(2))~?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

219.1s there any mutual understanding or agreenent in place between different interest

groups and the State on access to genetic resources (15(4))?

a)

no

X?

b) yes — limted extent

X?

c) yes — significant extent

220. Has your country an open participation planning process,
pl ace, to ensure that access to resources is subject to p
(15(5))?

or any ot her
rior

process in

i nformed consent

a)

no

X

b)

early stages of devel opnent

c)

advanced stages of devel opnent

d)

processes in place

221. Has your country taken neasures to ensure that

any scientific research based on

genetic resources provided by other Contracting Parties is devel oped and carri ed
out with the full participation of such Contracting Parties (15(6))?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
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222. Has your country taken neasures to ensure the fair and equitable sharing of the
results of research and devel opnment and the benefits arising fromthe comrercial
and ot her use of genetic resources with any Contracting Party providi ng such
resources (15(7))?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

If so, are these neasures

a) Legislation

b) Statutory policy or subsidiary |egislation

c) Policy and admini strative neasures X

Decision 11/11 and Decision I11/15. Access to genetic resources

223. Has your country provided the secretariat with information on rel evant
| egi sl ation, admi nistrative and policy neasures, participatory processes and
research programmes?

a) no X

b) yes, within the previous national report

c) yes, through case-studies

d) yes, through other neans (please give details bel ow)

224. Has your country inplenented capacity-building progranmes to pronote successfu
devel opment and i npl ement ati on of | egislative, administrative and policy neasures
and gui del i nes on access, including scientific, technical, business, |egal and
managenent skills and capacities?

a) no

b) sone programres covering sone needs X

C) nany progranmes covering sone needs

d) progranmes cover all perceived needs

e) no perceived need

225. Has your country anal ysed experi ences of |egislative, adm nistrative and policy
nmeasures and gui del i nes on access, including regional efforts and initiatives, for
use in further devel opnent and i npl enment ati on of neasures and gui del i nes?

a) no

b) analysis in progress X

c) analysis conpleted

226.1s your country collaborating with all relevant stakehol ders to explore, devel op
and i npl enent guidelines and practices that ensure nmutual benefits to providers
and users of access measures?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent
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227. Has your country identified national authorities responsible for granting access
to genetic resources?

a) no X

b) yes

228.1s your country taking an active role in negotiations associated with the
adaptation of the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources for Food
and Agricul ture?

a) no

b) yes X

Deci sion V/26. Access to genetic resources

229. Has your country designated a national focal point and one or nobre conpetent
nati onal authorities to be responsible for access and benefit-sharing arrangenents
or to provide informati on on such arrangenents?

a) no X

b) yes

c) yes, and Executive Secretary notified

230. Do your country’s national biodiversity strategy, and |egislative, administrative
or policy neasures on access and benefit-sharing, contribute to conservation and
sust ai nabl e use obj ectives?

a) no

b) to a limted extent X

c) to a significant extent

Parties that are recipients of genetic resources

231. Has your country adopted adm nistrative or policy measures that are supportive of
efforts made by provider countries to ensure that access to their genetic
resources is subject to Articles 15, 16 and 19 of the Conventi on?

a) no X

b) ot her arrangenents made

c) yes

232. Does your country co-operate with other Parties in order to find practical and
equi tabl e sol uti ons supportive of efforts made by provider countries to ensure
that access to their genetic resources is subject to Articles 15, 16 and 19 of the
Convention, recognizing the conplexity of the issue, with particular consideration
of the multiplicity of prior inforned consent considerations?

a) no X

b) yes (please provide details)
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233.1n developing its legislation on access, has your country taken into account and
al l owed for the devel opnent of a nultilateral systemto facilitate access and
benefit-sharing in the context of the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic
Resour ces?

a) no n/ a

b) | egislation under devel opnent

c) yes

234.1s your country co-ordinating its positions in both the Convention on Biol ogi cal
Diversity and the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources?

a) no

b) taking steps to do so

c) yes X

235. Has your country provided information to the Executive Secretary on user
institutions, the market for genetic resources, non-nonetary benefits, new and
ener gi ng nechani sns for benefit sharing, incentive neasures, clarification of
definitions, sui generis systens and “intermedi ari es”?

a) no X

b) sone informati on provided

c) substantial information provided

236. Has your country submitted informati on on specific issues related to the role of
intellectual property rights in the inplenmentation of access and benefit-sharing
arrangenents to the Executive Secretary?

a) no X

b) yes

237. Has your country provi ded capacity-buil ding and technol ogy devel opnent and
transfer for the maintenance and utilization of ex situ collections?

a) no

b) yes to a linited extent X

c) yes to a significant extent

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

Canada is currently doing a detailed study of the donestic |aw situation
The below i nformation provides a general outline of our general framework.

In Canada, access to genetic resources is governed by existing law, in
particul ar property laws (including intellectual property statutes), |aws
governi ng crown |and, |aws governing access and use of biological resources
in national and provincial parks etc., and policies governing access to
material kept in ex situ genebank collections. Canada does not have a single
pi ece of national access |egislation per se.

CGeneral ly, national policy governing access to genetic resources is nore
devel oped for ex-situ than in-situ genetic resources. In Canada, the |evel of
national policy devel opnent is nore advanced for certain sectors such as the
agricultural sector than other industrial sectors (e.g. nedicines). Although
many sectors in the Canadi an econony are dependent upon the use of genetic
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resources, as defined by the CBD, ranging fromtextiles and pul pwood/ | unber
to pharmaceutical/chem cal and other nanufacturing industries, and even to
ornamental horticulture and | andscaping, to date there has there has been
l[ittle debate nationally regarding the need for a national policy governing
access to and benefit sharing of genetic resources.

In general, access to in situ genetic resources falls under |aws governing

| and tenure. Approximately, 11 %of land in Canada is privately owned, 48 %
is provincial crown land and 41 %is federal crown land. Thus, the najority
of crown land in Canada falls under provincial jurisdiction. Access to and
use of crown land is regul ated under both provincial and federal |aws. Thus,
the federal, provincial, territorial and |ocal governnents are involved in

t he devel opnent of a national policy in this area.

Jurisdiction over natural resources is shared by federal and provincia
governnents. Many aboriginal comunities participate actively in decision-
maki ng processes involving issues such as sustainable or customary use and
regi onal devel opnent. Aboriginal governnents may have jurisdiction over
natural resources on the land as set out in a conprehensive clai magreenent
or sel f-governnent agreenent.

Several federal departnents are responsible for administering crown |ands and
nost have devel oped policies that may affect the protection of and access to
in-situ genetic resources. However, currently there is no conprehensive
nati onal policy concerning access to in-situ genetic resources in Canada.

In Canada, the federal and provincial governments, universities and private
conpani es manage ex-situ collections of genetic resources. In the
agricultural sector there is a long history in Canada of supporting public
agricultural research and open access to our agricultural innovation.
Additionally, Canada has a tradition of providing governnent to governnent
aid related to the agricultural sector, specifically plant and ani ma
breeding. In the past, Canadian plant and ani mal genetics have been shared
wi dely throughout the world.

The Departnent of Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada foll ows the genera
principles of Article 15 of the Convention on Biological Diversity. Sanples
of plant genetic resources for food and agriculture are generally avail able
wi thout restriction for purposes of breeding, research and education. Aninal
genetic resources are available mainly by contract. A fee schedul e was

i mpl enented for access to the Canadian Col |l ection of Fungal Cultures.

Bi ol ogi cal specinmens are freely exchanged on the basis of reciproca
treatment. The Departnent pronotes national and international consensus on
access to genetic resources for food and agricul ture.

Access to Cenetic Resources in Agriculture

The Departnment of Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada foll ows the genera
principles of Article 15 of the Convention on Biological Diversity. Sanples
of plant genetic resources for food and agriculture are avail able without
restriction for purposes of breeding, research and education. Animal genetic
resources are available mainly by contract. A fee schedule was inplenented
for access to the Canadian Collection of Fungal Cultures. Biologica

speci mens are freely exchanged on the basis of reciprocal treatment. The
Departnment pronmptes national and international consensus on access to genetic
resources for food and agricul ture.

217. The relative inmportance of genetic resources in the Canadi an context of
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the CBDis a little obscure. In the agricultural sector there are traditions
of supporting free access and viewing the third objective of the CBD, which
is largely supported by Article 15 (but by others article, also), as

somet hing to be achi eved through government to governnent contact at the aid
| evel , disconnecting the objective of facilitating access to genetic
resources fromthe ethical heard of the CBD s third objective. Wile this
strategy is understandable and | believe appropriate, it also has resulted
in, or perhaps better, is part of a larger |ack of awareness of "Article 15"
i ssues. Many sectors of Canadi an society are dependent upon the use of
genetic resources, as defined by the CBD, ranging fromtextiles and

pul pwood/ | unber to chemi cal and other manufacturing industries, and even to
ornanental horticulture and | andscapi ng, but there has been little obvious
attention paid to the inplications of Article 15.

The Canadi an Biodiversity Strategy places nore enphasis on sustainabl e use of
bi ol ogi cal diversity than does the CBD, and pays |less attention to "Article
15 issues" of access to genetic resources or the critical third objective of
the CBD, the fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising fromthe use of
genetic resources, including by access to those resources. This may be a
reflection of the fact that this is a relatively new policy issue for Canada
and one that will require nore research and consultation to determ ne

speci fic Canadi an interests and approaches.

If "your country" neans only the federal governnment then there is clearly
room for further enhancenent of understandi ng of these issues. Looking to
ot her sectors in Canadian society does lead to a little nore activity.

There have been very few efforts made to examine the inplications of Article
15 in a coherent fashion. The Canadian Institute for Environnental Law and
Policy (CIELP) held a workshop on this natter in the fall of 1997, and has
produced sone overview reports that sumarizes Canadi an | aw and policy on
access to genetic resources and on sharing of benefits. Lack of Canadi an
exanpl es of how access to genetic resources issues are being addressed in
Canada is a real concern.

Wthin the Botanical Gardens sector, efforts are underway to address Article
15 and the inplications of the CBD as a whole, led in large part by severa
maj or institutions that undertake botanical prospecting, especially in the
United States and Great Britain. Canada does not have any botani cal gardens
that are thenselves involved in the nore obvious genetic resources sectors
such as pharnaceuti cal devel opnent, but in recent years at |east one -
Montreal Botani cal Garden - has been approached by pharnaceutical conpanies
| ooking to obtain [arge nunbers of plant tissue specinmens for screening for
potential drugs and other products.

219. To a nore significant extent with respect to ex-situ resources in the
agricultural sector.

221. No, except for the agricultural sector where some processes are in
pl ace.

222. Some measures are in place, except in the agricultural sector where
conpr ehensi ve neasures are in place.

223. Sone neasures are in place, except in the agricultural sector where
conpr ehensi ve neasures are in place.
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227. Level of collaboration varies across sectors.

228. No, except national authority established for granting access to
federal ex-situ agriculture collections.

230. No national focal point established, however there is a national
authority responsible for federal ex-situ agriculture collections.

232. No, except for other arrangenents that exist for the agriculture sector.
233. No, except in the agricultural sector.
AAFC | NPUT — Notes on Questions

The Secretariat should note that further questions would have elicited nore
conpl ete expl anations of the national approach.

The questionnaire focuses entirely on CoP decision V/26, para.4(c) and “neglects’ to ask how or whether Parties
“promote flexibility” in their measures for access and benefit-sharing as set out in CoP decision V/26 para.4(b), or
to ask about practical and equitable solutions for prior informed consent asin para.4(d). Even para.4(c) notes
however that “all countries are providers and recipients of genetic resources.

Comments on the wording used for specific questions follows:

219. Isthere any mutual understanding or agreement in place between different
interest groups and the State on access to genetic resources (15(4))? This question is not really legitimate — Art.15.4
refers to mutually agreed terms, not mutual “understanding or agreement”.

In Canada, accessis governed by existing law, in particular property law, laws governing availability of material in
situ in national or provincia parks etc., and policy including access policy to material kept ex situ in genebank
collections. It's not because Canada doesn’t have laws identified as “access legislation” that accessisn’t subject to
law.

220. Has your country an open participation planning process, or any other process in place, to ensure that access to
resources is subject to prior informed consent (15(5))? Thisisa poor question — Art.15.5 does not require an “open
participation planning process’ or for that matter any “process’ at al. There should also be referencein this
guestion to “unless otherwise determined” by the Party providing access.

221. Has your country taken measures to ensure that any scientific research based on genetic resources provided by
other Contracting Partiesis developed and carried out with the full participation of such Contracting Parties (15(6))?
A poor question — Art.15.6 says “endeavour”, not “ensure”, it doesn’t refer to “any” scientific research, and “full
participation” isto be “where possible”.

222. Has your country taken measures to ensure the fair and equitable sharing of the results of research and
development and the benefits arising from the commercial and other use of genetic resources with any Contracting
Party providing such resources (15(7))? A poor question, because only part of Art.15.7 is being referenced.

Note that when Canada was deciding in 1993 whether we should ratify the CBD or not, alegal opinion stated that
we were already in conformity with its obligations. It would not be consistent now to state that we were not
implementing this provision. Canada consistently pays its quotato GEF, which is the financial mechanism cited in
Art.15.7.

227. Has your country identified national authorities responsible for granting

access to genetic resources? Another poor question, because it assumes countries are supposed to identify such
national authorities. CoP decision I11/15 para.6 adds “...and/or competent national authorities to provide
information on the granting of access to genetic resources’.

