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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

The Second Philippine National Report to the CBD went through the tedious
preparation process consisting of research, survey and interviews, neetings,
wor kshops, and several |evels of public consultation. Below are the details
of said process:

1. Review of CBD Guidelines for the National Report Preparation and the
Nati onal Reporting Format

The CBD Cuidelines for the Preparati on of the Second National Report
to the CBD was reviewed and nodified to suit national processes.

The format for the National Report has also been reviewed and taken
into account in the preparation of the data gathering instrunents and
wor kshop/ consul tati on desi gns.

2. Review of relevant national docunents

Rel evant key national docunments were also reviewed including the
Nati onal Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan (NBSAP), Phili ppine
Agenda 21 (PA 21), Medium Term Phili ppi ne Devel opnment Pl an ( MIPDP),
anong ot hers.

3. Preparation of data gathering instrunents, interview schedul es,
wor kshop and consul tati on designs

Two forns were designed to capture national initiatives on

bi odi versity conservation and to have a prelimnary assessnment of the
country’s NBSAP. Another matrix used was the framework recomrended in
t he Guidelines which was designed to assess inplenmentation of specific
articles for the prescribed tine period.

4. Data gathering and processing activities

A listing of respondents covering representations from al

st akehol ders were drawn up fromexisting |ist databases. The initia
list of respondents was about 75 individuals and organi zati ons active
in biodiversity work. The list was enriched by additiona
recomendati ons during interviews, neetings, and consultations. The
survey questionnaires were sent and retrieved after 2-3 weeks.

5. Meetings, Wirkshops, Consultations

After the data was processed, the Technical Wrking G oup based at the
Protected Areas and Wldlife Bureau net to set the dates of neetings
and consultations that would seek to validate the results of the
prelinmnary assessnent. The |levels of consultations were as follows:

a) Philippine Council for Sustainable Devel opnent — Sub-Conmittee on
Bi odi versity

This is a multi-sectoral body that was tasked to function as the
Drafting Conmittee of the National Report Preparation. The Sub-
Com as it is popularly known, net a nunber of times to discuss
the national reporting process, decide and approve the
consul tati on/ wor kshop design, fornulate the criteria for
prioritization of the inplenmentation of CBD articles and review
the Iist of survey respondents.

In a 2-day workshop, the Sub-Com along with the Protected Areas
and WIldlife Bureau (PAWB) prepared the working docunments that
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were used for the Consultations including the prelimnary NBSAP
Assessnent and the CBD I npl ementati on Assessnment, and the initia
version of the National Report.

b) Regi onal Consultations

To capture regional and |ocal inputs, consultations were held
covering the three major clusters or island groups nanmely Luzon,
Vi sayas, and M ndanao. At each of these consultations, em nent
persons are invited to provide gui dance and to act as resource
persons in the discussions.

c) Nat i onal Consul tation

The out puts of the Sub-Com and the regi onal consultations were
consol i dated and processed. These were presented in the Nationa
Consul tation held in Metro Manila for purposes of rationalization,
val i dation, and adoption. To ensure transparency of the process,
regi onal participants are represented in this national forum
Menbers of the Sub-Conmmittee on Biological Diversity were al so at
the National Consultation as well as representatives of the

Phi |'i ppi ne Council for Sustainable Devel opnment.

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

Scope and Linmitations of the Second National Report

Aside fromtinme and financial constraints, not to nention the changes in the
nati onal administration that the country went through for the past three to
four years, the following are the scope, linmtations, and challenges that
confronted the preparation of this Second National Report to the Convention
on Biological Diversity:

Time Period Covered by the Report

This Report takes off fromwhere the First National Report left off. It
covers activities undertaken to inplenent the rel evant provisions of the
Convention on Biological Diversity from1998 to 2001. Since this Report is
being submitted after the deadline but in tine for the Sixth Conference of
the Parties in April 2002, it took advantage of reporting significant
activities that occurred in the first quarter of 2002.

Al t hough the report covers a specific tine period, there are instances when
activities reported in the First National Report are again nentioned to
provi de background, context, and/or point of conparison. This is also true
when activities are anchored on relevant |egislation or policies that were
enacted earlier but are still the basis for such action, or when the
initiative is a continuing one that has extended even after the cut off for
the First National Report.

Sources of Information and Data Processing

In the preparation of this Report, key national docunents were revi ewed
i ncludi ng the Philippi ne Agenda 21 (PA21), the Philippi ne Medi um Ter m




Devel opnent Plan (MIPDP), the National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Pl an
(NBSAP), other national strategies and action plans, relevant policies and

| egi sl ati on, and numerous agency/organi zati onal annual /acconpl i shnent
reports. Specific information on initiatives cane from stakehol ders

t hemsel ves who were respondents to the survey questionnaire earlier

adm ni stered. Further, verification of information was done through persona
or tel ephone interviews, emnil nessages, and through the neetings, workshops,
and consultations. The data gathering process had been very tedious since
there is no nonitoring and reporting mechanismin place that woul d have nmade
this process a lot easier. Aside fromtine constraints, data collection and
processing had been limted by the fact that information at the source is
also not in a format that could be readily accessed for this purpose. Al nost
all sources had to go through the tedious task of going through vol um nous
reports to conply with the reporting requirenments necessary to produce this
Report. The Report heavily relied on what information were avail able at the
time this was being prepared. It is therefore recommrended a nonitoring and
reporting process be imediately put in place so that updating of this Report
coul d be done continuously and in a nmore systematic manner. This will
greatly facilitate future National Report preparation

Responses to the Questions in the National Report Format

The answers reflected in this Final Version of the National Report represent
t he harnoni zed responses fromthe different stakeholders that were consulted
nati onwi de. The output of the neetings and workshops of the Philippine
Counci | for Sustainable Devel opnent Sub-Committee on Biological Diversity for
purposes of drafting the report served as the working docunments of the
various consultations. Although the responses fromthe various consultations
were nost of the time in agreement, there were instances when the responses
differ. In cases |like these, the national consultation became the venue for
the resolution of a response. |t was observed that regional differences nost
of the time stemfromlack of information. Most issues were resolved at the
nati onal consultation since the forumhad a nore nacro perspective than the
ot her consultations, and since information is nore readily available at this
l evel .

To determine the level of priority in terns of inplementation of each of the
CBD Articles, a set of criteria was formul ated for purposes of uniformty and
conparability.

1.0 Law (was there a |law enacted to support the inplenentation of the
Article) - 20 points

Expl anati on: The perfect score is 20 points. The article can be rated
froma range of 0 to 20. For example, if a |law has been enacted, this

criterion will be given 20 points. If however, the proposed act or |aw
had been shelved for the past 4 years, it can be given a 0 rating. |If
the proposed bill is in process or has gone through readings in

Congress, then it can be given a score of anywhere between 1 and 19
dependi ng on the what stage the docunent is currently in

2.0 Executive Oder, Inplenmenting Rules and Regul ati ons, Admi nistrative
Order, Menorandum Order or Menorandum Circul ar among ot hers (were any of
t hese neasures issued to support the inplementation of the Article?) —
20 points

Expl anati on: The perfect score is 20 points. The article can be rated
froma range of 0 to 20. For exanple, if an Executive Order,
I npl enenti ng Rul es and Regul ati ons, Adm nistrative Order, Menorandum
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3.0

5.0

After

Order or Mermorandum Circul ar anbng others was issued to support the

i mpl ementation of the Article, then this criterion will be given 20
points. If however, no executive or adm nistrative measures or

gui del i nes were issued to support the inplenentation of the Article,
then this criterion could be given a score of 0. |If the proposed
neasure is in process, then it can be given a score anywhere between 1
to 19, dependi ng on what stage of processing the docunent is currently
in.

Budget (was there budget for the inplementation of this Article?)- 20
poi nts

Expl anati on: The perfect score is 20 points. The article can be rated
froma range of 0 to 20. For exanple, if budget has been allocated and
rel eased, then the inplenentation of this Article is given 20 points.

If there was no budget allocation, then the score is 0. If budget had
been all ocated but rel eases have been slow then it can be given a score
anywhere between 1 to 19.

Nati onal plans and programs (is the inplenmentation of the Article
covered in any of the national plans and prograns, e.g. PA 21, MIPDP
NBSAP, Wetl ands Action Plan Agriculture and Fi sheries Mdernization Act,
Nat i onal Physical Framework Plan)- 20 points

Expl anation: The perfect score is 20 points. The article can be rated
froma range of 0 to 20. For exanple, if it is included as a priority
in any of the national plans and progranms, then it can be given a score
of 20. If it is not a priority in any of the major national plans and
prograns, a O rating can be assigned. If the initiative is only inplied
or subsuned in another priority activity, the inplenentation of this
Article can be given a score of anywhere between 1 and 19.

Project inplenentation (were there projects inplenented in relation to
the inmplenentation of this Article?) — 20 points

Expl anation: The perfect score is 20 points. The article can be rated
froma range of 0 to 20. For exanple, if there are projects/activities
that support the inplenmentation of the article, then it can be given a
score of 20. |If there are no projects or activities being inplenented
for the period under review, a 0 rating can be assigned. |If the
initiative is only inplied or subsunmed in another activity, the

i mpl ementation of this Article can be given a score of anywhere between
1 and 19.

each of the criteria has been assigned a rating, the scores are then

added. Below are the total scores and the |level of priority given by the

count

ry to the inplenentation of an Article:

Total score of 80 above

High Priority

Total score of 60 to 79 - MediumPriority
Total score of 40 to 59 - Low Priority
Total score of 40 below - Not Rel evant

The assignnment of rating between 0 to 20 is highly based on judgenent call

Thi s

is justified since the stakeholders that participated in the

consul tati on workshops are assunmed to be know edgeable in the field of

bi odi versity in the country. Further, the consultation-workshops were
participated in by sone em nent persons who provi ded gui dance during the
proceedi ngs. The assignnent of rating is first done by small groups during a
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wor kshop then presented and di scussed in plenary. The above criteria is far
fromperfect but it served its purpose of assessing priorities in the

i mpl ementation of the CBD Articles. It is hoped that this could later be
refined to facilitate ease of reporting in the future.