233. In developing its legislation on access, has your country taken into account
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and allowed for the development of a multilateral system to facilitate access and
benefit-sharing in the context of the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic

Resources? Another poor question, which assumes that each country is choosing to develop access legidation!
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Article 16 Access to and transfer of technol ogy

238. Wat is the relative priority afforded to inplenmentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

239. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmmendati ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

| DRC focuses on strengthening and supporting the devel opment of |ocal solutions for
t he sustai nabl e use of biodiversity.

240. Has your country taken neasures to provide or facilitate access for and transfer
to other Contracting Parties of technologies that are rel evant to the conservation
and sust ai nabl e use of biol ogical diversity or make use of genetic resources and
do not cause significant danage to the environment (16(1))?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review X

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

241.1s your country aware of any initiatives under which relevant technology is
transferred to your country on concessional or preferential ternms (16(2))?

a) no X

b) yes (please give brief details bel ow

242. Has your country taken neasures so that Contracting Parties which provide genetic
resources are provi ded access to and transfer of technol ogy whi ch make use of
those resources, on nutually agreed ternms (16(3))?

a) not relevant

b) relevant, but no neasures

c) sone neasures in place

d) potential neasures under review X

e) conprehensive nmeasures in place

|f so, are these neasures

a) Legislation

b) Statutory policy or subsidiary |egislation

c) Policy and adm ni strative arrangenents
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243. Has your country taken neasures so that the private sector facilitates access to
joint devel opnent and transfer of relevant technol ogy for the benefit of
government institutions and the private sector of devel oping countries (16(4))°?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review X

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

If so, are these neasures

a) Legislation?

b) Statutory policy and subsidiary |egislation?

c) Policy and adm ni strative arrangenents?

244. Does your country have a national systemfor intellectual property right
protection (16(5))?

a) no

b) yes X

245. | f yes, does it cover biological resources (for exanple, plant species) in any
way ?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X

Decision 111/17. Intellectual property rights

246. Has your country conducted and provided to the secretariat case-studies of the
i npacts of intellectual property rights on the achi evenent of the Conventions
obj ectives?

a) no

b) sone

c) nmany X
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

245. Canada’s national systemfor intellectual property right protection
i ncl udes the Canada Patent Act and Pl ant Breeders’ Rights.

246. Canada’'s national systemfor intellectual property rights currently
covers new plant varieties. Plants and aninals per se are not patentable
subj ect matter under Canadi an patent | aw.

247. Through IDRC, the Crucible Goup and the Third Wrld Network have done
research in this area. |IDRC, working in partnership with the Crucible G oup
has produced docunments such as Seedi ng Sol utions: Policy Options for Genetic
Resources — People, Plants and Patents Revisited.

Bi ot echnol ogy Pat ents

There are nore than 2,500 applications every year in Canada for patents

rel ated to bi otechnol ogy. On average, that's about 100 inventions every

wor ki ng day. Under the Canadian Patent Act, no patents are granted for

products existing in nature.

e Canadian law grants patents for scientific inventions in areas such as
DNA, RNA, proteins and unicellular life forns and viruses. Patents can
al so be granted for processes which depend on living matter, such as using
a mcro-organi smto degrade toxic conpounds or to control agricultura
pests and di seases.

e Current Canadian | aw does not permt patents for higher life forns, such
as plants, seeds and ani mal s.

e To be granted patent protection, an invention nust neet three basic
criteria:
- New - not known by anybody;
- Not obvious to sonmebody with expertise in the field;
- Useful — has industrial applicability.

e The patent gives the inventor the exclusive right to exclude others from
selling, making or using the patented invention for a maxi mum of 20 years.

» To encourage scientific and technol ogi cal research, scientists are all owed
to carry out non-conmercial experinmental work during the patent protection
peri od.

The Cruci bl e Project

The Crucible Group is a nulti-national, nulti-stakehol der gathering of
experts to exam ne questions of genetic resources control and managemnent

(I PR, benefit-sharing, indigenous use, conservation, etc). In its first
report, People, Plants and Patents: The inpact of intellectual property on
trade, plant biodiversity and rural society (1994), the Goup identified 28
recomendations they felt able to offer collectively to policy- and deci si on-
makers. A second publication, Seeding Solutions: Policy options for genetic
resources — Plants, people and patents revisited (2000), provided another set
of reconmendations froma w der variety of G oup participants. |DRC has
played a critical role in the work of the G oup
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Article 17 Exchange of infornation

247. \Wat is the relative priority afforded to inplenmentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

248. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for nmeeting the obligations
and reconmmendat i ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The Canadi an Bi odiversity Strategy makes specific conmmitnents to enhance data and

i nformati on managenent in Canada, including conmtnents to establish Conservation Data
Centres (CDC), and commitments to enhance access, distribution, and sharing of data
and information that has been generated by publicly funded research.

While nore progress is still required, there has been progress in enhancing data and

i nformati on nmanagenent across Canada over the past five years. Conservation Data
Centres have continued their collection and dissenination of data, and are now worki ng
with the Association for Biodiversity Information (ABI) to devel op, nanage and
distribute critical information on biodiversity.

Wil e a national node has yet to be established, Canada is also a signatory to the
G obal Biodiversity Information Facility (GBI F) which requires nenber countries to
nake appropriate investnents in biodiversity infornmation infrastructure and pronote
gl obal access to biodiversity data.

249. Has your country taken neasures to facilitate the exchange of infornmation from
publicly avail abl e sources (17(1))?

a) no neasures

b) restricted by |ack of resources

c) sone neasures in place

d) potential neasures under review

e) conprehensive nmeasures in place

If a devel oped country Party -

250. Do these neasures take into account the special needs of devel oping countries
(17(1))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

251.If so, do these neasures include all the categories of information listed in
Article 17(2), including technical, scientific and soci o-econoni c research,
trai ni ng and surveyi ng programmes, specialized know edge, repatriation of
i nformati on and so on?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent
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Article 18 Technical and scientific cooperation

252. Wat is the relative priority afforded to inplenmentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

253. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmmendati ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The Sustai nabl e Use of Biodiversity (SUB) Program at |DRC has a budget of
approximately $3 million per year to address these issues as part of the Canadi an ODA.

254. Has your country taken neasures to pronbte international technical and scientific
cooperation in the field of conservation and sustai nabl e use of bi ol ogi cal
diversity (18(1))?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

255. Do the nmeasures taken to pronote cooperation with other Contracting Parties in the
i mpl ement ati on of the Convention pay special attention to the devel opment and
strengt heni ng of national capabilities by nmeans of human resources devel opnent and
institution building (18(2))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

256. Has your country encouraged and devel oped met hods of cooperation for the
devel opnent and use of technol ogi es, including indigenous and traditional
technol ogi es, in pursuance of the objectives of this Convention (18(4))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) nethods in place X
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257. Does such cooperation include the training of personnel and exchange of experts

(18(4))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X

258. Has your country pronoted the establishment of joint research progranmes and j oi nt
ventures for the devel opnent of technol ogies relevant to the objectives of the
Convention (18(5))?

a) no

b) yes — linited extent X

c) yes — significant extent

Decision I1/3, Decision Ill/4 and Decision |IV/2. Cearing House

Mechani sm
259.1s your country cooperating in the devel opnent and operation of the O earing House
Mechani sn?
a) no
b) yes X

260.1s your country hel ping to devel op national capabilities through exchangi ng and
di ssem nating i nformati on on experiences and | essons | earned in inplenenting the
Convent i on?

a) no

b) yes - limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

261. Has your country designated a national focal point for the d earing-House
Mechani snP

a) no

b) yes X

262.1s your country providing resources for the devel opnent and inpl enentati on of the
Cl eari ng- House Mechani sn?

a) no

b) yes, at the national |evel

c) yes, at national and international |evels X

263.1s your country facilitating and participating i n workshops and ot her expert
nmeetings to further the devel opnent of the CHM at international |evels?

a) no

b) participation only

c) supporting sone neetings and participating X
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264.

I's your CHM operati onal

a) no

b) under devel opnent

c) yes (please give details bel ow) X
265.1s your CHM | inked to the Internet
a) no
b) yes X
266. Has your country established a nmulti-sectoral and nulti-disciplinary CHM steering
conmittee or working group at the national |evel?
a) no X
b) yes

Decision V/14. Scientific and technical co-operation and the
cl eari nghouse nechani sns (Article 18)

267.

Has your country reviewed the priorities identified in Annex | to the deci sion,
and sought to inplenent then?

a) not reviewed

b) reviewed but not inplenented X

c) reviewed and inpl emented as appropriate

Further conments on inplenmentation of these Articles

254,

255.

There are several (mainly sector-specific) initiatives in Canada for

i nternational technical and scientific cooperation on biodiversity. For
exanple, the North American Forestry Commission is a trilateral

organi zation for which a primary objective is to identify and take

advant age of opportunities for increasingly scientific and technica

col l aboration of a variety of forest biodiversity issues. Simlarly, the
Great Lakes Fisheries Commission is a partnership between Canada and the
US with a major responsibility to devel op coordinated prograns of research
on the Great Lakes and to reconmend neasures which will permt the maxi num
sust ai ned productivity of stocks of fish of common concern. O her
exanpl es include the Trilateral Forestry Conmission and the North Atlantic
Fi sheri es Organization (NAFO) .

In 1997, the US and Canadi an governments signed the Franework for
Cooperati on Between the US and Canada for the Protection and Recovery of
Wld Species at Risk. The goal of the Franework is to protect species
shared by Canada and the US. Under the franework, Anerican and Canadi an
bi ol ogi sts share research, coordinate habitat protection, assist one
anot her with on-the-ground species protection activities, and conduct
joint reintroduction efforts.

The International Devel opnent and Research Centre (IDRC) of Canada is a
public corporation created in 1970 to hel p devel opi ng countries find | ong-
termsolutions to the social, econonic and environmental problens they
face. | DRC assists scientists in devel oping countries to establish
solutions to devel opnment probl ens, nobilizing research capacity and
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devel opi ng |inks anbng devel opi ng-country researchers, and ensuring that
products fromthe activities it supports are effectively used by
conmunities in the devel opi ng worl d. | DRC has devel oped a specific
research priority for protecting |ocal nmanagenent and control of

bi odiversity in light of global initiatives and policies governing genetic
resources

Cl DA has set an environnental mandate to hel p devel opi ng countries protect
their environnment and contribute to addressing global and regiona
envi ronment al i ssues.

257. Methods of cooperation are encouraged and devel oped through research
projects funded by | DRC.

258. Canada has pronoted the establishnment of joint research programes on
bi odi versity, for exanple, through the International Mdel Forest Network
(IMFN). The IMFN cane into being in 1992 as an outgrowth of the
successful Canadi an Mbdel Forest Network, and is designed to strengthen
t he managenent of forests on a sustainabl e basis.

267.Yes, the Biodiversity Convention O fice has struck an interdepartmental
conmittee to steer the future and current devel opnents for the Canadi an

Bi odi versity Informati on Network. The steering Committee has devel oped a
"vision" and guiding principles that assists the conmittee in devel oping the
i nformati on system The Biodiversity Convention Office is also in the
process of devel oping a wi der consultation mechanismcomrittee that wil

i ncl ude non-governnental organizations in order to address the NGO

conmuni ty's needs for biodiversity informtion

268. Canada has comrenced the inplenentation of Annex 1, Decision CoP |V/ 14,
with a few exceptions. Canada is in the process of inter-linking an array of
dat abases and informati on holdings that will address the nmajority of the

i nformati on needs identified in Annex 1. Canada is also very active in the
devel opnent of regional biodiversity information networks, mainly the North
Anmerican Biodiversity Informati on Network (NABIN) and the Inter-Anmerican

Bi odi versity Infornation Network (1ABIN).

| DRC Sust ai nabl e Use of Biodiversity (SUB) Program

The Sustai nable Use of Biodiversity programinitiative |ooks at ways to
conserve biodiversity by pronpting its sustainable use by indi genous and
| ocal communities. It enphasizes research approaches that are sensitive to
gender issues and inclusive of indigenous know edge and culture, and seeks
ways to informpolicies with these approaches. The initiative will support
research that concentrates on:
« developing nodels for intellectual property and traditional resource
rights to ensure equitable sharing of the benefits of biodiversity;
e promoting | ndigenous and | ocal know edge of biodiversity and the
institutions needed to protect and use this know edge;

e involving conmunities in the devel opnent and conservation of
agricultural and aquatic biodiversity and supporting the devel opnent of
i ncentives, methods, and policy options for in situ or on-farm
conservation; and

e supporting income-generating strategies and i ncentives for the
sust ai nabl e use of the products of biodiversity, especially medicina
pl ants and non-tinmber forest products.
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Exanpl es of projects undertaken to date include assessing the role of

uncul tivated foods in Bangl adesh, conserving traditional agricultura
diversity in India, studying the role of indigenous seeds in Africa’ s food
security, and creating ecologically based busi nesses for the Maya Bi osphere
Reserve. More information is available on the SUB from|IDRC. ww.idrc. ca.

Inter-American Institute (1Al) for dobal Change Research

The I Al is an intergovernnmental organization supported by 18 countries in
North and Sout h Anerica, including Canada, dedicated to fostering an

i ncreased under st andi ng of gl obal change phenonmena and their socio-econonic
consequences on the Anericas. The goal of the IAl is to augnent the
scientific capacity of the region and to provide infornmation in a useful and
timely manner to policy nakers. |Its prinmary objective is to encourage
research beyond the scope of national prograns by advanci ng conparative and
focused studi es based on scientific issues inmportant to the region as a
whole. One focus for research initiatives of 1Al is biodiversity, including
the recent devel opnent of scenarios of global biodiversity for the year 2100.

5NR Wor ki ng Group

In 1995, the five federal departnents dealing wth natural resources —
Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada, Environment Canada, Health Canada,

Depart ment of Fisheries and Cceans and Natural Resources Canada - banded
toget her to encourage the use of science and technol ogy for sustainable

devel opnent. The Worki ng Group, known as the 5NR (www. durabl e.gc.ca), also
col l aborates with private industry, provincial and nunicipal governnents,
foreign agenci es and grassroots groups to collect data, test solutions, and
share knowl edge and i nformation. The collective focus on the menber
departments includes efforts to protect the Iong-termhealth and diversity of
all species and the w se nanagenent and conservation of renewabl e resources.

Cl eari ng House Mechani sm

The approach that Canada will take as with many other national focal points,
will be to inplenent decision V/14 in the context of the Strategic Plan for
the Cl earing-House Mechani sm which was adopted at the Fifth Conference of the
Parti es. Subsequent inplenentation of the Strategic Plan will result in the
i mpl enent ati on of decision V/14.

The Bi odi versity Convention O fice has held a nmeeting of the renewed
Interdepartnental Steering Conmittee on the Canadi an Biodiversity Information
Network (CBIN). The neeting devel oped the following 'mission' for CBIN and
has laid a foundation of guidelines for its continued devel oprent.

M ssion: Act as a gateway to information sources ained at enhancing the
under st andi ng, conservati on and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity in Canada.

oj ecti ves:

e Provide access to information on the inplementation of, and activities
related to, the United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity.

e Provide access to information on the inplementation of, and activities
related to, the Canadi an Biodiversity Strategy.
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Provi de a gateway to biodiversity information held by others, including
scientific databases and ecol ogi cal assessnents.

Provi de an opportunity for consultation and di al ogue on issues related to
the United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity and the Canadi an
Bi odi versity Strategy

Provi de access to a wi de range of Canadi an institutions, organizations,
groups and individuals with an interest or expertise in biodiversity
conservation and sustai nabl e use.
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Article 19 Handling of biotechnology and distribution of its benefits

268. Wat is the relative priority afforded to inplenmentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High b) Medi um c) Low X

269. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmmendati ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Canada has sone resources to inplenent the use of biotechnol ogy nethods for eval uating
pl ant genetic resource collections originating el sewhere. Canada is currently
evaluating its own collection to determ ne the genetic diversity and resol ve issues of
priority to itself. Current efforts to interact with other Contracting Parties have
been linmted although collaboration with other Contracting Parties has occurred, ie.

t hrough an agreenent, PGRC is DNA fingerprinting part of the flax collection of the
Al'l Russian Flax Research Institute. PGRC has provided sone training to a researcher
from Sri Lanka on nol ecul ar techni ques.

270. Has your country taken neasures to provide for the effective participation in
bi ot echnol ogi cal research activities by those Contracting Parties which provide
the genetic resources for such research (19(1))~?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

|f so, are these neasures:

a) Legislation

b) Statutory policy and subsidiary |egislation

c) Policy and admi ni strative neasures X

271. Has your country taken all practicable measures to pronote and advance priority
access on a fair and equitable basis by Contracting Parties to the results and
benefits arising from bi ot echnol ogi es based upon genetic resources provided by
those Contracting Parties (19(2))?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
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Decision IV/3. Issues related to biosafety and Decision V/1. Wrk Pl an
of the Intergovernnental Conmittee for the Cartagena Protocol on
Bi osafety

272.1s your country a Contracting Party to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety?

a) not a signatory

b) signed, ratification in progress X

c) instrument of ratification deposited

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

Canada is currently undertaking an anal ysis of the regul atory and

admi ni strative changes that will be required in order to inplenent the

Bi osafety Protocol. A National Focal Point for the Cartagena Protocol has
been established.

In June 2001, Canada and France co-hosted a Technical Experts G oup on
Article 18, paragraphs 2(b) and (c) of the Protocol, held in Paris, France.

Canada contributed financial resources towards the capacity building workshop
held in July 2001 in Havana, Cuba.

Canada has participated in the neetings of the Intergovernmental Conmittee on
the Cartanega Protocol on Biosafety held in Montpellier, France (Decenber
2000) and Nairobi, Kenya (CQOctober 2001). Consultations were held with

st akehol ders prior to these nmeetings to seek views on issues of concern.
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Article 20 Fi nanci al resources

273. \Wat is the relative priority afforded to inplenmentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

274. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for nmeeting the obligations
and reconmmendat i ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

As a host country to the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Resources, Canada
has placed a relatively high priority on providing financial support to achieve the
obj ectives of the Conventi on.

275. Has your country provided financial support and incentives in respect of those
national activities which are intended to achi eve the objectives of the Convention
(20(1))?

a) no

b) yes — incentives only

c) yes — financial support only

d) yes — financial support and incentives X

If a devel oped country Party -

276. Has your country provi ded new and additional financial resources to enable
devel opi ng country Parties to neet the agreed increnental costs to them of
i mpl ementi ng neasures which fulfil the obligations of the Convention, as agreed
bet ween you and the interimfinancial nmechanism (20(2))?

a) no

b) yes X

If a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition —

277. Has your country received new and additional financial resources to enable you to
meet the agreed full incremental costs of inplenenting nmeasures which fulfil the
obligations of the Convention (20(2))~?

a) no

b) yes
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If a devel oped country Party -

278. Has your country provided financial resources related to inplenentation of the
Convention through bilateral, regional and other nultilateral channels (20(3))?

If a devel oping country Party or Party with economy in transition -

279. Has your country used financial resources related to inplenentation of the
Convention frombilateral, regional and other nmultilateral channels (20(3))?

a) no

b) yes X

Decision II11/6. Additional financial resources

280.1s your country working to ensure that all funding institutions (including
bi | ateral assistance agencies) are striving to make their activities nore
supportive of the Convention?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

281.1s your country cooperating in any efforts to devel op standardi zed i nformati on on
financial support for the objectives of the Convention?

a) no

b) yes (please attach infornmation) X

Deci sion V/11. Additional financial resources

282. Has your country established a process to nonitor financial support to
bi odi versity?

a) no

b) procedures being established X

c) yes (please provide details)

283. Are details avail able of your country’s financial support to national biodiversity
activities?

a) no

b) not in a standardized format X

c) yes (please provide details)

284. Are details avail abl e of your country’'s financial support to biodiversity
activities in other countries?

a) not applicable

b) no

c) not in a standardized format X

d) yes (please provide details)
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Devel oped country Parties -

285. Does your country pronote support for the inplenmentati on of the objectives of the

Convention in the funding policy of its bilateral fund
of regional and multilateral funding institutions?

ng institutions and those

a) no

b) yes

Devel opi ng country Parties -

286. Does your country discuss ways and nmeans to support inplenmentation of the

obj ectives of the Convention in its dialogue with fund

ng institutions?

a) no

b) yes

287. Has your country conpiled information on the additiona
by the private sector?

financi al support provided

a) no

b) yes (please provide details)

288. Has your country considered tax exenptions in nationa
bi odi versity-rel ated donati ons?

taxati on systens for

a) no

b) not appropriate to national conditions

c) exenptions under devel opnent

d) exenptions in place
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Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

277. Additional financial resources provided through the Canadi an
contribution to the @ obal Environnental Facility (GEF).

282. Canada participates in the OECD Devel opment Assistance Committee (DAC
statistics conmmttee on nethodol ogi es for environnental assessnent of
trade policies and agreenents.

283. Process is being devel oped for biodiversity in general, but not
specifically for the Convention on Biodiversity.

285. Details are available for biodiversity in general, but not specifically
for the Convention on Biodiversity.

Nat i onal Fundi ng Directory

The Bi odi versity Convention O fice has prepared a docunent entitled
Conserving Canada’s Biodiversity: National Funding Directory. It lists
organi zati ons, conpani es, and foundati ons across Canada who provi de funding
for nature-based conservation projects.

O her such funding directories have al so been produced by ot her departnents,
governments or organi zations across Canada
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Article 21 Financi al nmechani sm

289. Wat is the relative priority afforded to inplenmentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

290. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmmendati ons nmade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

291. Has your country worked to strengthen existing financial institutions to provide
financial resources for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of bi ol ogi cal
diversity?

a) no
b) yes X
Decision I11/7. Guidelines for the review of the effectiveness of the

financi al nmechani sm

292. Has your country provided informati on on experiences gai ned through activities
funded by the financial nechani snf

a) no activities X

b) no, although there are activities

c) yes, within the previous national report

d) yes, through case-studies

e) yes, through other neans (please give details bel ow)
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article
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Article 23 Conference of the Parties

293. How many peopl e from your country participated in each of the neetings of the
Conf erence of the Parties?

a) COP 1 (Nassau) 13
b) COP 2 (Jakarta) 22
c) COP 3 (Buenos Aires) 17
d) COP 4 (Bratislava) 17
e) COP 5 (Nairobi) 24

Decision 1/6, Decision I1/10, Decision Il1/24 and Decision |V/17.
Fi nance and budget

294. Has your country paid all of its contributions to the Trust Fund?

a) no

b) yes X

Decision IV/16 (part) Preparation for neetings of the Conference of the
Parties

295. Has your country participated in regional nmeetings focused on discussing
i mpl ement ati on of the Convention before any neetings of the Conference of the
Parties?

a) no X

b) yes (please specify which)

If a devel oped country Party —

296. Has your country funded regional and sub-regional nmeetings to prepare for the COP,
and facilitated the participation of devel oping countries in such neetings?

a) no

b) yes (please provide details bel ow) X

Deci sion V/22. Budget for the programe of work for the biennium 2001-
2002

297.Did your country pay its contribution to the core budget (BY Trust Fund) for 2001
by 1%' January 2001?

a) yes in advance

b) yes on tine X

c) no but subsequently paid

d) not yet paid
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298. Has your country nmade additional voluntary contributions to the trust funds of the
Conventi on?

a) yes in the 1999-2000 bi enni um X

b) yes for the 2001- 2002 bi enni um

c) expect to do so for the 2001-2002 biennium

d) no

Further comments on inplementation of this Article
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Article 24 Secretari at

299. Has your country provided direct support to the Secretariat in terns of seconded
staff, financial contribution for Secretariat activities, etc?

a) no

b) yes X

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

In addition to acting as the host to the Secretariat, Canada has:
* Helped pay for receptionist during start-up phase

e Provided part-time help of an indigenous program officer

e Provided resources in support of clearinghouse nechani sm

* Provided resources in support of the Ad hoc technical expert group on
forest biological diversity.
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Article 25 Subsidiary body on scientific, technical and technol ogica

advi ce

300. How many peopl e from your country participated in each of the neetings of SBSTTA?

a) SBSTTA | (Paris) 5

b) SBSTTA I (Montreal) 15
c) SBSTTA III (Montreal) 16
d) SBSTTA |V (Montreal) 14
e) SBSTTA V (Montreal) 21

Further comments on inplementation of this Article
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301. What is the status of your first national report?

a) Not submtted

b) Summary report subnitted

c) Interimfdraft report subnitted

d) Final report submtted X
If b), c) or d), was your report submnitted:

by the original deadline of 1.1.98 (Decision I11/9)?

by the extended deadline of 31.12.98 (Decision |V/14)? X

Later (please specify date)

Decision 1V/14 National reports

302.Did all relevant stakehol ders participate in the preparation of this national

report, or in the conpilation of information used in the report?

a) no
b) yes X
303. Has your country taken steps to ensure that its first and/or second national

report(s) is/are available for use by rel evant stakehol ders?

a) no

b) yes X

If yes, was this by:
a) i nformal distribution? X
b) publ i shing the report? X
c) maki ng the report avail abl e on request? X
d) posting the report on the Internet? X

Deci sion V/19. National reporting

304. Has your country prepared voluntary detailed thematic reports on one or nore of
the itens for in-depth consideration at an ordinary nmeeting of the parties,

foll owi ng the gui delines provided?

a) no

b) yes — forest ecosystens

c) yes — alien species

d) yes — benefit sharing
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

G ven the geography of Canada and the wi de range of governnent and non-
governnent interests associated with the Biodiversity Convention, nationa
reporting is a major challenge. Canada is currently working to build a nore
efficient and predictable process for reporting that woul d engage key

st akehol ders while reducing transaction costs. The Canadi an Bi odi versity

I nformati on Network (CBIN — www. cbin.ec.gc.ca), Canada’s node on the

cl eari nghouse nechanismis viewed as being a vehicle for the collection

anal ysis, synthesis and sharing of information.

The current format for national reporting is not seen to be publicly
accessi ble and may be transforned into a nore reader-friendly format.