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 mpl 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. Wiat is the relative priority for inplenentation of this work programe in your
country?

a) High

b) Medi um

c) Low X

d) Not rel evant

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

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 programre in your
country?

a) High X

b) Medi um

c) Low

d) Not relevant

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 inplenentation of this work progranmme in your
country?

a) High

b) Medi um

c) Low X

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 biol ogical 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-hum d | ands

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

a) High

b) Medi um

c) Low

d) Not rel evant X

10. 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

d) Severely limting




Further conments on work progranmes and priorities




Article 5 Cooperation

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

a) High X b) Medi um 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) Linmting X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The Governnent places high priority on cooperation with other Contracting
Parties. This is evidenced by the fact that one of the main strategi es under
the Philippine NBSAP is to advocate stronger international cooperation on

bi odi versity conservation through a) the fulfilnment of Philippine conmtnents
to international agreenents and the related creation of oversight
institutions; b) strengthening of NGO |linkages with their international
counterparts; c) establishnment of the ASEAN Regi onal Center for Biodiversity
Conservation; and, d) establishnent of a pool of Filipino experts in

bi odi versity. However, it is noted that the resources (financial and
technical) are not enough to neet the demands of carrying out activities that
woul d enabl e the country to nmeet its commtnents and obligations to the CBD

Aside fromthe CBD, the Philippines is signatory to the various internationa
conventions and other international agreenents that are concerned with the
conservation of biodiversity:

e Convention on the Conservation of Mgratory Species of WId Aninmals

e Convention on International Trade of Endangered Species of Flora and
Fauna

« Convention on Wetlands of International |nportance

e ASEAN Wirki ng Group on Nature Conservation and Biodiversity

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 biol ogi ca
di versity?

a) bilateral cooperation (please give details bel ow)

b) international programes (please give details bel ow)

c) international agreements (please give details bel ow)
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Decision 1V/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 sustainabl e nanagenment of
transboundary wat ersheds, catchments, river basins and m gratory species through
bilateral and nmultil ateral agreements?

a) no X

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

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

d) not applicable

Decision 1V/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 Qoservation Year
of DI VERSI TAS, and ensured conplenmentarity 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 opnment ?

a) no X

b) to a limted extent

c) to a significant extent

Decision V/27. Contribution of the Convention on Biological D versity
to the ten-year review of progress achieved since the United Nations
Conf erence on Environnment 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
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

For the past four years (1998-2001), the Philippines has undertaken

bi odi versity conservation initiatives that were supported by grants from
bilateral, nmultilateral, and other funding sources. Below are sone of the
details regarding these activities:

a) Bilateral Cooperation

(0]

Bi odi versity Research Progranme for Devel opnent in M ndanao: Focus on
Mount Mal i ndang and Environs, funded by the Mnistry for Devel opnent
Cooperati on of the Netherl ands

This project ains to build the capacity for local comunities,
governnent, acadene, and ot her stakeholders to pronote and undertake
t he sustai nabl e use of biological resources and effective decision-
maki ng on bi odi versity conservati on.

New Zeal and Devel opnent Assi stance Phili ppi nes National Ecotourism
Strategy Project

The project is based on a three-year programre of technical assistance
to the Governnent of the Philippines between January 2001 to Decenber
2003. The Phili ppines National Ecotourism Project stens fromthe

Phi | i ppi ne Government Executive Order 111 issued in 1999 which calls
for the preparation of a National Ecotourism Strategy. The EO al so
established the framework for the preparation and inplenmentation of the
Nati onal Ecotourismstrategy. This included a formal Menorandum of
Under st andi ng between the Departnent of Tourism and the Departnent of
Envi ronnment and Natural Resources. It also established a National

Ecot ouri sm Devel opnent Council, a National Ecotourism Steering
Conmittees an Ecotouri sm Technical Wrking G oup and Regi onal

Ecot ouri sm Conmi tt ees.

The New Zeal and progranme of assistance is focused on four key areas:
1) assistance with the preparation of the National Ecotourism Strategy

2) assistance with building capacity of the Ecotourism Techni cal
Wor ki ng G oup

3) ldentification of a network of key ecotourismsites in the
Phi | i ppi nes

4) Assistance with the provision of technical assistance to selected
ecot ouri sm projects.

Turtle Islands Heritage Protected Area (Tl HPA)

Joi nt managenment of the Turtle Islands Heritage Protected Areas (TIHPA)
which is the world' s first transfrontier PA for marine turtles and the
only major rootery of green turtles in the ASEAN region. The TIHPA is
conposed of six islands fromthe Philippi nes Baguan, Langaan, Taganak,
Great Nakkungan, Lihiman, and Boan) and three islands from Mal aysi a
(Selingan, Gulisaan, and Bakkungan Kenchil).

Nor di ¢ Agency for Devel opment and Ecol ogy Techni cal Assistance for
| nproving Biodiversity Conservation in Protected Areas in the
Phi | i ppi nes ( NORDECO- TABC)

The Government of Denmark through the NORDECO i s providing technical
assi stance on bi odiversity conservation to the Departnent of

Envi ronnent and Natural Resources and Northern Sierra Madre Natural
Park in Isabela Province. The Project ains to inmprove conservation and
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b)

partici patory resource nmanagenment and capacitate Protected Area staff,
PA Managenent Board, | ocal decision-nakers and |ocal conmunities in
this aspect; and institutionalize a Biodiversity Mpnitoring System and
devel op capacity of PA staff to inplenment it.

Support to the Inplenentati on of Executive Order 247 re:
Bi oprospecting and its I nplenenting Rules and Regul ati ons Proj ect

This project which is supported by the German Agency for Technica
Cooperation is being inplenented to strengthen the technical capability
of the Protected Areas and Wl dlife Bureau and the deci si on-making
capacity of the Inter-Agency Comrmittee on Biological and Genetic
Resources (1 ACBGR) in the inplenentation of Executive Order 247 and to
define inportant provisions of EO 247 such as sharing of benefits,
paynment of bioprospecting fees, setting of guidelines for bonds and
royalties for its effective inplenmentation.

Mul til ateral Cooperation
Conservation of Priority Protected Area Project (CPPAP)

The CPPAP is pilot testing the NIPAS Law in the first ten priority
sites identified in the I PAS Final Report. The project has four mgjor
conponents: a) site devel opment; b) resource managenent; c) socio-
econoni ¢ managenent; and, d) technical assistance, nonitoring, and
coordi nation. Designed to involve [ocal organizations inits

i mpl enentation, the DENR is executing the project in collaboration with
the NIPA, Inc., a consortiumof 18 | ocal NGOS engaged in devel opnment,
envi ronnent and social preparation activities. This project is due for
conpl etion in June 2002 and has a budget of US$20 million, financed by
the d obal Environment Facility through the Wrld Bank

Nati onal Integrated Protected Areas Project (N PAP)

Though sinilar to the CPPAP in that it espouses in-situ conservation as
a major strategy to conserve biodiversity, this project differs in

proj ect managenent and strategies. In this project, a European Co-
Director and a local Project Director have the full authority to decide
on the financial and operational natter provided that the Nationa
Program and Policy Steering Comittee (NPPSC) initially approves the
Annual Work and Fi nancial Pl an.

The sites selected for the NI PAP-EU are: Munt Quiting-Quiting Natura
Par k; Mount Pul ag; Munt |sarog; Munt Iglit-Baco and Mount Malindang
Nati onal Parks; Coron |sland; Ml anpaya Sound; and El Ni do Marine
Reserve. The Project was conpleted in December 2001 with a tota
funding of US$15.4 nillion

Samar |sland Biodiversity Project (SIBP)

SIBP envisions to establish the Samar |sland Natural Park (SINP),
covering a core area of 347,000 hectares of natural forests and about
123, 000 hectares of buffer zone. The project area covers about 189
barangays in 35 municipalities in the three provinces of the island.

The new protected area will be zoned for multiple uses centering on
protection, but providing for conservation-conpatible |ivelihood
opportunities such as sustainabl e harvests of non-tinber forest
products, ecotourismand sustainable farming. It will institute a
conpr ehensi ve range of ancillary conservation neasures to insulate the
park from human pressures. Park managenent woul d be operationalized in
partnership with forest-edge conmunities with the aimof establishing a
“social fence” against threats. Interventions will strengthen
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c)

0

partici patory planning, process-response nonitoring, surveillance and
enforcenent functions, and enhance the conservati on managenent
capacities of the communities. It will inpart conservation values to
the wi der Samarefio society to backstop advocacy operations.

The project inmplenmentation will be in two phases, each with 4 years
duration with a total funding of US$5, 809, 407. 00.

Nati onal Biodiversity Conservation Priority Setting Project for the
Phi | i ppi nes

This activity was ainmed to identify, assess, and prioritize specific
geographi c areas with high biodiversity values that can be given
priority when allocating resources and strengthening partnershi ps.

Coast al Resources Managenent Project (CRWP)

CRWP is working at the national |evel to inprove formulation and

i mpl enentati on of a national coastal resource managenent policy, and at
the local level through participatory assessnment, planning and

i npl enentati on of coastal resource managenent pl ans.

International Progranms / International Agreenents

Associ ati on of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN)

As an ASEAN- nenber nation, the Philippines for the past four years had
been active in its biodiversity conservation prograns. Anong the

i mportant activities undertaken under this partnership are a) the

est abl i shnent of |inks and cooperation through the ASEAN Regi ona
Center for Biodiversity Conservation; and, b) chairing the neeting of
t he ASEAN Working Group on Nature Conservation and Bi odi versity
(AWGNCB) held in Malaysia in July 17-18, 2001

O her International Agreenents

The country also tries to enhance and strengthen cooperation w th other
Parties through other international agreenents where it is a Party
specifically the Convention on Mgratory Species, Ramsar Convention
CITES, anong others. It has devel oped effective cooperation for the
sust ai nabl e nanagenment of migratory species through bilateral and
multilateral agreenents. Aside frombeing a Party to the

af orementi oned agreenents, the Philippines has bilateral agreenents

wi th Mal aysia on the establishment of the Turtle Island Heritage
Protected Area.
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Article 6 General neasures for conservati on and sustai nabl e use

18. What is the relative priority afforded to i nplenentation 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
recommendat i ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X |d) Severely limiting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

For the period covered by this Report, the inplenmentation of this Article was
given high priority by the Philippines. As stated in the First Nationa
Report, the Philippines has a clear policy on biodiversity conservation and
that the general neasures for its conservation and sustainable use is
explicitly stated in the Philippine Agenda 21. The country also has
conpleted its Country Study on Biodiversity and has devel oped and adopted its
nati onal biodiversity strategy and action plan (NBSAP). These were al
reported in the First National Report.