Canada is al so enhancing its capacity to nonitor and report on biodiversity
status and trends to conpl ement the national reporting.
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Deci si on V/ 6. Ecosystem approach

305.1s your country applying the ecosystem approach, taking into account the
princi pl es and gui dance contained in the annex to decision V/6?

a) no

b) under consideration

c) sone aspects are being applied X

d) substantially inplenmented

306.1s your country devel opi ng practical expressions of the ecosystem approach for
nati onal policies and |l egislation and for inplenentation activities, with
adaptation to local, national, and regional conditions, in particular in the
context of activities developed within the thematic areas of the Convention?

a) no

b) under consi deration

c) sone aspects are being applied

d) substantially inplenented

307.1s your country identifying case studies and inplenmenting pilot projects that
denonstrate the ecosystem approach, and usi ng wor kshops and ot her nechani sns to
enhance awareness and share experience?

a) no

b) case-studies identified

c) pilot projects underway

d) workshops pl anned/ hel d

e) information avail able through CHM

308.1s your country strengthening capacities for inplenentation of the ecosystem
approach, and providing technical and financial support for capacity-building to
i npl ement the ecosystem approach?

a) no

b) yes within the country

c) yes including support to other Parties X

309. Has your country pronoted regional co-operation in applying the ecosystem approach
across national borders?

a) no

b) informal co-operation

c) formal co-operation (please give details) X




112

I nl and wat er ecosystens

Decision IV/4. Status and trends of the biological diversity of inland
wat er ecosystens and options for conservation and sustai nabl e use

310. Has your country included information on biological diversity in wetlands when
providing informati on and reports to the CSD, and consi dered including inland
wat er bi ol ogical diversity issues at neetings to further the recommendati ons of
t he CSD?

a) no

b) yes X

311. Has your country included inland water biological diversity considerations inits
work with organizations, institutions and conventions affecting or working with
i nl and wat er ?

a) no

b) yes X

| f a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition —

312. When requesting support for projects relating to inland water ecosystens fromthe
CEF, has your country given priority to identifying inportant areas for
conservation, preparing and inplenmenting integrated watershed, catchment and river
basi n managenent plans, and investigating processes contributing to biodiversity
| 0ss?

a) no

b) yes

313. Has your country reviewed the programme of work specified in annex 1 to the
decision, and identified priorities for national action in inplenmenting the
pr ogr amre?

a) no

b) under review

c) yes

Deci sion V/2. Progress report on the inplenentation of the progranme of
work on the biological diversity of inland water ecosystens
(i npl emrentati on of decision |V/4)

314.1s your country supporting and/or participating in the River Basin Initiative?

a) no X

b) yes

315.1s your country gathering information on the status of inland water biol ogical
di versity?

a) no

b) assessnents ongoi ng X

c) assessnents conpl et ed
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316.1s this information available to other Parties?
a) no
b) yes - national report
c) yes — through the CHM
d) yes — other neans (please give details bel ow) X

317. Has your country devel oped national and/or sectora
sust ai nabl e use of inland water ecosystens?

pl ans for the conservation and

a) no

b) yes — national plans only

c) yes — national plans and major sectors X
d) vyes — national plans and all sectors

318. Has your country inplenented capacity-buil ding neasures for devel opi ng and

i mpl enenting these pl ans?

a) no

b) yes

Decision I11/21. Relationship of the Convention with the CSD and
bi odi versity-rel ated conventi ons

319.1s the conservati on and sust ai nabl e use of wetl ands,

and of m gratory species and

their habitats, fully incorporated into your national strategies, plans and
programes for conserving biol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) yes X
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Further comments on inplenentation of these decisions and the
associ at ed programe of work

Deci sion V/ 6 — Ecosystem Approach

Canada recogni zes that an ecosystem approach is fundamental to the nanagenent
of marine and terrestrial ecosystens. Canada has cone a |long way in
establ i shing the partnerships required for an ecosystem approach —
cooperation has been essential in such a vast country where responsibility
for the environment is shared by several |evels of governnent. Decisions
concerning the environnent and the managenment of |and resources are being
made on a broader and nore inclusive basis than in the past. There has al so
been a transition over the years to cooperative nmanagenment as comunities and
non- gover nnent al organi zati ons becorme nore invol ved.

However, while progress is being made in inplenmenting an ecosystem approach

we still have a long way to go. Myving further toward an ecosystem approach
to resource nmanagerment will require additional shifts in values and
conmi tnent on the part of Canadian society. Progress will need to be built

strategically upon the wide range of existing activities and progranms to
conserve, protect, and restore ecosystens.

In 2000, Canada published a docunent entitled Learning from Nature: Canada —
The Ecosystem Approach and I ntegrated Land Managenent. This docunent
represents the Canadian contribution to the | and use dial ogue to the 8"
Session of the United Nations Conmi ssion on Sustai nabl e Devel opnent (2000).
The docurment outlines sone of the major Canadian initiatives and successes in
i mpl enenting the ecosystem approach. Sone exanples of this are as foll ows:

Ecosystem Initiatives

The Ecosystem Initiatives (wwwv. ec. gc. cal/ ecosyst/infodoc.htm) began as a co-
operative effort between the United States and Canada to address pollution in
the Great Lakes, with a mandate for inplenmenting an ecosystem approach

est abl i shed by the Canada-US Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement. There are
now si x ecosysteminitiatives that have been established by Environnent
Canada based on the Great Lakes nmpdel - the Georgia Basin Ecosystem
Initiative, the Northern Rivers EcosystemlInitiative, Geat Lakes 2020, St
Law ence Vision 2000, the Atlantic Coastal Action Program and the Northern
Ecosystem Initiative.

VWhile initiatives vary in scope, scale and participation, there are severa
conmon characteristics. They are nanaged t hrough an ecosystem approach

i nvol ving the consideration of all conponents of the ecosystem— land, air
water, and living things. The initiatives also recognize the

i nterrel ati onshi ps and interdependency of social, economnm c and environnent al
i ssues. Decisions are based on science, conbined with [ocal and traditiona
know edge. The initiatives reflect partnerships anong governnents, the
private sector, non-governnent and the l|ocal conmunity.

As the Environment Canada Ecosystem Initiatives continue to grow (e.g. recent
conpl etion of the Fraser River Action Plan), regional ecosystem based
initiatives that exist outside of the larger projects also continue to

evol ve. Some exanpl es of regional ecosystembased initiatives include the

O dnman River Basin Water Quality Initiative (A berta), Partners for the
Saskat chewan Ri ver Basin (Prairie Provinces), and the Environnenta

I nformation Partnership of the Mbose River Basin (Ontario).
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Parks and Protected Areas

In the case of protected areas, the application of the ecosystem approach has
requi red viewi ng and nmanagi ng protected areas as part of the broader
ecosystem For exanple, the federal governnent is putting an ecosystem
approach into practice by establishing integrated and col | aborative
managenent agreenents and prograns for protected areas that include such
activities as nonitoring and working with adjacent |andowners and | and
nmanagenment agenci es.

The Yukon Protected Areas Strategy was prepared through extensive public
consul tation, was endorsed by the governnents of Yukon, Canada and Fir st
Nations. Similarly, the Northwest Territories Protected Areas Strategy
pronmot es the conmunity-based devel opnent of a system of protected areas.

Canada al so has ei ght UNESCO desi gnated Man and the Bi osphere reserves, where
communities work towards the conservation of ecosystens, sustainable use of
natural resources, and research, education, and nonitoring related to

ecosyst ens.

d obal Efforts

Canada is working with other countries to devel op solutions and share best
practices so that ecosystens of |ocal and gl obal inportance are protected,
conserved and rehabilitated through joint actions. Sone of these initiatives
(e.g. Arctic Council, North Atlantic Fisheries Organization, North Anerican
Conmi ssion for Environnent Cooperation — previously discussed) focus on
shared ecosystens.

Ecol ogi cal Managenent

Goal 2 of the Canadi an Biodiversity Strategy deals with ecol ogi ca
managenent. Canada is currently devel opi ng an ecol ogi cal nmanagerment nodul e
that will provide guiding principles in this area.

Decision IV/4 — Inland Water Ecosystens

Canada is often called a "water-rich" nation, as we are the stewards of 9 %
of the world's renewable fresh water supply. Wth the diversity of freshwater
i ssues that exist, interests in freshwater are nany and varied, and the
interplay of jurisdictional responsibilities are very conplex, both
donmestically and internationally. A diverse array of federal, provincial
territorial and nunicipal authorities and agencies, industrial and conmercia
interests, the research and academ ¢ conmunities, environnental, health and
consuner advocacy groups, Aboriginal conmunities and their representatives,
the recreational and cultural sector, and individual Canadians all have a
stake in how our freshwater resources and wat ersheds are nmanaged. W want to
ensure that our efforts are properly directed towards achi eving a Canada
where freshwater resources and ecosystens are cl ean, productive and secure
for present and future generations.

312. Canada is working across jurisdictions both donestically and
internationally to ensure that the goals of the Convention are nmet for
inl and waters. Biological diversity considerations have been
i ncorporated into the work of the International Joint Comission (1JC)
t he organi zation designated to i nprove the managenment of inland waters
that are shared between Canada and the US

Federal , provincial and municipal governments are actively engaged in
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316.

317.

318.

320.

partnershi ps with non-governnent organizations with a mandate for the
conservation of inland water ecosystenms and mgratory birds, such as
Ducks Unlimted Canada.

Informati on on the status of inland water biological diversity is
collected by the National Water Research Institute (see bel ow).
Monitoring networks are in place as part of the |arge watershed-based
ecosysteminitiatives (e.g. Geat Lakes 2000, Georgia Basin, St. Lawence
Vision 2000). Information is also collected by various other governnent,
non- gover nment and acadeni c organi zations (e.g. Canadian Wldlife Service
and Ducks Unlinmted Canada for nigrating bird species).

I nformati on concerning inland water biodiversity is provided to other
Parties through national web sites. Environnent Canada nmintains a web
site dedicated to informati on on Canada’s freshwater
(http://wwv. ec.gc. ca/water/index.htn). In addition, information on
inl and water biodiversity is provided in relation to six watershed-based
Ecosystem I nitiatives inplemented by Environnent Canada (see above).

I nl and water ecosystens are currently managed according to the Canada
Water Act, the Fisheries Act, and other federal and provincial
| egi slation. Many provincial governnments have recently renewed their
freshwater policies and the governnment of Canada is currently working to
update its policy framework for freshwater. The existing Canada Water
Policy (1987) includes specific policy statenents for fish habitat
managenent, wetlands preservation, heritage river preservation and other
i nl and water issues of inportance to biodiversity.

Wirk is underway to develop an aquatic nmodule that will outline the
exi sting and planned work in the area of aquatic biodiversity.

Policy on wetl ands has been devel oped by the federal governnment and by
several provincial governnents, but these have not yet been nationally
coordi nated. Several provinces have established freshwater strategies
that are focussed on sustaining healthy aquatic ecosystens while neeting
the denands of society (ex. A Freshwater Strategy for British Col unbia
(1999)).

Sust ai nabl e use of biol ogical resources in aquatic areas is one of the
strategic directions of the Canadian Biodiversity Strategy. Canada has
i npl emented | egislative protection for wetlands and mgratory bird
speci es through the Ransar Convention on Wetlands, the Mgratory Birds
Convention and the Canada Wldlife Act.

In 1991, Canada began inplenenting the Federal Policy on Wtland
Conservation. Key conmitnents under the policy include “no net |oss” of
wet | and functions on federal |ands and waters and rehabilitation of
wet |l ands in areas of continuing degradation through cooperative actions
with other governments. |nplenmentation of the seven strategies under the
Policy is now facilitated by the Inplenentation Guide for Federal Land
Managers. Environnent Canada has al so devel oped environnental assessnent
gui delines for wetlands and migratory birds in order to assist in the

i mpl ement ati on of the policy.

Canada has al so established a nunber of protected areas such as Nationa
Wldlife Areas, Mgratory Birds Sanctuaries and desi gnated wetl ands of
i nternational inportance under the Ransar Convention to protect wetl ands
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and mgratory bird species.

Federal, provincial and territorial governments, in partnership with
organi zati ons such as Ducks Unlinited Canada, actively work towards the
conservation and rehabilitation of wetlands and migratory birds. To
date, four provinces — Al berta, Saskatchewan, Manitoba, and Ontari o- have
wetl and policies in place. New Brunswi ck’s policy has been devel oped and

is currently seeking approval. Oher policy or |egislative arrangenents
have been devel oped or are being devel oped in other provinces.
Territorial governnent decisions are guided by the federal policy. In

1999, Environnent Canada published an inventory of |egal and policy
instrunents entitled Wetlands and Governnent: Policy and Legislation for
Wet | and Conservation in Canada avail abl e at www.cws-scf.ec.gc.ca

Nati onal Water Research Institute

The National Water Research Institute (NWRI - www. cciw.ca/nwi/nwi.html) is
Canada’s | argest freshwater research establishnent. NWRI generates
scientific know edge through ecosystem based research to support the

devel opnent of sound governnent policies and prograns, public decision-

maki ng, and early identification of environmental problenms. NAR works in
partnership with Canadi an and international science comunities.

The Aquatic Ecosystem | npacts Research Branch (AEIRB) of NWRI conducts
research to understand and predict the inpacts of environmental stressors on
t he ecol ogy of aquatic ecosystens. |n addition, the Branch conducts research
to devel op i nnovative nodel|ling approaches to integrated watershed
managemnent .

CCME Canadi an Water Quality Guidelines

The Canadi an Council of M nisters of the Environnent (CCME — www. CCITE. Ca)
published the first Canada Water Quality Guidelines in 1987. The guidelines
are now used in 45 countries. These guidelines include recommendations for
bi ol ogi cal paraneters necessary to protect and enhance aquatic life. The
CCME Water Quality CGuidelines Task Force is currently coordinating the

devel opnent of an integrated conmpendi um of guidelines for all resource uses
i ncluding the protection of biodiversity.

Institute for Wetland and Waterfow Research (1 WAR)

The Institute for Wetland and Waterfow Research (I WAR -

www. ducks. or g/ conservati on/ canada. asp) serves as Ducks Unlimted s respected
science and research arm The IWAR s mission is to help guide the
conservation of waterfow and wetlands by devel opi ng and sustaining a premer
program of research and by cultivating skilled professionals in wetland and
wat erf ol conservati on bi ol ogy.

Experi mental Lakes Area

The Experinental Lakes Area (ELA - www. unanitoba.ca/institutes/fisheries/)
occupi es a unique position as a dedicated research facility for ecosystem
scal e experinmental investigations and | ong-term nonitoring of ecosystem

processes. It serves as a natural l|aboratory for the study of physical
chem cal and bi ol ogi cal processes and interactions operating on an ecosystem
spatial scale and a nulti-year tine scale. The ELA includes 58 small |akes

(1 to 84 ha) and their drainage basins, plus 3 additional stream segnents,

whi ch have been set aside and are nanaged through a joint agreenent between

t he Canadi an and Ontario governments. Only research activities, or activities
conpatible with that research, are permitted within or adjacent to these
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wat er sheds. Data records fromthese watersheds began in 1967 and experinenta
studi es began in 1969. The ELA is operated by the Department of Fisheries
and Oceans out of the Freshwater Institute |ocated at the University of
Mani t oba

North Anerican Wetlands Conservati on Council (Canada)

The North Anerican Wetlands Conservation Council (Canada) advises the

M ni ster of the Environment on the devel opnent, coordination and

i npl enentati on of wetland conservation initiatives of national or

i nternational inportance, and coordi nates and inplements the North Anerican
Wat erf o Managenent Plan. The Council led the crafting of “A Wetl ands
Conservation Vision for Canada” to map out the cooperative work required of
gover nment s, non-gover nnment organi zations and the private sector, and
negoti ated a Menorandum of Understandi ng on wetl and conservation with the
agriculture sector. The Council also spearheaded a project to create
Canada’s prenmier internet site of wetland information resources — WtKit
(http://ww. wetkit.net).

Centre Saint-Laurent (CSL)

Created in 1988, the St. Lawence Centre (SLC) is the only federal research
and devel oprment centre devoted entirely to the river ecosystem SLC experts
study the ecosystens of the St. Lawrence River and conduct research prograns
with the aimof better understanding how t hese ecosystens function, and

mai ntai ning up to date knowl edge of the St. Lawence River
(http://ww. qc. ec.gc.cal/csl/).

Revi ew of Wetl ands Policy

A nunber of current initiatives are contributing to a review of wetlands
policy in Canada. Ducks Unlimted Canada is currently undertaking a review
of the inmpact of provincial |aws and policies on wetlands. The Nationa
Round Tabl e on the Econony and the Environnent (NRTEE), under its review of
ecol ogi cal fiscal reformfor sustainable devel opnent, will exanm ne econom c
incentives to help farmers across Canada conserve rather than cultivate
ecologically sensitive lands and riparian areas. The Federal Wetlands Forum
has identified as a priority an assessment of the effect on wetlands of
federal policy and |egislation. Wile a nunber of studies have exam ned | aws
and institutions specific to an area (e.g. Prairies) or issue (e.g. incone
tax relief), no conprehensive national assessnent of the effect of

| egislation and policy on Canada’'s wetl and resource has been conducted since
the early 1980’'s.

Great Lakes Wetl ands Conservation Action Plan (G.WCAP)

The G.WCAP brings together a nunber of governnent and non-gover nnenta
partners to conserve and rehabilitate the remaining wetlands in the G eat
Lakes basin. The large task of conserving wetlands in the Great Lakes basin
is divided into eight parts or strategi es under GLWCAP. Through these ei ght
strategies a wide range of initiatives are being inplemented — everything
frominformation gathering and policy reformto the direct acquisition of
wet | ands.
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North Anerican Waterfow Managenent Pl an

The North American Waterfow Minagenment Plan is an international action plan
to conserve migratory birds throughout the continent. The Plan is a
partnership of federal, provincial/state and nunici pal governments, non-
government al organi zati ons, private conpani es and nany i ndividual s, al
wor ki ng towards achi eving better wetland habitat for the benefit of migratory
birds, other wetl and-dependant species and people. The Plan's unique

conbi nati on of biology, |andscape conservation and partnerships conprise its
exenpl ary conservation | egacy. Through the Habitat Joint Venture
Prograns(Pacific Coast, Prairie, and Eastern), the NAWP focuses on priority
areas for habitat conservation. The North American Waterfow Managenent Pl an
i s considered one of the npbst successful conservation initiatives in the
world. Information on the NAWWMP is avail abl e at: www.ducks.ca/habitat/nawmp.html.

Fi sh Habi tat Conservation and Protection Policy

Under the authority of the Fisheries Act, the Departnent of Fisheries and
Cceans (DFO has decision making authority for the conservation and
protection of fish and fish habitat supporting Canadian fisheries. The |ong-
term policy objective of the Departnent is to achieve an overall net gain in
t he productive capacity of fish habitats. A fundanmental strategy for
achieving this is to prevent further erosion of the productive capacity of
exi sting habitat by applying the No Net Loss Guiding Principle to habitat
management decisions related to the review of proposed works and undert aki ng.
Under this guiding principle, DFO works with devel opers or provincia
agenci es so that projects are designed in a way that maintains the fish

habi tat's productive capacity. In cases where this is not possible,

unavoi dabl e | osses in habitat productive capacity are conpensated by habit at
repl acenent or enhancement on a case-by-case basis. This policy applies to
both narine and i nl and water ecosystens.

Mar sh Moni toring Program ( MVP)

The Marsh Monitoring Program (MW - www. bsc-eoc.org/ mpnain.htm) is a

bi national, long-termmonitoring programthat coordinates citizen volunteers
across the Great Lakes Basin to hel p understand, nonitor and conserve the
region’s wetlands and their anphibian and bird inhabitants.

Ri pari an Area Managenent Program ( RAMP)

RAMP is a federal -provincial funding initiative designed to inprove the
managenent of riparian areas by agricultural producers. It is adm nistered
by PFRA under the National Soil and Water Conservation Program ( NSWCP).
NSWCP al so pronpotes stewardship, awareness and technol ogy devel opnent in
support of rural water quality.

Freshwater Initiatives

In 1999, the Departnent of Fisheries and Cceans rel eased a di scussion paper
entitled Freshwater Initiative, which outlines mjor freshwater issues,
descri bes the departnent’s freshwater roles and responsibilities, and points
to future direction on key issues in keeping with Fisheries and Cceans’ |ong-
term goal s, including the managenent and protection of fisheries resources
and the freshwater environment. This discussion paper can be accessed at

( http://www.ncr.dfo.calregions/ CENTRAL /publ/initiative/1pream e.htm) .
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Canadi an Heritage Designation of Inland Waters

The Canadi an Heritage Rivers System (CHRS — www. chrs.ca) was established in
1984 by the federal, provincial and territorial governments to conserve and
protect the best exanples of Canada’'s river heritage, to give them nationa
recognition, and to encourage the public to enjoy and appreciate them It is
a cooperative programof the federal, provincial and territorial governnents.
Today there are nore than 38 designated rivers across Canada. The managenent
pl ans for Canadian Heritage Rivers ensure the conservation of their

out standi ng natural, cultural, and/or recreational values.

O her initiatives, such as the Ontario Government’s recently | aunched G eat
Lakes Heritage Coast Project, seek to protect the natural, econonic and
recreational value of Canada’s inland waters. The federal governnent is also
seeki ng protection of sections of the Geat Lakes as national marine
conservati on areas.
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Marine and coastal biological diversity

Decision I1/10 and Decision |IV/5. Conservation and sustai nabl e use of
mari ne and coastal biological diversity

320. Does your national strategy and action plan pronote the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of marine and coastal biol ogical diversity?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X

321. Has your country established and/ or strengthened institutional, admnistrative and
| egi sl ative arrangenents for the devel opment of integrated managenment of marine
and coastal ecosystens?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) arrangenents in place X

322. Has your country provi ded the Executive Secretary with advice and infornati on on
future options concerning the conservation and sustai nabl e use of marine and
coastal biological diversity?

a) no X

b) yes

323. Has your country undertaken and/or exchanged informati on on denonstration projects
as practical exanples of integrated mari ne and coastal area nmanagenent ?

a) no

b) yes — previous national report

c) yes - case-studies X

d) yes - other means (please give details bel ow)

324. Has your country programes in place to enhance and i nprove know edge on the
genetic structure of |ocal popul ations of marine species subjected to stock
enhancenent and/or sea-ranching activities?

a) no

b) programmes are bei ng devel oped

c) progranmmes are being inplenented for sone species X

d) progranmes are being i nplenmented for many species

e) not a perceived problem

325. Has your country reviewed the programme of work specified in an annex to the
decision, and identified priorities for national action in inplenenting the
pr ogr amme?

a) no

b) under review X

c) yes
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Decision V/ 3. Progress report on the inplenentation of the progranme of
work on nmarine and coastal biological diversity (inplenmentation of
deci sion |V/5)

326. I's your country contributing to the inplenentation of the work plan on cora
bl eachi ng?

a) no

b) yes

c) not relevant X

327. |'s your country inplenenting other neasures in response to coral bl eaching?

a) no

b) yes (please provide details bel ow

c) not rel evant X

328. Has your country submitted case-studies on the coral bl eaching phenonmenon to the
Executive Secretary?

a) no

b) yes

c) not relevant X

Furt her comrents on inplenmentation of these decisions and the
associ at ed progranme of work

321. The Departnent of Fisheries and Cceans is currently devel opi ng an

i ntegrated managerment framework under the Oceans Act which provides the tools
to support inplenentation of integrated Managenent plans by permtting the
creati on of nanagenent or advisory bodies and by enabling the establishnent
of marine environnental quality guidelines, objectives and criteria.

324. DFO has | aunched a number of |ntegrated Managenent initiatives on al
three coasts (e.g. Eastern Scotian Shelf |ntegrated Managenent, Beaufort Sea
I ntegrated Managenent Initiative and the Central Coast of British Col unbia).

325. Wiile currently under review, DFO has taken steps to inplenent
ecosyst em based approaches to fisheries managenent and takes the

precauti onary approach into account in its decisions. DFOis active in the
five program el enent areas of Decision |V/5:

1. The Cceans Act, adninistered by DFO provides for devel opnent of an
oceans nmahagenment strategy and integrated managenent plans. DFO s
currently leading pilot integrated managenent projects in the Beaufort
Sea and the Eastern Scotian Shelf.

2. DFO has al so secured significant new resources to pronote sustainabl e
aquaculture (i.e. mariculture) in Canada. This includes resources for
research on the inmpacts of aquaculture on the environment.

3. Canada’s Cceans Act gives us the ability to establish Marine Protected
Areas (MPAs) to conserve and protect unique habitats, endangered or
t hreatened nmarine species and their habitats, commercial and non-
commerci al fishery resources (including marine manmal s) and their
habi tats, nmarine areas of high biodiversity or biological productivity,
and any other marine resource or habitat requiring special protection
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DFO is currently investigating establishnent of 12 potential MPAs
across Canada and the design of a network of narine protected areas.

4. The mpjority of DFO s research focuses on nmarine and coastal |iving
resources and their supporting ecosystens.

5. The Departnent is also active in the area of alien invasive species
(working on ballast water issues with Transport Canada) and
i ntroductions and transfers of non-indi genous species (devel oping a
policy on introductions and transfers).

Canadi an Cceans Strat egy
The Canada Oceans Act calls for the federal governnent to lead and facilitate
t he devel opment and inplenentati on of a national oceans managenent strategy.
The Canadi an Cceans Strategy will help Canada to neet current ocean
chal | enges by:

e noving to an integrated, conprehensive vision for ocean nmanagenent

e optinizing econom ¢ opportunities while considering social and

environnental goals, and
e involving Canadi ans in decision-naking affecting Canada's three oceans.

This federal framework for action engages all |evels of governnent, |oca
conmuni ti es, aboriginal peoples and other partners for integrated managenent
of the nultiple uses of ocean resources. The strategy will apply the
ecosystem approach for protecting the nmarine environnment (including habitat
and bi odi versity protection) and supporting sustai nable econom ¢ opportunity.

Canada’ s National Program of Action (NPA)

Canada’ s National Program of Action for the Protection of the Marine

Envi ronment from Land-Based Activities (NPA - ww. ec. gc. ca/ mari ne/ npa-

pan. htm responds to an international call to protect the marine environnment
t hrough co-ordinated actions at the |local, regional, national and gl oba
levels. The NPA is a collective federal, provincial and territoria
initiative. It is a co-operative and collaborative approach to preventing
pollution from| and-based sources and protecting habitat in the nearshore and
coastal zones.

In Novermber 2001, Canada will host the first Intergovernnental Review Meeting
of the d obal Progranme of Action (GPA) for the Protection of the Marine

Envi ronment from Land-based Activities in Mntreal, Quebec. At that neeting
Canada will table a country report outlining it’s current framework for
managi ng the nmari ne environnent including an overview of nore than 80

regi onal and community-level initiatives being | ed by governnent, non-

gover nment al organi zations, and communities that are hel ping to deliver on
Canada’s NPA's goal s and objecti ves.

I nt egrated Coastal Zone Managenent

Thr ough Canada's Oceans Strategy the Governnent of Canada is comitted to
devel opi ng and i npl enenting I ntegrated Managerment planning initiatives that
wi || establish oceans management structures and processes to nanage ocean

i ssues and enpower Canadi ans to participate in the managenent of the coasta
and narine areas.

I nt egrat ed nanagenent neans planni ng and managi ng human activities in a
conprehensi ve way so that they do not conflict with one another and in a way
that considers all factors necessary for the conservati on and sustai nabl e use
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of marine resources and shared use of ocean spaces. The Canadi an approach to
i nt egrated nanagenment recogni zes that governance structures and practices for
resource and activities nanagenent cannot be divorced fromtheir ecosystem
context: integrated managenent requires that decisions on ocean and coasta
use are nade with full consideration of their inpacts on ecosystens.
Accordingly, the proposed approach to integrated nanagenent is based on a
geographi ¢ framework ranging fromsmall Coastal Minagenent Areas (CMAs) which
may be nested with Large Ccean Managenent Areas (LOVAs).