In terms of the availability of resources for the inplenmentation of this
Article, it is still limting considering that the country is one of the

worl d’s hottest of hotspots in terns of biodiversity. Mjor support for

bi odi versity conservation in the country for the past four years consisted
nostly of previous assistance for the CPPAP and Nl PAP. One nmjor project

that commrenced in 2001 is the Samar |sland Biodiversity Project (SIBP) with a
total funding of US$5,809.470.00 fromthe UNDP-GEF

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

a) none

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) conpletedl

e) conpleted and adopt ed2 X

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 opnent

d) conpl eted2

e) conpleted and adopted2 X

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

1/ Please provide information requested at the end of these guidelines.
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b) nost articles X
c) all articles
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 informati on and share experience
action planning process with other Contracting Parties?

on the national

a) little or no action

b) sharing of strategies,

pl ans and/ or case-studi es

X

c)

r egi onal

nmeet i ngs

X

25. Do all

of your country’s strategies and action plans include an int

cooper ati on conponent ?

er nati onal

a) no

b) yes

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

coordi nated in sone areas/thenes

c)

d) fully coordinated

e) not applicable

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

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c)

advanced stages of devel oprment

d) programme in place

e)

reports on inplementati on avail abl e

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

28. Has your country received support fromthe financial mechanism for

the preparation

of its national strategy and action plan?
a) no
b) yes X
I f yes, which was the I nplenenting Agency (UNDP/ UNEP/ Worl d Bank) ? UNDP, UNEP
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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

Status of NBSAP | npl ementation -

The Philippine NBSAP was adopted in 1997. A directive to integrate the
strategies and action plan into the sectoral plans and progranms of governnment
agenci es was i ssued by then President Fidel V. Ranpbs through a Menorandum
Order. Said directive also instructed government offices to “subnmit a report
on the status of your conpliance to nmy office, through the Philippine Counci
for Sustainabl e Devel opnent and copy furni shed the Executive Secretary and
the Head, Presidential Managenent Staff, not later than 30 July 1997.” As of
1998 as stated in the First National Report, integration of the strategies
and action plans into sectoral programs were in progress.

VWil e the strategies were broad enough to all ow ease of integration, the
identified priority projects were too specific. The national planning agency
had been using the NBSAP as the nmin reference docunent for approving and
rationalizing projects and proposals on biodiversity. However, because the
identified priority projects were too specific, projects are mainly eval uated
based on the general strategies.

Further, as nentioned in the First National Report, there is a need to cone
up with a clear-cut nmechanismfor its inplenentation. The directive issued by
Presi dent Ranpbs did not specify clear-cut procedures and feedback mechani sns
that woul d have institutionalized the integration of biodiversity strategies
and actions plans into agency prograns. Thus, there is a need to define

t aski ng, fundi ng mechani sm source, and tine frane.

To fully inplenent the NBSAP, it is inperative that the NBSAP be revi ewed

taking into consideration national priorities and commtnents to the CBD. It
is noted that not all commitnents to the CBD are clearly addressed by the
NBSAP. In doing so, indicators for nmonitoring and eval uati on have to be

established to ensure that the NBSAP is being inplenented as planned and t hat
it remains a living docunent.
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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) Medium X c) Low

31. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and

r ecormendat i ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X |d) Severely limiting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

One of the main strategies in the Philippine National Biodiversity Strategy
and Action Plan is stated as “Expandi ng and | nprovi ng Know edge on the
extent, characteristics, uses and val ues” which pronotes the objective of
this Article. The Philippines’ First National Report to the CBD reported
that as of 1998, there has been linmted work in basic inventory of the
country’s biological diversity. Four years after, initiatives to cone up
with a conprehensive inventory of the country’s biological diversity has not
taken off in the desired manner due to several reasons. These include |ack
of financial resources, lack of clear-cut priorities in taxononic research,
and |l ack of indicators for systematic nonitoring of activities and its
effects on biodiversity, anong others. Further, in the last five (5) years
or so, Executive Order 247 has nmde collecting activities for taxononic

pur poses difficult.

32. Does your country have an ongoi ng i nventory progranmme at species |level (7a)?
a) mninmal activity
b) for key groups (such as threatened or endenic species) or X
i ndi cators
c) for a range of major groups X
d) for a conprehensive range of species

33. Does your country have an ongoi ng i nventory programre 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 programre at genetic |evel (7a)?
a) mniml activity
b) m nor progranme in sone sectors X
C) mmjor programe in sonme sectors
d) major programme in all rel evant sectors
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35. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring progranmes at species |level (7a)?
a) mninmal activity
b) for key groups (such as threatened or endenic species) or X
i ndi cators
c) for a range of mmjor groups X
d) for a conprehensive range of species
36. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring programes at ecosystem|evel (7b)?
a) miniml activity
b) for ecosystens of particular interest only
c) for mmjor ecosystens X
d) for a conprehensive range of ecosystens
37. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring programes at genetic |level (7b)?
a) mnimal activity
b) mnor programme in sone sectors X
C) mmjor programe in sonme sectors
d) mgjor 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) most 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 programre devel opnment X
c) advanced stages of programe devel opment
d) programme in place
e) reports on inplenentation avail abl e X
40. Does your country coordinate information collection and managenent at the national
| evel (7d)~?
a) no
b) early stages of progranme devel opnent X
c) advanced stages of programme devel opment
d) programme in place
e) reports on inplenentation avail abl e
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Decision I11/10 ldentification, nmonitoring 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)

42. |'s your country using rapid assessnent and renobte sensing techni ques?

a) no
b) assessing opportunities X
c) yes, to alimted extent X

d) yes, to a nmjor extent

e) reports on inplenentation avail able X

43. Has your country adopted a “step-by-step” approach to inplenenting Article 7 with
initial enphasis 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 assessment and indi cator met 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 assessnment
nmet hodol ogi es and nmade 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 del y avail abl e?

a) no relevant collections

b) no action

c) yes (if so, please give details bel ow) X
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Decision V/7. ldentification, nonitoring and assessnent, and indicators

47. 1s 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 indi cator progranmes?

a) no X

b) yes - sent to the Secretariat

c) yes — through the national CHM

d) yes — other neans (please specify)

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

a) no X

b) providing training

c) providing direct support

d) sharing experience

e) other (please describe)

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

I nventory Prograns

Most of the work done on inventory for the past four years were components of
bi gger projects. Exanples are:

» Biodiversity Research Programre for Devel opnent in M ndanao: Focus on
Mount Mal i ndang and Environs (conponent on assessnent of arthropods,
devel opnent of participatory methodol ogy for the inventory and
assessment of floral resources and their characterization in the
nont ane forests of Munt Malindang)

e Building a National Constituency for Biodiversity Conservation in the
Phi | i ppi nes (conponent on strengtheni ng know edge base on biodi versity,
specifically on birds)

e Catnon-Carnmen and Bal anban Survey (faunal survey of Munt Kapayas range
and Mount Masurila, Cebu)

e (Coud Rats Conservation Program (field status surveys)

« Conservation Research of Philippine Birds and Mammal s Project (avian
inventories in selected areas in the country)

« El asnpbbranch Biodiversity in the Sul u-Sul awesi Large Marine Ecosystem
(study of the diversity and taxonomy of El asnobranch in the Sul u-
Sul awesi Marine Environnent)

* Faunal Inventory of Nug-as Forest (terrestrial fauna inventory)
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 Philippine Biodiversity Inventory (surveys of all vertebrate groups and
selected invertebrates in 10 potential centers of bidiversity in the
country)

e Philippine OM Conservation Program (field inventories/surveys)
« Philippine Spotted Dear Conservation Program (popul ati on surveys)

e Protected Area Suitability Assessnent of Liguasan Marsh (inventory of
fauna)

e Terrestrial Ecosystens Programe — Sustai nabl e Managenent of Munt
| sarog Territories

Anot her observation is that nost of the inventory prograns reported that are
speci es-specific are either done by the Protected Areas and Wl dlife Bureau
of the Departnment of Environment and Natural Resources or the Philippine
Nat i onal Miseum since these are the two government agencies with such
mandat es. Some academ c institutions and NGOs al so conduct taxonom c studies
although to a limted extent. It is also worthy to note that efforts in
inventory are very few at the genetic |evel.

Moni t ori ng

At present, there are several nonitoring activities but these are done on a
project level and although there are attenpts to integrate these efforts
especially fromthe government side, there is still no overall mechanismin
pl ace for coordinating these intitiatives.

Sone of the initiatives to nonitor biodiversity include:

e Agencies Wrking for Ecol ogical Sustainability on Mount Mlindang’ s
Envi rons Proj ect

e Biodiversity Mnitoring System ( BVM5)

e Biodiversity Research Progranmme for Devel opnent in M ndanao: Focus on
Mount Mal i ndang and Environs

e Cetacean By-Catch Fisheries Assessnment Project
e Coastal Resource Managenent Project

« El N do Integrated Conservati on and Devel opnent Project: Biodiversity
Conponent

e NMonitoring of Marine Turtles
« NMnitoring of Selected Priority Wetlands and Mgratory Birds
e Paw kan Conservation Programe

e Technical Assistance for Inmproving Biodiversity Conservation in
Protected Areas of the Philippines

The Country Study was able to identify the threats to biodiversity in the
Philippines. Monitoring of effects of these threats, however, have not been
undertaken on a systemati c manner because of several constraints. Activities
in marine and coastal ecosystens are nore closely nonitored than activities
in the terrestrial ecosystens. Aside fromfunding, there is a limted know
how and capacity on nonitoring systens that could be used easily by

bi diversity practitioners and can be enployed at the community | evel. The

Bi odi versity Monitoring Systemis one tool that can help in making

consi derabl e progress in this area.
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Anot her constraint is the lack of indicators for nonitoring biodiversity.
Currently, sonme indicators that are accepted are in the Biodiversity

Moni toring Programme and those identified indicator species per Protected
Area. The country shares experience to a limted extent, with other Parties
to denonstrate the use of assessnent and indi cator methodol ogi es especially
through joint projects like the Turtle Islands Heritage Protected Area, Bird-
Life Asia, and the ASEAN Regional Centre on Biodiversity Conservation.

On a final note, the Philippines has still to undertake a national taxonomc
needs assessnent in order to cone up with a national taxonom c action plan
The Philippine Biodiversity Priority Setting Project could guide the
prioritization of taxonomic work in the Philippines.
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Deci si ons on Taxonony

Decision 1V/1 Report and recommendations of the third nmeeting of SBSTTA

[part]

50. Has your country carried out a national taxononic needs assessnent,
wor kshops to determnine national taxonomic priorities?

and/ or hel d

a) no

b) early stages of assessnent

c)

advanced stages of assessnent

d) assessnent conpl eted

51. Has your country devel oped a national taxonom c action plan?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c)

advanced stages of devel opnent

d) action plan in place

e)

reports on inplenmentati on avail abl e

52. I's your country naking avail abl e appropri ate resources to enhance t
of taxonom c information?

he availability

a) no

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

c) yes, covering all known needs

53. I's your country encouraging bilateral and nultilatera
opportunities for taxononmists, particularly those dealing with poorly

trai ni ng and enpl oynent

known or gani sns?

a) no

b) sone opportunities

c) significant opportunities

54. |'s your country investing on a long-termbasis in the devel opnent of appropriate

infrastructure for your national taxonom c collections?

a) no

b) sone invest ment

c) significant investnent

55. I's your country encouragi ng partnershi ps between taxonom c institut
devel oped and devel opi ng countri es?

ions in

a) no

b) yes — stated policy

c) yes — systemmtic national progranme

56. Has your country adopted any international agreed |evels of collection housing?
a) no
b) under review
c) being inplemented by sonme collections X
d) being inplenented by all major collections

24




57. Has your country provided training progranmes in taxonomny?

a) no
b) sone X
c) nmany

58. Has your country reported on neasures adopted to strengthen national capacity in
t axonony, to designate national reference centres, and to nake i nformati on housed in
col | ections available to countries of origin?

a) no X

b) yes — in the previous national report

c) yes — via the clearing-house nmechani sm

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

59. Has your country taken steps to ensure that institutions responsible for biologica
di versity inventories and taxononm c activities are financially and adm nistratively
st abl e?

a) no

b) under review

c) yes for sone institutions X

d) yes for all major institutions

60. Has your country assisted taxononmic institutions to establish consortia to conduct
regi onal projects?

a) no

b) under review

c) yes — limted extent X

d) yes — significant extent

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

a) no

b) under review

c) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

62. Has your country provided programmes for re-training of qualified professionals
nmovi ng i nto taxonony-related fields?

a) no
b) sone X
c) many
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Deci sion V/9. G obal Taxonony Initiative

| mpl enent ati on and further

advance of the Suggestions for Action

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 taxonom c research?
a) no
b) yes X

66. Has your country comuni cated information on programes,
for consideration as pilot projects under the d obal
Executi ve Secretary?

projects and initiatives

Taxonony lnitiative to the

a) no X
b) yes
67. Has your country designated a national d obal Taxonony Initiative focal point
Iinked to other national focal points?
a) no
b) yes X

68. Has your country participated in the devel opment of
i nformati on-sharing for the d obal Taxonomy Initiative?

r egi

onal networks to facilitate

a) no

X

b) yes

If a devel opi ng country Party or

69. Has your country sought resources through the financial
actions identified in the decision?

Party with econony in transition -

mechani sm for the priority

a) no

b) applied for unsuccessfully

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

Taxononi c Centers in the Country

The Philippine National Miseumas well as sonme academic institutes are

consi dered taxonom ¢ centers in the country. Sonme of these centers have

exi sting Menmorandum of Agreenent with other collection housing that follow
provisions of internationally-agreed terms. To a linited extent, the

Phi | i ppi ne Government has taken steps to ensure that the institutions
responsi ble for biological diversity inventories and taxonom c activities are
financially and adm nistratively stable. It has provided funding for the

Phi | i ppi ne National Museumfor its operations and has continued to support
smaller initiatives of other agencies |ike the Ecosystens Research and

Devel opnent Bureau, the Philippine Institute of Traditional and Alternative
Health Care, and sone acadenmic institutions. However, current funding is so
limted that it is barely enough for these centers’ operations. There is,
thus, a need to invest on a long-termbasis on the devel opnent of appropriate
infrastructure for national taxononic collection

Nati onal Capacity to do Taxonom c WorKk

The field of taxonony has not been attracting young blood in the past few
years. There are not nany taxononmists in the country and they are already
overl oaded with their regular jobs either in the acadene or in the
institutions that they are connected with. The need, therefore, to devel op
this expertise in the country cannot be over-enphasi zed.

Asi de from proactive means of encouragi ng young people to engage in taxonom c
research, incentives for doing so should be put in place. There should be a
review of the related courses being offered and make these nore attractive to
hi gh school graduates. There should also be a conscious effort to entice
science-oriented high schools in the country to influence their graduates to
go into taxonom ¢ work. Another neasure that could help develop this
expertise is to design training prograns that would turnout para-taxonom sts.
Further, the country should endeavor to access bilateral and nmultilatera
taxonom ¢ training opportunities to inprove national capacity for taxonomnc
wor k.
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Article 8 In situ conservation [excluding Articles 8h and 8j]

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

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

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

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X |d) Severely limiting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The establishment of an integrated protected areas systens is the centerpiece
response of the Philippine governnent to protect and conserve its

bi odi versity resources. The |l egal basis for this policy is enbodied in two
maj or | egislations namely:

« Executive Order 192 (series of 1987), creating the Protected Areas and
Wldlife Bureau (PAVWB), which is mandated to consolidate all governnent
efforts in the conservation of natural biological resources through the
est abl i shnent of a network of protected areas system

* Republic Act 7586, otherwi se known as the National Integrated Protected
Areas System (NI PAS) Law, which provides for the establishnment and
managenent of a conprehensive system whi ch enconpasses outstandi ngly
remar kabl e areas and biologically inportant public lands that are habitats
of various species of plants and aninmals. The specific provisions of the
NI PAS Law are: a) identification of protected area categories; b)
est abl i shnent of a standard pl anning process; c) N PAS adninistration by
the DENR; d) recognition of ancestral rights; and, e) institutionalization
of environmental inpact assessnent. The Protected Areas and Wldlife
Bureau is mandated to inplenent this Law

O her major legislations that protect and conserve the country’s biodiversity
resources are:

e Republic Act 9147, the WIdlife Conservation and Protection Act, was
enacted into law to conserve the country’s wildlife resources and their
habitats for sustainability. Towards this end, the foll owi ng objectives
shal | be pursued: a) conserve and protect wildlife species and their
habitats to pronote ecol ogi cal bal ance and enhance bi ol ogi cal diversity;
b) regulate the collection and trade of wildlife; c) pursue, with due
regard to the national interest, the Philippine commitnent to
i nternational conventions, protection of wildlife and their habitats; and
e) initiate or support scientific studies on the conservation of
bi ol ogi cal diversity.

* Republic Act 8550, known as the Philippine Fisheries Code of 1998,
requires all governnent agencies, as well as the private firns and
entities who intend to undertake activities or projects which will affect
the habitats of the rare, threatened and endangered aquatic species to
prepare a detailed Environnental |npact Assessnment that shall be subnitted
to the DENR for review and eval uati on.
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* Republic Act 9072, the National Caves and Cave Resources Managenent and
Protection Act, is the declaration of policy of the country to conserve,
protect and nanage caves and cave resources as part of the country’s
natural wealth.

Al t hough fundi ng was sourced fromthe financial nechanism resources were
still limting for the inplenentation of the N PAS | aw.

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 systens plan in place X

d) relatively conplete systemin place

73. Are there nationally adopted guidelines for the sel ection, establishment 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 biol ogi cal resources inportant for the
conservation of biological diversity with a viewto ensuring their conservation and
sust ai nabl e use (8c)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) programme or policy in place X

e) reports on inplenentation avail abl e X

75. Has your country undertaken neasures that pronpte the protecti on of ecosystens,
natural habitats and the mai ntenance of viable popul ati ons of species in natural
surroundi ngs (8d)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) reasonably conprehensive neasures in place X

76. Has your country undertaken neasures that pronote environnmentally sound and
sust ai nabl e devel opnent in areas adjacent to protected areas (8e)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) reasonably conprehensive neasures in place

77. Has your country undertaken neasures to rehabilitate and restore degraded
ecosystens (8f)?
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a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

78. Has your country undertaken neasures to pronbte the recovery of threatened species
(8f)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

79. Has your country undertaken neasures to regul ate, manage or control the risks
associated with the use and rel ease of |iving nodified organisns resulting from
bi ot echnol ogy (8g)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

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 opnent X
d) progranme or policy in place X
e) reports on inplenentation avail abl e X

81. Has your country devel oped and nai ntai ned the necessary | egislation and/or ot her
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 opnent

d) legislation or other neasures in place

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

a) no

b) under review

c) yes, to alimted extent

d) yes, to a significant extent X
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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 (8m?

If a devel oping country Party or Party with economy 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

c) regional neetings

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

Ml estones in the Establishnment of the National Integrated Protected Areas
System of the Philippines (has al so been reported in the First Nationa
Report):

Protected Areas (PAs) are set aside to conserve species that cannot be
preserved off-site (ex-situ). They are considered as the npst cost-effective
manner for preserving genes, species and habitat, and for maintaining various
ecol ogi cal processes of inportance to humanity. Species diversity of PAs is
mai nt ai ned by protecting the range of different habitat types and by all ow ng
for changes in species distribution. It is in this context that the

Phi | i ppi nes has created a conprehensive integrated protected areas system
Its goal is to protect and preserve all representative ecosystens and habitat
types, as well as the species of plants and animals found therein

As early as 1986, a project called Integrated Protected Areas System (| PAS)
was initiated through a project grant by the World WIldlife Fund for Nature
(WAF - United States). One year after, Executive Oder 192 was issued
creating the Protected Areas and Wl dlife Bureau (PAWB) under the Departnent
of Environment and Natural Resources (DENR). The agency is nmandated to
consolidate all efforts in the conservation of natural biological resources
t hrough the establishment of a network of protected areas.

In 1988, the | PAS Project was conpleted and a report containing a listing and
mappi ng of potential PAs was submitted to the DENR  The potential PAs were
classified as terrestrial, wetland and nmarine, indicating |evels of
priorities for each site.

The 1 PAS was further pursued in the World Bank’s FFarm Study through the | PAS
| Project of the DENR. This was funded by the Japanese CGovernment through a
grant to the Philippine Governnent under the administration of the Wrld

Bank. The nmin objective of the IPAS | Project was to select ten priority
sites froman indicative N PAS of 342 potential sites. The other objective
was to prepare as draft legislation for PAs and to conduct a crash course on
PA managenment for DENR and NGGCs.
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The ten priority sites were selected based on a set of criteria including:

» Ecosystemtype considerations. The ten sites should include
terrestrial, wetland, and marine ecosystens (five terrestrial, two
wet | ands, and two nmarine, and one m xed ecosystens)

« Conservation values. endem sm biodiversity, endangered species,
remai ning pristine habitats, size, uniqueness, and scenic val ues

e Oher considerations. legal, security, and financing

The ten priority sites selected were: Subic-Bataan, Northern Sierra Mudre,
Apo Reef, Mount Kanlaon, Munt Kitanglad, Turtle Island and Mount Apo

Nati onal Parks; Batanes and Siargao Landscapes/ Seascapes; and Agusan Marsh
Wldlife Sanctuary.