Al t hough I ntegrated Managenment of coastal and marine activities is not a new
concept, increased effort is now underway to devel op integrated managenent
plans for all of Canada’'s estuarine, coastal and nmarine waters in direct
support of Canada’'s Oceans Strategy. These plans are being devel oped in
partnership with the federal government, provinces and territories,
Abori gi nal peoples, industry, non-governmental organisations and comunities.

DFO has a nunber of integrated nanagenent initiatives currently underway
across Canada (e.g. Eastern Scotian Shelf, St. Lawence Upper North Shore,
Beaufort Sea). Information on these, and other activities can be viewed at
the DFO web site —ww. df o- nmpo. gc. ca/ canoceans.

Nati onal Marine Protected Areas (MPA)

Fi sheri es and Oceans, Canadi an Heritage and Environnent Canada all have
di fferent but conpl enentary nandates for establishing narine protected areas.

Under the Cceans Act, the Mnister of Fisheries and Oceans may establish MPAs
to conserve and/or protect various narine resources. These resources include
conmer ci al and non-commerci al fisheries resources, including marine manmal s
and their habitats; endangered or threatened species and their habitats;

uni que narine habitats; areas of high biodiversity or biologica

productivity; or any other marine resource of habitat as necessary to ful fil
the mandate of Fisheries and Cceans Canada. The departnment's MPA programis
gui ded by a National Marine Protected Areas Policy(1998) and a Nationa
Franewor k for Establishing and Managi ng Mari ne Protected Areas (1999). DFO
is currently working on twelve potential MPA sites across Canada. More

i nfornmati on on individual sites can be obtained by visiting the Cceans Wb
Site: Http://ww. oceanscanada. com

Envi ronment Canada protects critical wildlife habitats and migratory birds in
Canada’s nmarine areas via Mgratory Bird Sanctuaries, National WIldlife Areas
and Marine Wldlife Areas.

Nati onal Marine Conservation Areas are part of the fam |y of protected areas
adm ni stered by Parks Canada to preserve representative nmarine areas. In
1998, the governments of Canada and Quebec jointly created the Saguenay- St
Law ence Marine Park, representing the first MPA in Canada. Since then, the
federal governnent, in cooperation with the governnents of British Col unbia
and Ontario, has established two new mari ne conservation areas - OGwaii Haanas
(B.C.) and Fathom Five (Ontario). A feasibility study is underway for the
est abl i shnent of a marine protected area on Lake Superior. Finally, a Marine
Protected Areas Strategy for the Pacific Coast is in preparation as a joint
initiative of the federal and B.C governnents.

Progress on inplementing Canada’s National Marine Conservation Areas System
Pl an can be accessed through the Parks Canada web site -
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ht t p: / / ww. par kscanada. gc. ca/ nnca/ nnp_e. ht m

Wrk to date has focussed on identifying the distinctive marine ecosystens
found in Canada's waters, devel oping the planning and | egislative tools,
devel opi ng i ntergovernnental cooperation nechani sns, and beginning to
identify and study specific areas for potential protection

Under the GCceans Act, the Mnister of Fisheries and Cceans is also
responsi ble for developing and coordinating a national system of MPAs wth
ot her federal agencies on behalf of the Government of Canada. Currently, the
three agencies are working together to design a network of protected areas
that help to maintain the integrity of the nmarine ecosystem

Canadi an Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing Operations

The Canadi an fishing industry has taken the lead in applying the

I nternational Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries adopted in 1995 by
the United Nations Food and Agriculture Organi zati on. The Canadi an Code of
Conduct for Responsible Fishing Operations was devel oped as a grassroots
initiative by fishernen for fishermen and represents a fundanental change in
Canada’ s approach to achievi ng sustai nabl e, conservation-based comrerci a
fisheries across the country. The grassroots devel opnent of the Code renains
unique in the world, with the broad-based invol venent of all Canadi an fishing
organi zati ons being the driving force behind the devel opnment process. It is
esti mated that the Canadi an Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing
Operations has now been ratified or endorsed by fisheries fleets and

organi zations that account for over 80% of Canada’s conmercial fish harvest.

More informati on on the Code of Conduct can be accessed at:

www. ncr . df 0. ca/ communi ¢/ fi sh _nan/ code/ eng/ con_eng. ht m

Information related to marine ecosystens and fisheries is available fromthe
Depart ment of Fisheries and Cceans: ww. df o- npo. gc. ca.
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Agricul tural biological diversity

Decision 111/11 and Decision |V/6. Conservation and sustai nabl e use of
agricultural biological diversity

329. Has your country identified and assessed rel evant ongoing activities and existing
instrunents at the national |evel?

a) no

b) early stages of review and assessnent

c) advanced stages of revi ew and assessment X

d) assessnent conpl eted

330. Has your country identified issues and priorities that need to be addressed at the
nati onal |evel?

a) no

b) in progress

c) yes X

331. I s your country using any nethods and indicators to nonitor the inpacts of
agricul tural devel opnent projects, including the intensification and
extensification of production systens, on biol ogical diversity?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) mechanisnms in place

332. I s your country taking steps to share experiences addressing the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of agricultural biological diversity?

a) no

b) yes — case-studies

c) yes — other mechani sns (pl ease specify) X
333. Has your country conducted case-studies on the issues identified by SBSTTA: i)

pollinators, ii) soil biota, and iii) integrated | andscape managenent and farm ng
systens?

a) no

b) yes — pollinators X
c) yes — soil biota X
d) yes — integrated | andscape managenent and farm ng systens X

334. | s your country establishing or enhanci ng nmechani sns for increasing public
awar eness and under st andi ng of the inmportance of the sustainable use of
agr obi odi versity conponents?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent X

d) mechanisnms in place
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programmes and pl ans whi ch ensure the
lead to

335. Does your country have national strategies,
devel opnent and successful inplenentation of policies and actions that
sust ai nabl e use of agrobi odi versity conmponents?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

advanced stages of devel opnent

c)

d) nmechanisns in place X

336. I s your country pronoting the transformation of unsustainable agricultural
practices into sustainable production practices adapted to |ocal biotic and
abiotic conditions?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X

337. Is your country pronoting the use of farmi ng practices that not only increase
productivity, but also arrest degradation as well as reclaim rehabilitate,

restore and enhance bi ol ogi cal

di versity?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X

338. I s your country pronoting nobilization of farm ng communities for the devel opnent,
mai nt enance and use of their know edge and practices in the conservati on and
sust ai nabl e use of biol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) yes - limted extent X

c) yes - significant extent

339. I's your country helping to i nplenent the dobal Plan of Action for the
Conservation and Sustainable Utilization of Plant Genetic Resources?

a) no

b) yes X

340. | s your country collaborating with other Contracting Parties to identify and
pronot e sustai nabl e agricultural practices and integrated | andscape managenent ?

a) no

b) yes X

Deci sion V/5. Agricultural biological diversity: review of phase | of

the programme of work and adoption of a nulti-year work programe

341. Has your country reviewed the programme of work annexed to the decision and
i dentified how you can collaborate in its inplenentation?

a) no

b) yes X




128

342. | s your country pronoting regional and thematic co-operation within this franmework
of the progranmme of work on agricultural biological diversity?

a) no

b) sone co-operation

c) w despread co-operation

d) full co-operation in all areas

343. Has your country provided financial support for
work on agricul tural biological diversity?

i npl ement ati on of the programe of

a) no

b) limted additional funds

c) significant additional funds

| f a devel oped country Party —

344. Has your country provided financial support for

i mpl ement ati on of the programme of

work on agricultural biological diversity, in particular for capacity building and
case-studies, in devel oping countries and countries with economes in transition?

a) no

b) yes within existing cooperation programeg(s)

b) yes, including Iimted additional funds

c) yes, with significant additional funds

345. Has your country supported actions to raise public awareness in support of
sust ai nabl e farm ng and food producti on systens that nmintain agricultural

bi ol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) yes, to a limted extent

c) yes, to a significant extent

X

346. | s your country co-ordinating its position in both the Convention on Biol ogi cal
Diversity and the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources?

a) no

b) taking steps to do so

c) yes

X

347. Is your country a Contracting Party to the Rotterdam Convention on the Prior
I nformed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chenicals and Pesticides in

I nternational Trade?

a) not a signatory

b) signed — ratification in process

c) instrunent of ratification deposited

348. | s your country supporting the application of the Executive Secretary for observer
status in the Comrittee on Agriculture of the World Trade Organisation?

a) no

b) yes
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349. | s your country collaborating with other Parties on the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of pollinators?

a) no

b) yes X

350. I s your country conpiling case-studi es and inplenenting pilot projects relevant to
the conservati on and sustai nabl e use of pollinators?

a) no X

b) yes (please provide details)

351. Has information on scientific assessnents relevant to genetic use restriction
t echnol ogi es been supplied to other Contracting Parties through nedia such as the
Cl eari ng- House Mechani sn?

a) not applicable X

b) no

c) yes - national report

d) yes — through the CHM

e) yes — other neans (please give details bel ow)

352. Has your country consi dered how to address generic concerns regarding such
technol ogi es as genetic use restriction technol ogi es under international and
nati onal approaches to the safe and sustai nabl e use of gernpl asn?

a) no

b) yes — under consideration X

c) yes — neasures under devel opnment

353. Has your country carried out scientific assessnents on inter alia ecol ogical,
soci al and econom c effects of genetic use restriction technol ogi es?

a) no X

b) sone assessments

c) mgjor programe of assessments

354. Has your country di ssem nated the results of scientific assessnents on inter alia
ecol ogi cal, social and econom c effects of genetic use restriction technol ogi es?

a) no X

b) yes — through the CHM

c) yes — other neans (please give details bel ow)

355. Has your country identified the ways and neans to address the potential inpacts of
genetic use restriction technologies on the in situ and ex situ conservation and
sust ai nabl e use, including food security, of agricultural biological diversity?

a) no

b) sonme neasures identified X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive review conpl et ed
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356. Has your country assessed whether there is a need for effective regulations at the
national level with respect to genetic use restriction technol ogies to ensure the
saf ety of human health, the environnment, food security and the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of biol ogical diversity?

a) no X

b) yes — regul ati on needed

c) yes — regul ation not needed (please give nore details)

357. Has your country devel oped and applied such regul ations taking into account, inter
alia, the specific nature of variety-specific and trait-specific genetic use
restriction technol ogi es?

a) no X

b) yes — devel oped but not yet applied

c) yes — devel oped and applied

358. Has informati on about these regul ati ons been nmade avail able to other Contracting
Parties?

a) no X

b) yes — through the CHM

c) yes — other neans (please give details bel ow)

Furt her comrents on inplenmentation of these decisions and the
associ at ed progranme of work

The Constitution Act of 1867 identifies agriculture as a shared jurisdiction
bet ween federal and provincial governments. G ven the shared responsibility
and greater attention to environmental issues in support of sustainable
agriculture, conplenmentary partnerships with the provinces have becone

i ncreasingly inportant.

Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada (AAFC) has | ong recognized the need to
conserve biodiversity as a key activity in sustaining the earth’s resources,
and has initiated and worked with other federal departnents, provinces, and
producers on a number of prograns. AAFC and the agriculture sector in Canada
are concerned with and maintain prograns for the conservation of all |evels
of biodiversity — ecosystem species and genetic.

In 2001, federal, provincial and territorial agriculture Mnisters agreed in
principle on a national action plan to nake Canada a world | eader in food
security, innovation and environmental protection. Mnisters agreed to work
towar ds a conprehensive plan for accel erated environmental action, covering
all farms, to achieve neani ngful and neasurable goals in areas of

bi odi versity. The action plan will include the devel opnent of science and
research for inproved resource stewardship and i nnovation in the devel oprment
of new products. This action plan will build off the success of the Nationa

Envi ronmental Strategy for Agriculture and Agri-Food devel oped by Mnisters
in 1995.

- PLANT GENE RESOURCES OF CANADA (questions 125-134)
Note that Plant Gene Resources of Canada (a conmponent of AAFC s Saskat oon
Research Centre) actively collaborates with other countries including the
USA, Germany, Russia and MOU s with PRC, Ukraine, S. Korea, Egypt and
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ot hers.

- THE CANADI AN FOOD | NSPECTI ON AGENCY — (questions 351 TO 358) Not e t hat
Canada does not have GURT technol ogy. The Canadi an Food | nspection Agency
has a regulatory framework in place through which plants with novel traits
are assessed prior to their release into the environment. Plants using
GURT technol ogy woul d be assessed through this sane framework].

330. AAFC is applying a non-legislative environnental assessnent process to
Departnental policy and program proposals. AAFC conducts environnent al
assessments of projects under the Canadi an Environmental Assessment Act.

In 1991, the Departnent incorporated a provision under the Farm I ncone
Protection Act to require periodic environnental assessnents of the three
maj or agricultural subsidy programs. The first assessment described the
i npact of the prograns on biodiversity and natural resources.

332. In 1993, the Departnent initiated the Agri-environnmental |ndicator (AEl)
Project to develop indicators that support the |arger policy goal of

i ntegrating environnental considerations into decision-nmaking processes at
all levels of the agri-food sector. The project ains to devel op a core set of
regi onal l y-sensitive national indicators that will enhance the information
currently avail able on environnental conditions and trends related to primary
agriculture in Canada. An indicator for biodiversity conservation
(availability of wildlife habitat) was devel oped and reported in the 2000
Agri-Environmental Indicators Report. Oher indicators (input use
efficiency, |and nanagenent, etc.) nonitor agricultural activities with a
potential inpact on biodiversity.