In 1992, upon the passage of the NI PAS Law, sone areas were inmedi ately
designated as the initial conponents of the National Integrated Protected
Areas Managenent. These are areas proclai ned or designated pursuant to a | aw,
presidential decree or proclamation, or executive order as a national park
ganme refuge or bird sanctuary; w | derness; nmangrove reserve; fish sanctuary;
natural and historical |andmark; protected and managed | andscape/ seascape as
well as identified virgin forest. There are 203 areas that conprise the
initial conponents of the System covering an aggregate area of approxi mately
3.8 mllion hectares distributed all over the country and representing 12.8
percent of the total |and area of the Philippines. These are conprised of 67
nati onal parks/marine reserves, 8 gane refuge and bird sanctuaries, 16

wi | derness areas, 85 watershed forest reservations, 27 nmangrove swanp forest
reserves, and identified old gromh forest covering about 8,000 hectares.

Areas previously identified as initial conponents have to undergo
Presidential Proclanmation and congressional enactnent to be included in the
System The requirenents and process for the proclamation are:

a) conpilation of maps and technical descriptions of the identified areas;

b) initial screening of these areas for their sustainability for inclusion
in the N PAS

c) studies and public hearings to build a case for fornmal establishnent of
suitable areas in this group as protected areas.

The third requirenment includes initial consultation with communities within
or near the identified areas, census and registration of the occupants of the
identified areas and the preparation of a |and use plan for the area in
coordi nation with the Regional Devel opnent Counci l

To date, 83 PAs have been proclai med under the NI PA category with a tota
area of 2,407,682.825 hectares.

Maj or in-Situ Prograns

e Conservation of Protected Areas Project (CPPAP) funded by the d oba
Environnent Facility (CGEF) of the World Bank

The CPPAP is pilot testing the NIPAS Law in the first ten priority sites
identified in the | PAS Final Report. The project has four major
conponents: a) site devel opnent; b) resource managenent; c) soci o-economc
managenent; and, d) technical assistance, nonitoring, and coordination
Desi gned to involve |ocal organizations in its inplenentation, the DENR is
executing the project in collaboration with the NIPA, Inc., a consortium
of 18 local NGOS engaged in devel opnent, environment and socia

preparation activities. This project is due for conpletion in June 2002
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and has a budget of US$20 million, financed by the d obal Environment
Facility through the Wrl d Bank.

Nati onal Integrated Protected Areas Project (N PAP) funded by the European
Uni on ( EU)

Though sinmlar to the CPPAP in that it espouses in-situ conservation as a
maj or strategy to conserve bhiodiversity, this project differs in project
managenment and strategies. In this project, a European Co-Director and a
| ocal Project Director have the full authority to decide on the financial
and operational matter provided that the National Program and Policy
Steering Committee (NPPSC) initially approves the Annual Wrk and

Fi nanci al Pl an.

The sites selected for the N PAP-EU are: Munt Guiting-Guiting Natural
Par k; Mount Pul ag; Munt |sarog; Munt Iglit-Baco and Munt Malindang

Nati onal Parks; Coron |sland; Ml anpaya Sound; and El N do Marine Reserve.
The Project was conpleted in Decenber 2001 with a total funding of US$15.4
mllion.

Samar |sland Biodiversity Project (SIBP)

SI BP envisions to establish the Samar |sland Natural Park (SINP), covering
a core area of 347,000 hectares of natural forests and about 123, 000
hectares of buffer zone. The project area covers about 189 barangays in
35 nunicipalities in the three provinces of the island.

The new protected area will be zoned for multiple uses centering on
protection, but providing for conservation-conpatible |ivelihood
opportunities such as sustainable harvests of non-tinber forest products,
ecotourismand sustainable farmng. It will institute a conprehensive
range of ancillary conservation measures to insulate the park from human
pressures. Park managenent woul d be operationalized in partnership with
forest-dge comunities with the aimof establishing a “social fence”

against threats. Interventions will strengthen participatory planning,
process-response nmonitoring, surveillance and enforcenent functions, and
enhance the conservati on nanagenent capacities of the comunities. It
will inpart conservation values to the wi der Sanarefio society to backstop

advocacy operations.

The project inmplenmentation will be in two phases, each with 4 years
duration with a total funding of US$5, 809, 407. 00.

Bi odi versity Research Programe for Devel opnent in M ndanao: Focus on
Mount Mal i ndang and Environs

This project ains to build the capacity for |ocal comunities, governnent,
acadene, and ot her stakehol ders to pronote and undertake the sustainabl e

use of biological resources and effective decision-making on biodiversity
conservation. It has funding fromthe Netherlands Governnent of

approxi mately US2.5M

Mount |sarog Integrated Conservation and Devel opnment Program/ Sustai nable
Management of Mbount | sarog

This project ainms to conserve the biodiversity of M. |Isarog National Park
and devel op ecol ogically sustainable livelihood for conmunities around it.
The project, which is estimated to be conpleted in 2004, is being funded
by Conmi ssion of European Communities, UNDP-d obal Environnment Facility,
CARE — Austria, CARE — USA, and Jeff Peierls Foundation.
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Managenment of Buffer Zones

The NI PAs Law requires the designation of an added | ayer of protection to the
area by establishing buffer zones to stabilize protected are boundari es.

PAWB has al ready devel oped specific guidelines for the establishnent of

buf fer zones for PAs as a DENR policy docunment. These guidelines intend to
operationalize buffer zones as part of the protected area planning and
managenent strat egy.

Ecosystens Rehabilitation and Restoration

In 1990, the DENR i ssued Menorandum Circular No. 20 to hasten the restoration
of degraded or disturbed natural habitats within the national parks and other
protected areas. It sets the guidelines on the restoration activities for

t he enhancenent of biological diversity of protected areas.

Recovery of Threatened Species
The country has prograns for the recovery of sone threatened species:

Phi | i ppi ne Raptors Conservation Programe

Tamar aw Conservati on Progranme

Pawi kan Conservati on Programe

Crocodile Farm Institute/ Palawan Wl dlife Rescue
and Conservation Center

Phi | i ppi ne Teak Project

Phi | i ppi ne Spotted Deer Conservation Programe

Fi nanci al Support

The country received financial and other support for in situ conservation
fromseveral sources. Major funding came fromthe UNDP and WB d oba
Environnent Facility for the CPPAP, SIBP, SUW T; European Union for the
NI PAP, Net herl ands Government for the BRP M. Malindang Project, anpng

ot hers.
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Article 8h Alien species

86. 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) Medium X c) Low

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

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting d) Severely linmting X

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The inplenentation of this Article had been given nediumpriority by the

Phi | i ppines for the period covered by this Report. Although the concern on
alien species is covered by the strategies in the National Biodiversity
Strategy and Action Plan (NBSAP), there had been very few initiatives in this
area. The country has sonme existing nmeasures in place to inplenent this
Article, Iike the provisions in the CITES, the WIldlife Act, Code of Conduct
for Responsible Fisheries/Aquaculture, anbng others. Actual activities,
however, have been limted by |ack of awareness and understanding, not to
nmention [ack of funds and capacity.

Since there is very limted understanding of this subject, there is a need to
undertake studies on the inpacts of alien species. There should also be a
strategi c conmuni cation programon the alien invasive species and its effect
on the environnent.

88. Has your country identified alien species introduced?

a) no

b) only nmmjor species of concern

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
i ntroduction of these alien species?

a) no

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

c) nost alien species have been assessed

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

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review X

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
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Decision 1V/1 Report and recommendations of the third nmeeting of SBSTTA

91. I's your country collaborating in the devel opnent of projects at national, regional,
sub-regional and international |evels to address the issue of alien species?

a) little or no action

b) di scussion on potential projects under way X

c) active devel opment of new projects

92. Does your national strategy and action plan address the issue of alien species?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

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

93. I's your country applying the interimaguiding principles for prevention,
introduction and mitigation of inpacts of alien species in the context of activities
ained at inplementing article 8(h) of the Convention, and in the various sectors?

a) no

b) under consideration

c) limted inplenentation in sone sectors X

d) extensive inplenmentation in some sectors

e) extensive inplenentation in nbst sectors

94. Has your country subm tted case-studies to the Executive Secretary focusing on
themati c assessnments?

a) no X

b) in preparation

c) yes

95. Has your country submitted witten comments on the interimguiding principles to
t he Executive Secretary?

a) no X

b) yes

96. Has your country given priority to the devel opnent and inpl enentati on of alien
i nvasi ve speci es strategi es and action plans?

a) no X

b) yes

97. In dealing with the issue of invasive species, has your country devel oped or
i nvol ved itself in mechanisnms for international co-operation, including the exchange
of best practices?

a) no X

b) trans-boundary co-operation

c) regional co-operation

d) multilateral co-operation

98. I's your country giving priority attention to geographically and evolutionarily
i sol ated ecosystens in its work on alien invasive species?

36




a)

no

b)

yes

99. I's your country using the ecosystem approach and precautionary and bi o- geographi cal
approaches as appropriate in its work on alien invasive species?

a)

no

X

b)

yes

100.

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

a) no X
b) sone initiatives
c) many initiatives
101. I's your country nmaking avail able the information which it holds on alien
speci es through the CHW?
a) no X
b) sone information
c) all available information
d) information avail able through other channels (pl ease specify)
102. I's your country providing support to enable the G obal |nvasive Species
Programme to fulfil the tasks outlined in the decision and its annexes?
a) no X
b) |imted support

c) substantial support
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Further comments on inplementation of this Article

In May 2001, the ASEAN Regional Center for Biodiversity Conservation (ARCBC)
hel d a Sem nar-Wrkshop on Biodiversity and Managenent of Alien Invasive
Species. The highlights of the Forum give an indication of the state of

know edge and the |level of activities in the country as far as alien invasive
speci es are concerned:

* Only a few of the alien species introduced are identified. The Philippine
Council for Marine and Aquatic Resources Research and Devel oprment
(PCMARRD) identified five (5) alien species that are currently being
nmoni tored. About eight (8) other terrestrial species were reported in the
forum

* Only those species identified have been the subject of studies on the
ri sks posed to the ecosystem

* There are neasures being undertaken to prevent the introduction of,
control or eradicate those alien species which threaten ecosystens,
habitats or species, but to a very linmted extent. The Bureau of
Fi sheries and Aquatic Resources of the Department of Agriculture is tasked
with the responsibility of granting permits for such inmportations and for
i mpl enenting quarantine regul ations for aquatic species. @uidelines for
t he conduct of risk assessment and bi osafety neasures for introduced
speci es have been formulated by the National Committee on Biosafety of the
Phi l i ppi nes. However, the inportation of alien species from other
countries continues to be practiced for one reason or another (i.e. for
food, recreation, or research) with or w thout governnent permt.

e The country has limted collaboration in the devel opment of projects at
nati onal, regional, sub-regional, and international levels to address the
i ssue of alien species. There are initiatives by Southeast Asian
Fi sheri es Devel opment Center (SEAFDEC), activities related to CITES, and
NACA- Net wor k of Aquacul ture in Asia.
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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
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

104. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmting X d) Severely liniting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The 1987 Philippine Constitution already contains provisions relevant to the
i ndi genous peoples (IPs) /indigenous cultural comunities (ICCs). Two
sections in the Constitution specifically contains provisions that: 1)
recogni ze and promote the rights of indigenous cultural communities within
the framework of national unity and devel opnent; and, 2) protect, subject to
the provisions of the Constitution and national devel opment prograns, the
rights of indigenous cultural communities to their ancestral |lands to ensure
their econonmic, social, and natural well-being.