The Departnent is al so devel oping a nodeling systemthat integrates economc
and environmental variables based on the Canadi an Regi onal Agricul ture Mde
(CRAM) and the Erosion Productivity Inmpact Calculator (EPIC). This predictive
capability will assist in assessing the direct and indirect environnental

i mpacts frompolicy initiatives. The nodel currently has the capacity to
assess the effects of policy changes on soil erosion in the Prairie region
and to link wind and water soil erosion rates in the Prairies to farm
management practices. The overall objective of the initiative is to develop a
predictive capability for all key agri-environmental issues, including

bi odi versity.

333. AAFC, on behal f of Canada, presented a nonograph on Sustai nabl e

Agricul ture/Rural Devel opnment (SARD) to the Eighth Session of the UN

Conmi ssi on on Sust ai nabl e Devel opnent (CSD-8) held in spring of 2000; AAFC
provi des education and outreach services both domestically as well as
internationally (eg. to China, the Ukraine) The principal mechanisnms relative
to other countries are through bilateral contacts anpbng scientists and

pl anners, and through the FAQ, which is the Agenda 21 task manager for SARD
In terns of recent devel opnents, there was the establishnment of the

PROCI NORTE networ k (US, Canada, Mexico) through |1 CA.

336. At the federal |evel, the AAFC Sustai nabl e Devel opnent Strategy (2001)

i ncludes a strategic objective to inprove agricultural biodiversity. This
conmitment represents AAFC s second Biodiversity Action Plan. As part of the
strategy, AAFC commits to continued collaborative work with the sector

i nvestnments in research and devel opnent, and engagi ng i n education and
awareness initiatives for the enhancement of agricultural biodiversity and
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the conservation of natural biodiversity by agriculture.

The National Environment Strategy for Agriculture and Agri-Food, endorsed by
all federal, provincial and territorial Mnisters for agriculture in 1995,

i ncludes two specific goals for agricultural biodiversity — to preserve and
ensure access to the genetic resources needed to secure the sustainability of
the agriculture sector and to pursue opportunities for the agriculture and
agri-food sector to contribute to enhanced biodiversity while continuing to
generate wealth fromthe agricultural |and base.

340. The GPA is being inplenented donestically. The international dinension
requires conpletion of the revision of the International Undertaking on
PGRFA, because the Undertaking will set the terms for gl obal cooperation in
thi s domai n.

343. W have partnered with the U S. and Mexico to establish the North
Anerican regi onal Genetic Resources Task Force in the context of PROCI NORTE
in IICA Canada has contributed nore than any other country to the thematic
agricultural content of the CBD s C earing House Mechani sm

348. Note that though ratification has not taken place, PMRA indicates that
Canada is proceeding as if it has been ratified, nonetheless.

AAFC Bi odi versity Action Plan and Conpani on Docunents

In 1997, subsequent to the Canadi an Biodiversity Strategy, Agriculture and
Agri - Food Canada (AAFC) produced its Biodiversity Action Plan. The Action

Pl an, updated in 2001, sets a framework to guide the Departnent’s

i mpl enentati on of the strategy. Challenges addressed by the Action Plan

i ncl ude sustainable agricultural practices, habitat conversion, wild species
at risk, diversity of domesticated species, exotic species, living nodified
organi sns and at nospheri c changes.

The Action Plan was acconpani ed by two conpani on docunents — Biodiversity
Initiatives: Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada and Bi odiversity Initiatives:
Canadi an Producers - that provide an overvi ew of the range of biodiversity
conservation initiatives in which the Department and the agricultural sector
are invol ved.

A revised biodiversity action plan was included as part of AAFC s sustainable
devel opnent strategy for 2001

Prairie and Land CARE

Under the Prairie CARE (Al berta, Saskatchewan, Manitoba) and Land CARE
(Ontario) Programs, |andowners have nodified agricultural practices to
benefit both wildlife and agricultural production objectives. As part of a
conmitment to the North Anerican Waterfow Managenent Pl an, the CARE Prograns
are supported by various |evels of governnent, Ducks Unlimnited Canada, and
producers. Financial and technical assistance is available to farmers

i mpl enenting nodified agricultural practices on their private | ands.

More information on these prograns is provided by Ducks Unlimted Canada at:
www. ducks. ca/ habi tat/ pcare. htnl.
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PFRA Per manent Cover Program

The purpose of the Pernmanent Cover Program (Al berta, Saskatchewan, Manitoba
and selected parts of British Colunbia) is to reduce soil erosion while
inmproving wildlife habitat. The planting of grasses in other forages

provi des ground cover and habitat for birds. Participating producers are
conpensated for losses in crop production in the form of |ease paynments, and
are provided with financial assistance for the initial seeding.

PFRA Shelterbelt Program

The Shelterbelt Programainms to inprove agriculture on the Prairies by
contributing to soil conservation, protection of crops and farnyards, and
enhancenent of wildlife habitat. The PFRA Shelterbelt Centre in Saskat chewan
produces seedlings for distribution to producers.

Envi ronmental Farm Pl ans

Agricultural producers in various regions of Canada are using Farm Plans to
eval uate the environnental perfornmance of their managenent practices and
systems. The inplenentation of Farm Plans in Canada varies according to
province. Ontario’ s Environnental Farm Plan Programis well established and
internationally recognized as a success.

CGui del i nes for Sustainable Agricultural Production

Numer ous non-regul atory publications are available to guide agricultura
producers on how to incorporate sustainable agricultural practices into their
management plans. For exanple, Environnent Canada has produced A Landowner’s
CGui de: Conservation of Canadian Prairie Grasslands. At the provincial |evel
the Governnent of Ontario with the Ontario Federation of Agriculture has
produced a series of Best Management Practices Guides, including titles for
Farm Forestry and Habitat Managenment and W1 dlife Management.

Ri pari an Area Managenent Program ( RAMP)

RAMP is a federal-provincial funding initiative designed to inprove the
managenent of riparian areas by agricultural producers. It is adm nistered
by PFRA under the National Soil and Water Conservation Program ( NSWCP).
NSWCP al so pronpotes stewardship, awareness and technol ogy devel opnent in
support of rural water quality.

Conmuni ty Pasture Program

PFRA nonitors rangel and conditions in the Prairies and devel ops grazing
managenent plans designed to maintain or restore the native range land to
"good condition". PFRA also pursues the restoration of degraded Prairie
ecosystens by identifying these areas and inplenenting proper managenent or
restoration to increase ecological integrity. Lands nanaged by PFRA are sone
of the largest and best exanples of native ecosystens renaining in Canada.
Community pastures are rich in biological diversity and provide habitat for
sone of the rarest species.

More information on Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada is avail able at
www.agr.ca. More information on the PFRA: www. agr. ca/ pfra/ pfintroe. htm
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Forest biol ogical diversity

Decision 11/9 and Decision |V/7. Forest biological diversity

359. Has your country included expertise on forest biodiversity in its delegations to
the Intergovernnental Panel on Forests?

a) no

b) yes X

c) not rel evant

360. Has your country reviewed the programme of work annexed to the decision and
identified how you can collaborate in its inplenentation?

a) no

b) under review

c) yes X

361. Has your country integrated forest biological diversity considerations inits
participation and col |l aboration with organi zations, institutions and conventi ons
af fecting or working with forest biological diversity?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X

362. Does your country give high priority to allocation of resources to activities that
advance the objectives of the Convention in respect of forest biological
di versity?

a) no

b) yes X

For devel opi ng country Parties and Parties with economes in transition -

363. When requesting assi stance through the GEF, |Is your country proposing projects
whi ch promote the inplementation of the programe of work?

a) no

b) yes

Deci sion V/4. Progress report on the inplenentation of the programme of
work for forest biological diversity

364. Do the actions that your country is taking to address the conservati on and
sust ai nabl e use of forest biological diversity conformw th the ecosystem
appr oach?

a) no

b) yes X

365. Do the actions that your country is taking to address the conservati on and
sust ai nabl e use of forest biological diversity take into consideration the outcone
of the fourth session of the Intergovernmental Forum on Forests?

a) no

b) yes X
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366. WIIl your country contribute to the future work of the UN Forum on Forests?

a) no

b) yes X

367. Has your country provided rel evant information on the inplenentation of this work
pr ogr ame?

a) no

b) yes — subm ssion of case-studies

c) yes — thematic national report submitted X

d) yes — other neans (please give details bel ow)

368. Has your country integrated national forest programmes into its nationa
bi odi versity strategi es and action plans applying the ecosystem approach and
sust ai nabl e forest nanagenent ?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X

369. Has your country undertaken neasures to ensure participation by the forest sector
private sector, indigenous and | ocal conmunities and non-gover nment a
organi sations in the inplenentati on of the programme of work?

a) no

b) yes — sone stakehol ders

c) yes — all stakehol ders X

370. Has your country taken neasures to strengthen national capacities including |oca
capacities, to enhance the effectiveness and functions of forest protected area
networks, as well as national and | ocal capacities for inplenentation of
sust ai nabl e forest nmanagenent, including restoration?

a) no

b) sonme programmes covering sone needs

C) many progranmres covering sone needs X

d) progranmes cover all perceived needs

e) no perceived need

371. Has your country taken neasures to inplenment the proposals for action of the
I nt ergover nnental Forum on Forests and the Intergovernnental Panel on Forests on
val uati on of forest goods and services?

a) no

b) under consi deration X

c) measures taken
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Bi ol ogi cal diversity of dry and sub-hunid | ands

Deci sion V/23. Consideration of options for conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of biological diversity in dryland, Mediterranean
arid, sem-arid, grassland and savannah ecosystens

372. Has your country reviewed the programe of work annexed to the decision and

identified how you will inplement it?

a) no

b) under review X
c) yes

373. Is your country supporting scientifically, technically and financially, at the
national and regional levels, the activities identified in the programme of work?

a) no

b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent

374. |s your country fostering cooperation for the regional or subregiona
i npl ementati on of the progranme anong countries sharing simlar biones?

a) no

b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent

Furt her comrents on inplenmentation of these Decisions and the
associ at ed progranme of work

359. Canada al so contributed to the Intergovernnental Forum on Forests and
supports the United Nations Forum on Forests.

365. The final neeting of the IFF dealt with all substantive issues,

i ncludi ng biodiversity. Previously, the Intergovernmental Panel on Forests
(I PF) al so addressed biodiversity, as early as 1995. As noted bel ow, Canada
has or is in the process of follow ng through on the entire range of
conmi t ment s.

367. Canada has subnitted a thematic report on forest ecosystems. A md-
term eval uati on of the National Forest Strategy (1998-2003), Sustainable
Forests: A Canadian Commitrment was submitted to the first session of the
United Nations Forumon Forests in June 2001

371. To date, Canada’'s mmin vehicle for inplenmenting | PF/IFF proposals for
action, including those pertaining to valuation of forest goods and services,
is through its National Forest Strategy. |In the coming nonths, a nore
focused approach will be devel oped with other relevant federal departnents,
provinces and territories, in consultation with the aboriginal conmmnity and
donesti c st akehol ders.

Forest Biological Diversity

Canada remains conmmitted to the conservation and sustai nabl e use of forest
bi ol ogi cal diversity, as denonstrated by the w de array of prograns and
policies in place. |Indeed, forest biological diversity ranks high in the
consi derations of all Canadi an stakehol ders worki ng towards sustai nabl e
forest managenment. The forest biol ogi cal conponent of the Canadi an
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Bi odi versity Strategy provides strategic directions in support of the goals
and objectives of the Convention on Biological Diversity. These strategic
directions are linked to Canada’s National Forest Strategy (1998-2003) -
Sust ai nabl e Forests: A Canadi an Commi tnent.

The National Forest Strategy gui des the Canadi an forest conmunity’s efforts
i n sustainable forest managenent. Individually and collectively, the
signatories to the Canada Forest Accord have committed to develop their own
public and neasurabl e action plans in response to the Strategy. Both the
Strategy and the Accord exenplify the Canadi an nmul ti-stakehol der approach
wher eby governments, |ndi genous communities, acadenia, non-governmental
organi zations and industry are involved, hence ensuring broad participation
and engagenent. Forest biodiversity is addressed in many of the Strategy's
conmitments, and the action plan stemrming fromthese commtnents contribute
to delivering on the progranme of work adopted by CoP4. Activities carried
out under the Strategy are intended to influence and conpl enent other
national initiatives for economc, environnmental and social progress.
Conservation of biological diversity is one of the six nmain conmponents of our
nati onal C& framework, hence ranking high in Canadian priorities.
Furthernore, forest biodiversity is also inportant in the Montreal Process
for C&, to which Canada is a nenber country.

The Canadi an public owns 94% of the nations forests. The remmining 6% are the
property of more than 425 thousand private | andowners. On behalf of the
public, provincial governments manage nearly 71% of Canada’s forests while
the federal and territorial governments are stewards of about 23% They are
therefore the driving force behind sustainabl e managenent efforts, including
bi odi versity. In addition, various groups and organi zations, often through

i nnovati ve partnerships, carry out valuable work across the country. Experts
in areas related to biodiversity, including traditional forest rel ated

know edge, technol ogy transfer and capacity building, are regularly invol ved
ininitiatives at hone, as well as within Canadi an del egati ons attendi ng

i nternational neetings.