In Cctober 1997, the Philippine Congress enacted the |ndigenous People’s
(I'Ps) Rights Act (IPRA Law). The IPRA Law is the enbodi nent of the [ong
struggle for the recognition of the rights of the IPs to their ancestra
domain as well as their cultural identity. Under |IPRA, “the State shal
recogni ze, respect and protect the rights of |ndigenous Peoples to preserve
and develop their cultures, traditions, and institutions. 1t shall consider
these rights in the formulati on of national |laws and policies. The rights
referred to include the right to claimancestral domai ns which covers not
only the physical environnent but also the spiritual and cultural bonds
associated with it (Section 4 of IPRA). In return, the IPs are charged with
the responsibility of maintaining ecol ogi cal bal ance and restoring damaged
areas (Section 9 of |PRA)

The Law al so protects the right of the IPs to exclude others in exploiting
natural resources within their ancestral donmain. Before any person is allowed
access to these resources, free and prior informed consent of the comunity
obt ai ned in accordance with the customary laws, is required. The regul ations
governi ng bi oprospecting (EO 247) further requires that benefits derived from
the utilization of biological and genetic resources shall be shared fairly
and equitably with the community.

The Law, however, has not been fully inplenmented. |In Septenber 21, 1998, the
gover nment issued Menorandum Order No. 21 that froze the NCI P budget funds
for Progranms and Projects thus paralyzing the operations of the Conmi ssion
This, coupled with the question on the constitutionality of the IPRA filed by
former Justice |Isagani Cruz have nmade the IPs a non-priority in the nationa
progranms of the previous administration.
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105. Has your country undertaken neasures to ensure that the know edge, innovations
and practices of indigenous and | ocal conmmunities enbodying traditional |ifestyles
rel evant for the conservati on and sustai nabl e use of biol ogical diversity are
respect ed, preserved and nmai nt ai ned?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

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) programme or policy in place X

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 inplementation of Article 8(j)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

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

a) no

b) yes - previous national report X

c) yes - CHM

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

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

a) no X
b) yes
110. I's your country participating in appropriate worki ng groups and neetings?
a) none
b) sone X
c) all
111. I's your country facilitating the active participation of representatives of
i ndi genous and | ocal comunities in these working groups and neetings?
a) no
b) vyes X
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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
deci sion, and identified how to inplenment those tasks appropriate to national
ci rcunst ances?

a) no X

b) under review

c) yes (please provide details)

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

a) no X

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent

d) yes — to a significant extent

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

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent X

d) yes — to a significant extent

115. Has your country provided appropriate financial support for the inplenmentation
of the progranme of work?

a) no X

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent

d) yes — to a significant extent

116. Has your country fully incorporated wonen and wonen’' s organi zations in the
activities undertaken to inplenent the progranme of work contained in the annex to the
deci sion 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 comrunities in the inplenmentation of the
Conventi on?

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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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 infornation
by indi genous and | ocal communities?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) yes — sent to the Secretariat

d) yes — through the national CHM

e) yes — available through other means (pl ease specify) X

119. Does your country exchange i nformati on and share experi ences 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 conmunities?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) yes — through the CHM

d) yes — with specific countries X
e) yes — available through other nmeans (please specify) X
120. Has your country taken measures to pronote the conservation and nai nt enance of

know edge, innovations, and practices of indigenous and | ocal conmunities?

a) no

b) not rel evant

C) sone neasures X

d) extensive neasures

121. Has your country supported the devel opnent of registers of traditional
know edge, innovations and practices of indigenous and | ocal comunities, in
col | aboration with these comunities?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) devel opment in progress X

d) register fully devel oped

122. Have representatives of indigenous and | ocal community organizations
participated in your official delegation to nmeetings held under the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity?

a) not relevant

b) not appropriate

c) yes X

123. I's your country assisting the Secretariat to fully utilize the clearing-house
nmechani smto co-operate closely with indi genous and | ocal comunities to explore ways
that enable themto make inforned deci sions concerning rel ease of their traditional
know edge?

a) no

b) awaiting informati on on how to proceed X

c) yes
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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 comments on inplementation of this Article

The newl y-comrenced Add- On Enabling Activity on Biodiversity Project funded
by the UNDP-GEF has a conponent that will assess the country’s capacity for
the preservation of biodiversity-related know edge of indigenous and | oca
comunities. It will come up with a conprehensive national capacity

devel opnent strategy for the preservation of biodiversity-related know edge
of indi genous peoples and | ocal communities.
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Article 9 Ex situ conservation

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

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

126. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X |d) Severely limiting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

There are already a nunber of policy issuances with their attendant rul es and
regul ations relative to ex-situ conservation. Mst of these regul ati ons have
sonething to do with the government’s conpliance to international treaties
such as the CITES. Sonme of these regul ations are:

a) DENR Special Order No. 1044, Series of 1991, issued on 13 Novenber
1991, Creating an Inter-Agency Comittee to Evaluate Wldlife Permt
Applications and Allocation of Quota

b) DENR Admi ni strative Order No. 30, Series of 1993, Providing Incentives
for the WIdlife Breeding Industry.

c) DENR Administrative Order No. 96-20 spells out the inplenenting Rules
and Regul ations of Executive Order No. 247, regulating the prospecting
of biol ogical and genetic resources.

d) DENR Adnministrative Order No. 95-22 provides the guidelines on the
accreditation and registration of zoos and wildlife facilities of
private collector/s, including wildlife maintained thereat.

e) DENR Adnministrative Order No. 97-33 sets the guidelines on the issuance
of permt for the collection and the transport of biological specinens
fromprotected areas for use by DENR bi odi versity conservation
pr ogr ams/ proj ect s.

Resources for the inplementation of this Article have been linmting. Some
ex-situ conservation projects received financial and other support in the
establ i shment and nai ntenance of ex-situ conservation facilities, i.e. rattan
(IBRC), crocodile (Japan), tamaraw (local), bamboo (FAQO).

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
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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) sone 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, animals and nicro-organi snms that represent
genetic resources native to your country (9b)?

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

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 — limted 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 reintroducti on of threatened species

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

a)

no neasures

b)

some neasures in place

c)

potenti al neasures under review

d)

conpr ehensi ve nmeasures in place

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 conservation purposes so as not
to threaten ecosystens and in situ popul ati ons of species (9d)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place X
c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
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If a devel oped country Party -

135.

Has your country cooperated in providing financial and other support for ex

situ conservation and in the establishnent and mai nt enance of ex situ conservation
facilities in devel oping countries (9e)?

If 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 establishnent and mai ntenance of ex situ conservation facilities (9e)?

a) no

b) yes X

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

Sone of the ex-situ conservation efforts in the Philippines are focused
on the foll ow ng:

a) Botanical Gardens

b) Gene Bank/s

c) Seed Bank

d) Zool ogi cal Gardens
e) WIldlife Sanctuary/s
f) Rescue Centers

The International Rice Research Institute (IRRI) Gernmplasm Center in
Los Bafios, Laguna is the largest rice seed bank in the world. It has
seeds fromrice-growing countries in the world systematically stored in
specifically built roons kept at sub-zero tenperatures that can be
readily available for research. The Center is maintained by the IRRI

O her facilities for the ex-situ conservation of and research of

pl ants, aninmals and m cro-organisnms that represent genetic resources
native to the country are the Institute of Plant Breeding, |RRI

Bi ot ech, and the Ecosystens Research and Devel oprment Bureau of the
Depart ment of Environnment and Natural Resources, anmpng ot hers.

The Philippines has al so adopted neasures for the reintroduction of

t hreatened species into their natural habitats under appropriate
conditions, although only on species of great inmportance to the
country’'s biodiversity. Exanples are the prograns of the Philippine
Eagl e Foundation and the project of the Marine Science Institute of the
Uni versity of the Philippines.

The country has |ikew se taken neasures to regul ate and nanage the
coll ection of biological resources fromnatural habitats for ex-situ
conservation purposes so as not to threaten ecosystens and in-situ
popul ati ons of species. An exanple of this is the collection of
nonkeys.
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Article 10 Sustainable use of conponents of biological diversity

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

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

138. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X |d) Severely limiting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The Philippines has adequate policies in place to support the inplenentation
of this Article. However, resources for actual inplenmentation is limting.

There are several landmark policies and | egislations that stipulate the
i ntegration of conservation and sustai nabl e use of biological resources into
nati onal deci si on-maki ng.

e The creation of the Philippine Council for Sustainable Devel opment
( PCSD

* The Philippine Agenda 21 (PA 21), the blueprint to achi eve sustainable
devel opnent in the country contains action agenda on bi ol ogi ca
di versity;

e The Philippine National Biodiversity and Action Plan (NBSAP) pronotes
sust ai nabl e use of biodiversity conmponents through valuation studies
and giving inportance to indigenous know edge systens

e The integration of NBSAP in the national planning process of al
gover nrent agenci es as provided for in Menorandum Order fromthe
Presi dent issued on 04 June 1997

e The Philippine EIA Systemthat takes into consideration environnmentally
critical areas in the evaluation of ElA docunents and in the subsequent
i ssuance of an Environnmental C earance Certificate.

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

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) progranme or policy in place

e) review of inplenentation avail able
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140.

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

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X
c) potential neasures under review X
d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

141.

Has your country put in place neasures that protect and encourage custonary use
of biol ogical resources that is conpatible with conservation
requi renents (10c)?

or sust ai nabl e use

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X
c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

142.

Has your country put in place neasures that help | oca

i mpl ement renedi al action in degraded areas where bi ol ogi ca
reduced (10d)?

popul ati ons devel op and
di versity has been

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X
c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

143.

Does your country actively encourage cooperati on between governnent authorities
and the private sector in devel opi ng methods for sustainable use of biol ogica
di versity (10e)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X
c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) progranme or policy in place X
e) review of inplenentation avail able

Deci sions IV/15. Relationship of the Convention with the Comm ssion on

Sust ai nabl e Devel opent 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 nmanage touri sn?

a) no X
b) yes — previous national report

c) yes — case-studies

d) yes — other means (please give details bel ow)
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145.

Has your country submitted to the Secretariat information on biodiversity-

related activities of the CSD (such as SIDS, oceans, seas and freshwater resources,
consunpti on and production patterns)?

a) no

b) yes - previous national report X

c) yes — correspondence

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

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 conservation and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity?

a)

no

b) assessnent of potentia

i ndi cat ors under way X

c) indicators identified (if so, please describe bel ow)
147. Has your country assisted other Parties to increase their capacity to inplenent
sust ai nabl e-use practices, programes and policies at regional, national and | oca
| evel s, especially in pursuit of poverty alleviation?
a) no
b) not rel evant
c) to alimted extent X
d) to a significant extent (please provide details)
148. Has your country devel oped nmechani sns to involve the private sector and

i ndi genous and | oca
to ensure that

communities in initiatives on sustainable use, and in nechani sns
i ndi genous and | ocal communities benefit from such sustai nabl e use?

a) no

b) mechani sms under devel opnent

c) mechanisns in place (please describe) X
149. Has your country identified areas for conservation that woul d benefit through

t he sustai nabl e use of biol ogica

di versity and comunicated this information to the

Executi ve Secretary?

a) no

b) yes
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Deci si on V/ 25

Bi ol ogi cal

diversity and tourism

150.

bi ol ogi cal

diversity?

Has your country based its policies,

programmes and activities in the field of
sust ai nabl e touri smon an assessnent of the inter-I|inkages between tourism and

a) no

b) to a limted extent

c) to a significant extent

151. Has your country submitted case-studies on tourismas an exanple of the
sust ai nabl e use of biol ogical diversity to the Executive Secretary?

a) no X

b) yes
152. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin
support of the International Year of Ecotourisn®

a) no

b) vyes X
153. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin
support of the International Year of Muntains?

a) no

b) yes X
154. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin
support of the International Coral Reef Initiative?

a) no

b) yes X
155. Has your country established enabling policies and | egal frameworks to

conpl enent

voluntary efforts for the effective inplenmentation of susta

i nabl e tourisnf?

a) no

b) to a limted extent

c) to a significant extent

(pl ease descri be)
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Further comments on inplementation of this Article

The Philippines has devel oped nechanisns to involve the private sector and
the I ocal and indigenous conmunities on sustainable use and i n nechani sns
to ensure that indigenous and | ocal conmmunities benefit from such
sust ai nabl e use.

Republic Act 8371 otherwi se known as the |ndi genous People’s Rights Act

(I PRA), provided for the pronotion and protection of rights of the

I Ps/1CCs related to their Indigenous Know edge Systens and Practices

(I KSP). Chapter VI of the said |aw specifically states the aforenentioned
provi sion, however,this was not fully inplemented. Up to the present, the
Nat i onal Conmi ssion for |ndi genous Peoples continuously receive field
reports that the IPs/1CCs are used and exploited in the gui se of Research
and Devel oprment wi thout respecting the Free and Prior Infornmed Consent.

In sone projects, however, progress in this area had been noted like in
the case of Pal awan Council for Sustainabl e Devel opnent and the Protected
Areas Managenent Board

The Departnent of Environment and Natural Resources conpleted the

Envi ronment and Natural Resources Accounting Project that provided the
framework for valuation of natural resources and the devel opment of User’s
Fee as a tool for biodiversity nanagenent.

Nat i onal Ecotourism Strategy

“Ecotourisnm’ as a concept was introduced in the Philippines in 1992 during
the National Tourism Congress. Following this, a series of regiona
ecotourismseninars di scussed the concept culmnating in a 1998 Technica
Wor kshop on Sustai nable Tourism At this forum the elenents of
sust ai nabl e devel opnent franework were identified and key issues defined.

Consequently, Executive Order 111 entitled “Establishing the Guidelines
for Ecotourism Devel opnent in the Philippines was issued on 17 June 1999.
It defined the country’s policy on sustainable tourismand established a
formal structure for tourismdevel opnent in the Philippines. The

i ntroductory paragraphs of the EO states that:

“..it is the policy of the State to devel op and pronote sustainable
tourismwhile enjoining the participation of the Filipino people in
enhancing the growth and conpetitiveness of the Philippine econony;

it is the policy of the State to ensure the sustainable use, devel opnent,
management, protection and conservation of the country’s environment and
natural resources and cultural heritage for the enjoynment of present and
future generations;”

Further, said EO provides for the formulation of a national ecotourism
strategy and program for the pronotion and devel opnent of ecotourismin
the country.

To date, the draft Ecotourism Strategy has been subjected to consultations
and is now being finalized. It is scheduled for formal adoption in the
second quarter of 2002.
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Article 11 Incentive neasures

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

a) High b) Medi um c) Low X

157. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting d) Severely limting X

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Due to the limted understanding and capacity of the country in the
i npl enentation of this Article, activities supporting incentive neasures for
bi odi versity conservation had been few

Incentive neasures for biodiversity conservation is a novel idea that the
country has not fully wutilized as a strategy to manage and conserve
bi odi versity. Although there were initiatives that would have been pronotive
of such neasures such as the Environmental Resources Accounting Project
(ENRAP) of the Departnent of Environment and Natural Resources, this has not
yet translated into tangible incentive neasures that could be considered as
significant in the inplenmentation of this Article.

158. Are progranmes in place to identify and ensure the adoption of economcally and
soci al ly sound neasures that act as incentives for the conservati on and sust ai nabl e
use of conponents of biol ogical diversity?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) programmes in place

e) review of inplenentation avail able

159. Do these incentives, and the programmes 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
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Decision I11/18. Incentive neasures

160. Has your country revi ewed | egislation and econonic policies to identify and
pronote incentives for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of conponents of
bi ol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) reviews in progress X

c) sone reviews conplete

d) as far as practically possible

161. Has your country ensured the devel opnent of nechani sms or approaches to ensure
adequat e i ncorporation of both market and non- mar ket val ues of biol ogical diversity
into plans, policies and programes and ot her rel evant areas, inter alia, national
accounting systens and i nvestnent strategies?

a) no

b) early stages of identifying nechani sns X

c) advanced stages of identifying nechani sns

d) mechanisnms in place

e) review of inpact of nechani sns avail abl e

162. Has your country devel oped training and capacity buil di ng progranmes to
i mpl ement incentive neasures and pronbte private-sector initiatives?
a) no
b) pl anned
c) sone X
d) many
163. Has your country incorporated biol ogical diversity considerations into inpact
assessnents as a step in the design and inplenentation of incentive measures?
a) no
b) yes X

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

a) no X

b) yes - previous national report

c) yes — case-studies

d) yes - other means (please give details bel ow)
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Deci sion 1V/10. Measures for inplementing the Convention [part]

165. I's your country actively designing and i npl enenting incentive nmeasures?
a) no
b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) neasures in place

e) review of inplenmentation avail able

166. Has your country identified threats to biol ogi cal diversity and underlying
causes of biodiversity loss, including the relevant actors, as a stage in designing
i ncentive neasures?

a) no

b) partially reviewed X

c) thoroughly revi ewed

d) nmeasures designed based on the revi ews

e) review of inplenentation avail able

167. Do the existing incentive neasures take account of economic, social, cultural
and ethical valuation of biological diversity?

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 enent ati on of incentive neasures?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) frameworks in place

e) review of inplenmentation avail abl e

169. Does your country carry out consultative processes to define clear target-
oriented incentive measures to address the underlying causes of biodiversity |oss?
a) no
b) processes being identified X

c) processes identified but not inplenented

d) processes in place

170. Has your country identified and considered neutralizing perverse incentives?
a) no
b) identification programe under way X

c) identified but not all neutralized

d) identified and neutralized
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Deci sion V/15. |ncentive neasures

171. Has your country reviewed the incentive measures pronoted through the Kyoto
Protocol to the UN Framewor k Convention on Cinmte Change?

a) no

b) yes X
172. Has your country expl ored possible ways and neans by which these incentive

neasures can support the objectives of the Convention on Biological Diversity in your
country?

a) no

b) under consideration

c) early stages of devel opnent X

d) advanced stages of devel opnent

e) further information avail abl e

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

There are a few nmeasures in place that could be considered as incentives for
bi odi versity conservation to a limted extent. Sone exanples are described
bel ow:

User’'s Fee

In 1997, the Departnent of Environnent and Natural Resources through the
Envi ronment and Natural Resources Accounting Project identified nmarket-based
instrunents for the managenent of the country's protected areas. The joint
effort cane up with a Manual that provides guidelines for estinmation of fees
for various users. This is envisioned to contribute to the sustainable
financing of protected areas in the country, and eventually conserving

bi odi versity, by regulating use through an economnic instrunent.

The Laguna Lake Devel opnent Authority started the inplenentation of the

Envi ronment al User Fee System (EUFS) within the Laguna de Bay region. The
systemis essentially a market-based instrunent that applies the Polluters
Pay Principle” and serves as an econonic means to force polluters to

reduce/ abate water pollution while instituting renedial nmeasures within their
establishnent. The authority to introduce such systemin the region is drawn
fromPresidential Decree 813 and Executive Order 927.

The Environnental User Fee System which is applied in all areas covered by
t he Laguna de Bay watershed, is a systemwhere fee is paid for the amunt of
pollution that one discharges into the lake. The fee also covers the
adm ni strative cost of inmplenenting the environnental user fee system

The EUFS is being inplemented in the Laguna de Bay for the foll ow ng reasons:

e to influence the voluntary action of many industrial firns towards
sharing the burden of environnental trust fund;

e to make people see nore clearly the direct connection between their
daily lives and their inpact on the water quality of the Lake;

e to force conpanies to mnimze the level of pollution in their
wast ewat er di schar ges.
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The inplenentation of the User’s Fee in this context is prem sed on the
assunption the industries will clean the waters of Laguna de Bay indirectly
benefiting biodiversity.

Anot her nmeasure is incorporated in the Community-Based Forestry Managenent
Agreement (CBFMA), a social-forestry project of the Departnent of Environnent
and Natural Resources. Communities participating in this program have access
to the harvest of forest resources, thus, there is social incentive to the
comunities.

Integrated Protected Areas Fund (| PAF)

The NI PAS Law provides for an Integrated Protected Areas Fund (I PAF), a trust
fund for the purpose of pronmoting the sustained financing of the system The
fund may receive revenues generated within protected areas, donor support and
ot her funds as provided by |law, and disburse the sane to finance projects of
the NIPAS. The IPAF is in principle an incentive neasure for biodiversity
protection. In practice, however, its effectiveness has still to be proven
since experiences for the past four years showed that accessing the Fund to
finance NIPAS project is difficult. This mechanismhas to be | ooked into
seriously by the DENR so that this instrunent could be fully utilized fully
as a nmanagerent and incentive tool for biodiversity conservation

56




Article 12 Research and training

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

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

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

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X |d) Severely limiting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Research has always been identified as a priority as far as national policies
and prograns are concerned. This is evidenced by the creation of severa
agenci es tasked with the different areas of research such as agriculture,
heal t h, ecosystens, energy, and many others. In reality, however,
correspondi ng al l ocation of resources for research activities, especially for
bi odi versity is not adequate and is in fact [imting.