Canada is proud of its efforts regarding the sharing of know edge and
expertise with countries and institutions, collaborative projects in the
areas of criteria and indicators, forest fires, renote sensing and

i nformati on managenent systens being a few exanpl es. The Canadi an approach
consists of integrating biodiversity considerations into sustainable forest
managenent activities and policies. Canadian actions in the nunerous donestic
and international processes, organizations and institutions are planned,
devel oped and inplemented with a viewto foster holistic, ecosystem based
approaches to advance the objectives of the Convention. In addition, Canada
continues to be active and to play a lead role in the international forest
policy dial ogue, inplenmenting the IPF/IFF proposals for action including
those related to forest biodiversity.

Bel ow are a few exanples of activities undertaken in Canada in the |ast four
years that support the objectives of the convention and foster the
advancenent of the progranme of work on forest biological diversity.

e Federal, Provincial and Territorial Governments, Aboriginal peoples,
i ndustry and t he Canadi an public have added, over the past eight years,
nore than 24 nillion hectares to the networks of parks and protected areas
across Canada. Many nore protected areas, which will eventually represent
al |l Canadi an forest ecosystens, will soon be established.
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The Canadi an Pul p and Paper Association (now called the Forest Products
Associ ati on of Canada — FPAC) expanded its Biodiversity Program and
established an "Open Doors" conmuni cations program which hel ps the
nmenbers conmmuni cate with the public on biodiversity issues.

In 1998, WIldlife Habitat Canada initiated its Forest Stewardship
Recogni ti on Program developed in partnership with the Canadi an Forest
Products Association (FPAC) Ontario Mnistry of Natural Resources, and the
Canadi an Forest Service, wth the support of numerous national and
provincial forestry and conservation organi zati ons. The Program pronotes
awar eness and appreciati on of good stewardship, sustainable forest
practices and biodiversity conservation in Canada's forests.

The Tree Canada Foundation has established Green Streets Canada, which
allows nunicipalities to apply for funding urban forestry. This program
offers citizens a deeper appreciation of how trees can contribute to a
heal t hi er urban environnment.

In 2000, the Canadi an Model Forest Network produced A Users' Guide to
Local Level Indicators of Sustainable Forest Managenent: Experiences from
t he Canadi an Model Forest Network. The docunent covers information on the
processes, protocols and methodol ogi es devel oped for identifying,

noni toring, reporting and applying |ocal-1evel indicators.

The Forest Ecosystem Research Network of Sites (FERNS), established in al
Canadi an ecozones, in collaboration with the provinces, forest industry
and universities, pronotes, nationally and internationally, the nmulti-

di sciplinary study of innovative sustainable forest nmanagement practices
and ecosystem processes at the stand |evel.

FORCAST, the coalition for advanci ng science and technol ogy (S&T) in the
forest sector, was |aunched in Septenber 1998. FORCAST includes 31 nenbers
representing federal and provincial governnents, industry, academ a
Abori gi nal and conservation groups.

In 1998 and 1999, the Sustai nabl e Forest Managenent Network hosted

resear ch-based conferences that encouraged forest conmunity networking and
i nforned sci ence-based policies toward adaptive forest nmanagenent. For
exanpl e, one wor kshop brought together students and First Nations' elders
to discuss protocols for researching traditional know edge.

The National Aboriginal Forestry Association (NAFA) completed five case
studies on applying traditional Aboriginal know edge to forest managenent
in Canada, including its use in Mdel Forests.

The Bas- Sai nt-Laurent Moddel Forest, in partnership with La Fondation de |a
Faune du Québec, WIldlife Habitat Canada, Ducks Unlimnmted Canada, and the
North Anerica Waterfow Managenment Pl an, devel oped a successful voluntary
wet | and conservation program for private |ands. The project educates
woodl ot owners on the inportance of protecting wetlands, and seeks their
vol untary cooperation in wetland conservati on.

The International Devel opnment Research Centre (IDRC), a public corporation
created by the Canadi an governnent to help comunities in the devel opi ng
world find solutions to social, econonic, and environmental problens

t hrough research, initiated the Sustainable use of biodiversity (SUB)
program The program s goal is “to pronote the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of biodiversity by indigenous and | ocal communities

t hrough the applicati on of gender considerations and | ocal and indi genous
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knowl edge to the devel opnment of appropriate technol ogies, |oca
institutions and policy frameworks”.

Specific provincial and territorial actions towards the conservation of
forest biological diversity include the Northwest Territories Forest Policy,
British Col unbia Forest Code of Practices and Forest Renewal Plan, the

Al berta Forest Conservation Strategy, the Saskatchewan Long-Term | ntegrated
Forest Resource Managenent Plan, the Ontario Crown Forest Sustainability Act,
and anmendnments to the Quebec Forestry Act.

Decision V/23 — Biological Diversity of Dry and Sub-Hum d Lands

373. Canada has its own drylands, used for agriculture (mainly the western
prairies) and vul nerable to drought and m smanagenent. The main
nati onal agency responsible for protecting those drylands, to ensure
sustai nabl e rural developnent, is the Prairie Farm Rehabilitation
Admi ni stration (PFRA). PFRA has carried out major |and and water
nmanagenment prograns across the Prairies, and has devel oped | eadi ng- edge
expertise in desertification related areas, which it applies both
donestically and internationally.

Canada al so has a long history of hel ping countries and comunities
conbat desertification and related problens through the Oficia

Devel opnent Assi stance (ODA) Program Canada has provi ded support to
the Secretariat of the Convention on Desertification (financial, |egal
regi onal consultations, hosting of S&T workshop). Canada al so provided
financial support to the I UCN Forum Li nki ng Bi odi versity and
Desertification, held in connection with the COP2, in Dakar, Senega
(1998).

Through the Canadi an I nternational Devel opment Agency (Cl DA) and the
Depart ment of Foreign Affairs and International Trade (DFAIT), Canada
provi des funding to several nultilateral devel opment institutions which
contribute to efforts to conbat desertification (e.g. UNDP, CGEF, FAQ
Cd AR). Canada has al so provides technical assistance to devel opi ng
countries for the devel opnent of national actions plans (particularly
in West Africa), devel opment of the nethodol ogy for indicators of
progress, and public awareness canpai gns.

A maj or part of Canada’'s response cones from partners outside
government — the academ c conmunity, the private sector, and non-
governent al organi zations. A particular role has been played by
Solidarité Canada Sahel (SCS), a coalition that coordinates the North
American NGOs' interest in the Convention

374. The Canadi an International Devel opment Agency (Cl DA) supports the
desertification-related efforts carried out by nore than a hundred
partners — non-governnent organizations (domestic and international),
uni versities and coll eges, conpanies, municipalities and comunity
groups. The International Devel opnent Research Centre (IDRC) assists
devel opi ng countries in applying science and technology to their
envi ronnent al and devel opnent probl ens, including desertification
For exanple, the Desert Margins Initiative, jointly funded by a
consortium of donors including IDRC, is an integrated |ocal, national
sub-regi onal, and international research program for devel opi ng
sust ai nabl e natural resource managenent options to conbat
desertification in sub-Saharan Africa.
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Deci sion V/20. Operations of the Convention

375. Does your country take into consideration gender bal ance, invol vement of
i ndi genous peopl e and nenbers of |ocal comunities, and the range of rel evant
di sci plines and expertise, when nom nating experts for inclusion in the roster?

a) no

b) yes X

376. Has you country actively participated in subregional and regional activities in
order to prepare for Convention neetings and enhance i npl enentati on of the
Conventi on?

a) no

b) to a limted extent X

c) to a significant extent

377. Has your country undertaken a review of national programres and needs related to
the i npl ementation of the Convention and, if appropriate, informed the Executive
Secretary?

a) no X

b) under way

c) yes
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Pl ease use this box to identify what specific activities your country
has carried out as a DI RECT RESULT of becoming a Contracting Party to
the Convention, referring back to previous questions as appropriate:

Creation of the Biodiversity Convention Ofice at Environment Canada
Hosting of the Secretariat to the Convention on Biological Diversity
Canada Country Study — Canada’ s Biodiversity

Bi odi versity in Canada — A Sci ence Assessmnent

Devel opnent of the Canadi an Bi odiversity Strategy

Devel opnent of Federal I|nplenentation Reports

Creation of the Federal -Provincial-Territorial Wrking Goup on
Bi odi versity

Creation of the Canadi an Biodiversity Forum

Creation of the Indigenous Caucus on Article 8(j) of the Convention of
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity

Creation of the Biosafety Advisory G oup

Creation of a National Focal Point for the Cartegena Protocol on Biosafety
Creation of the Biodiversity Stewardship in Resource Industries G oup
Canadi an Forest Products Association — Biodiversity Strategy
International, national, and regional conferences and workshops

Creation of the Canadi an Biodiversity Information Network (CBIN)

Pl ease use this box to identify joint initiatives with other Parties,
referring back to previous questions as appropriate:

North Anerican Biodiversity Strategy (under CEC)
Econoni ¢ Val uation of Biodiversity Wrkshop (Chile)

Capacity building efforts of the Canadi an Museum of Nature to assi st
parties with devel opnent of national strategies.

Capacity building efforts of Quebec Governnent, including devel opment of a
gui de on how to prepare biodiversity strategi es and action plans

Support for capacity building neeting in Havana, Cuba.
Hosting of International Experts G oup on Forests

Capacity building efforts at the Canadian |International Devel opment Agency
(CIDA) and the International Devel opnent Research Council (IDRC) in
support of biodiversity conservati on and sustai nabl e use.

Capacity building efforts of the federal and Quebec governments to enhance
the ability of Francophone countries to effectively participate in SBSTTA
and COP neeti ngs.
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Pl ease use this box to provide any further comrents on natters rel ated
to national inplementation of the Convention

Canada has many prograns and initiatives in place that together address the
provi sions of the Convention dealing with the first two objectives of the
Convention. More effort will be needed to understand the third objective of
the Convention froma Canadi an perspective and to determ ne how Canada wil |
approach difficult issues such access and benefit sharing.

Much attention will be focussed in the com ng years to enhanci ng Canada’s

sci ence and bi ol ogi cal infornati on managenent capacity, including its ability
to nonitor and report in a nore conplete and integrated way on biodiversity
status and trends. Mre effort will also be placed on engaging the public
and private sector in biodiversity stewardship activity.

The wordi ng of these questions is based on the Articles of the
Convention and the decisions of the Conference of the Parties. Please
provide information on any difficulties that you have encountered in

interpreting the wording of these questions

e Questions sonetinmes |ack specificity and are high level, thereby Ilimting
their relevance to a snmall circle of federal officials.

e (Questions require one to have a “national” perspective, thereby limting
i nput from non-gover nment stakehol ders except by way of reaction or
provi si on of exanpl es.

e Overlap anbng sections — e.g. sustainable use/ecosystem approach/ COP
decisions related to marine and coastal, agriculture, forestry, etc.

e Little opportunity to provide exanples w thout creating a docunent that is
overly text-I|aden.

e Format of the report is not user-friendly for a domestic audience that is
not famliar with the provisions of the Convention

e« Difficult to follow additional information provided in response to
speci fic questions — was suggested that text box i mediately follow each
guesti on.




If your country has conpleted its
action plan (NBSAP), please gi
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nati onal biodiversity strategy and
ve the follow ng information:

Dat e of conpl etion:

Novenmber 30, 1995

If the NBSAP has been adopted by the

Gover nnent

By which authority?

Federal, Provincial and Territori al

Gover nment s

On what date?

April 22, 1996

If the NBSAP has been published plea

se give

Title:

Canadi an Bi odiversity Strategy

Name and address of publisher:

M ni ster of Supply and Services Canada

| SBN:

0-662-23221-6

Price (if applicable):

O her informati on on ordering:
If the NBSAP has not been publi shed
Pl ease give full details of how Contact: Biodiversity Convention Ofice
copi es can be obt ai ned: Envi ronment Canada

351 St. Joseph Bl vd.

Hul I, Quebec

Canada K1A OH3
If the NBSAP has been posted on a national website
Pl ease give full URL: http://www.bco.ec.gc.ca/ldocuments/CBS _E.pdf
If the NBSAP has been | odged with an | npl enenti ng Agency of the GEF
Pl ease i ndi cate which agency:

Has a copy of the NBSAP been | odged

with the Convention Secretariat?

Yes X

No
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Pl ease provide sinilar details if you have conpleted a Biodiversity
Country Study or another report or action plan relevant to the
obj ectives of this Convention

e Country Study: “Canada’s Biodiversity”
e Biodiversity in Canada — A Sci ence Assessnent
e Provincial and Territorial Biodiversity Reports, Plans and Strategies

e Federal Inplenentation Reports (WIldlife, Protected Areas, Agriculture,
Forestry, Education)

» Federal Sustainable Devel opnent Strategies
e 1996 State of the Environnent Report (Biodiversity Chapter)
e Status of WId Species Report

* Report of the Panel on the Ecological Integrity of Canada s National Parks

Pl ease provide details of any national body (e.g. national audit
office) that has or will review the inplenmentation of the Convention in
your country

In 1998, the Commi ssioner of the Environnment and Sustai nabl e Devel opnent
(CESD) in the Ofice of the Auditor General (OAG conducted an audit of
Canada’s inplenentation of the Canadi an Biodiversity Strategy. A follow up
to the audit was published in 2000.

CESD al so assesses other federal issue areas that are directly and indirectly
related to the Convention on Biodiversity (ex. audit of the inplenentation of
federal sustainable devel opnent strategies, of which biodiversity can be a

| arge component). Audits conducted by the QAG are focused on federal

i mpl enent ati on.

Since 1993, a national perspective on the inplenentation of the Convention
has al so been provided on an annual basis by the Sierra Cub of Canada in the
formof the Rio Report Card.

A perfornmance nmeasurenent franmework that will allow for regular performance
reporting by the Biodiversity Convention Ofice at Environment Canada is
currently in devel opnent.
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