The First National Report of the Philippines reported that research policies
with respect to biodiversity are largely enbodi ed or assumed under genera
conservation policies. It also stated that research efforts on biodiversity
in the country can be generally described as i nadequate, fragnented,
uncoor di nat ed, and donor-driven.

The primary basis for biodiversity research in the country is enbodied in the
| aw that created the Departnent of Environment and Natural Resources,
Executive Order 192. The |aw states that the Ecosystens Research and

Devel oprment Bureau (ERDB) was created primarily to “fornul ate and recomend
an integrated research programrelating to Philippine ecosystens and natura
resources . . . as holistic and interdisciplinary fields of inquiry.”

Executive Order 247 is the first clear-cut national policy on biodiversity
research. This landmark | egislation was issued in 1995. However, it covers
only bi otechnol ogy and bi oprospecti ng and not the whol e spectrum covered by
bi odi versity research.

There is, thus, a need for a major national policy for biodiversity research
that would integrate the fragnmented research efforts being undertaken by
public and private institutions.

In response to this, a National Agenda for Biodiversity Research was
formulated in March 2002
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175. Has your country established programmes for scientific and technical education
and training in neasures 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

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) progranmmes in place X

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

a) no

b) yes X
177. Does your country pronote 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 X
178. Does your country pronote and cooperate in the use of scientific advances in

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

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

If a devel oped country Party -

179. Does your country’s inplenentation of the above activities take into account
t he special needs of devel opi ng countries?

a) no

b) yes, where rel evant
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Further comments on inplementation of this Article

The National Biodiversity Research Agenda

The ecosystens approach was used as a franework in identifying researchable
areas which should, to a large extent, respond to the gaps and issues in

bi odi versity nmanagenent and conservation. The Agenda is categorized under
maj or ecosystens headi ng as foll ows:

1

Coastal and Marine Ecosystens

Gaps and Issues: |ack of baseline information, habitat destruction, over-
expl oi tation, biological pollution, chem cal pollution, weak institutiona
and | egal capacities, biotechnol ogy, ecotourism donestication

bi oprospecting, insufficient IEC on biodiversity

Priority Prograns: assessnment and mappi ng of resources at the

speci es/ ecosystem | evel ; devel opnent of standard met hods for biodiversity
assessnment, ecosystem health indices, an effective and standard eval uation
and nonitoring system biological and physical renediation technol ogi es,
alternative/ supplenental |ivelihood options, and an integrated and

cul ture-responsive | EC program socio-cultural denographic studies in
relation to biodiversity; carrying capacity assessnment of critical coasta
and nmarine ecosystens and devel opnent of appropriate tool s/ nethodol ogi es
for carrying capacity determ nation; inpact assessnment studies on exotic
and introduced species, donestic/industrial/agricultural wastes and

exi sting ecotourismon coastal and marine ecosystens; assessment and
eval uation of the effect of nechanismstrategies to strengthen the

noni toring of EO 247; policy review and inplenentation

Forest Ecosystens

Gaps and Issues: no standard nethod for biodiversity assessnent and

nmoni toring, insufficient benchmark information on biodiversity valuation
and accounting, |ack of appropriate nmanagement, conservation and
protection strategies/measures for protected areas and ot her biodiversity-
rich areas, weak institutional capacities and |inkages, inadequate
understanding of the role of IPs in biodiversity conservation, gender
concerns in biodiversity conservation, genetic erosion, alteration

i ntroduction of exotic species, ecotourismand biodiversity, poorly

concei ved and outdated policies on biodiversity, policy support for
wildlife trade and industry, insufficient |EC on biodiversity

Priority Prograns: assessment/devel opment of appropriate nethodol ogy for
carrying capacity and biodiversity assessnent; cultural studies;

assessnment and inventory of resources; inventory and study of conservation
and protection strategies to include flagship species for protected areas
and biodiversity-rich areas; review, evaluation and harnonization of
pol i ci es

Freshwat er Ecosyst ens

Gaps and |ssues: habitat destruction, over-exploitation, biologica
pol | ution, chenical pollution, weak institutional and | egal capacities,
use of bi otechnol ogy, ecotourism bioprospecting, nmanagerment of freshwater
wet | ands, policy, insufficient |EC on biodiversity.

Priority Prograns: assessnent and mappi ng of resources at the

speci es/ ecosystem | evel ; devel opnent of standard met hods for biodiversity
assessment, ecosystem health indices, an effective and standard eval uation
and nonitoring system biological and physical renediation technol ogi es,

al ternative/suppl enental |ivelihood options, and an integrated and

cul ture-responsive | EC program inpact assessnment studies on exotic and

i ntroduced species, domestic/industrial/agricultural wastes and existing
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ecotourismon freshwater ecosystens; studies on integrated nmanagenent of
wet | ands, soci o-cul tural denography, |ocal community protocols and
resour ce sharing, hydro-biology, and habitat interconnectivity and
ecosystens rel ationship; inmpact assessnent studies of climate change,

i ntroduced species, chem cal pollution, biotechnology, and ecotourism
activities on freshwater ecosystens; assessnent and eval uation of the

ef fect of mechanism strategies to strengthen the nonitoring of EO 247;
policy review and inpl enentation

4. Upl ands and Agroecosystens

Gaps and Issues: |ack of baseline information, habitat destruction, over-
exploitation, industrialization in agroecosystens, chenical pollution
nonocul ture, inappropriate breeding, inmproper conservation, and biol ogica
pol I ution

Trai ning on Biodiversity Managenent and Conservation
For nal Degree Courses

To date, those formal degree courses offered by universities that were
nmentioned in the First National Report are still considered as the

est abl i shed progranmmes for the identification, conservation, and sustainable
use of biological diversity and its components. These include undergraduate,
graduate and post-graduate degrees in the field of Biology, Botany, Marine

Bi ol ogy, Forestry, Biotechnol ogy, Ml ecul ar Biol ogy, Environnental Education,
Envi ronment al Studi es, and Environnental Science.

Non- For mal Trai ni ng Courses

As reported in the First National Report, opportunities for training in this
field are not wanting, however, nobst of them are being conducted in relation
to on-going projects. Further, there is no mechanismin place to keep track
of these training courses that woul d have been useful in deternining capacity
enhancenent in the field of biodiversity conservation. This is one reason
why this Report does not have a conprehensive anal ysis of the training
courses for the past four years.

One initiative that would, to a large extent respond to this gap is the new
Enabling Activity Project on Biodiversity funded by the UNDP-GEF. The

proj ect conmenced in January 2002 and is expected to assess capacity in
certain areas of biodiversity conservation, such as indi genous know edge,
agrobi odi versity, and Protected Area Managenent Board (PAMB). This project
is also expected to fornulate a framework and a national strategy for
capacity devel opment for biodiversity conservation.
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Article 13 Public educati on and awareness

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

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

181. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X |d) Severely limiting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

I npl enentation of this Article is a najor strategy in the Philippine Nationa
Bi odi versity Strategy and Action Plan, and al so included in the Philippine
Agenda 21.

Formal and Non- Fornal Educati on

Initiatives pronotive of public education and awareness of biodiversity
concepts were given nediumpriority for the period covered by this Report.
In the First National Report, it was nentioned that fornal courses rel evant
to biodiversity conservation are still limted to just a few academ ¢
institutions. Although the trend at that tine was the offering by topnotch
uni versities of new courses in line with biodiversity conservation, in
reality, however, not many were added for the past four years. Mboreover,

al t hough integration in the school curriculum has already been done, it
covers only the nost basic concepts.

Non- For mal educati on strategi es such as sem nars, trainings, and workshops
are nostly just added-on activities of mmjor projects.

I nformati on and Awar eness Canpai gns

There were nunmerous initiatives to raise the awareness of the general public
on the inportance of biodiversity. These efforts, however, are not

coordi nated and key nessages not well directed. Mirre inportantly, the

i mpacts on targeted audi ence are never neasured. The use of the nedia in
conveyi ng these nmessages have been limted specially those com ng fromthe
government. Government efforts are largely conpl enented by tel evision plugs
sponsored by the private sector. The overall inpact, however, is still very
| ow considering that a recent study conducted by Hari bon Foundation, a |oca
NGO, showed that awareness of what biodiversity is in Metro Manila is al nost
non- exi stent.

It is therefore recommended that a National Information, Education, and
Conmuni cation Strategy for Biodiversity Conservation be fornul ated, adopted,
and i npl enented. This National Strategy should have a conprehensive action
pl an that contains appropriate key messages that pronote strong environmental
ethics. The National Strategy should contain elenments that would respond to
the need of bringing the message of biodiversity conservation to all |evels
of stakeholders — fromthe policy-nmakers to the grassroot comrunities. This
woul d i nclude translation of biodiversity concepts to |ocal dialects and
maki ng avail able training nodules that are conplete with visual aids and
other training tools, anmobng others. Finally, the strategy should include an
i mpact assessnent tool to evaluate the effectiveness of such capacity-
bui | di ng and | EC strat egi es.
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182. Does your country pronote and encour age understandi ng of the inportance of, and
the neasures required for, the conservation of biodiversity (13a) through nedia?

a) no

b) yes — linited extent X

c) yes — significant extent

183. Does your country pronote and encour age understandi ng of the inportance of, and
the neasures required for, the conservation of biodiversity (13a) through the
i nclusion of this topic in education progranmes?

a) no

b) yes — linited extent X

c) yes — significant extent

184. Does your country cooperate with other States and international organizations
i n devel opi ng rel evant educational and public awareness programres (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 national strategy and
action plan?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
186. Has your country allocated appropriate resources for the strategic use of

education and conmuni cation instrunents at each phase of policy fornulation,
i mpl enent ati on and eval uati on?

a) limted resources X

b) significant but not adequate resources

c) adequate resources

187. Does your country support initiatives by major groups that foster stakehol der
partici pation and that integrate biol ogical diversity conservation nmatters in their
practice and educati on progranmes?

a) no

b) yes X
188. Has your country integrated biodiversity concerns into education strategies?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) yes X
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189.

awar eness and public participation,

Has your country nade avail abl e any case-studi es on public education and
or otherw se sought to share experiences?

a)

no

b)

yes X

190.

into any | ocal

Has your country illustrated and transl ated the provisions of the Convention
| anguages to pronpte public educati on and awareness rai sing of rel evant

sect ors?

a)

not rel evant

b)

still to be done X

c)

under devel opnent

d)

yes

191.

I's your country supporting |ocal, national, sub-regional and regional education

and awar eness progr anmes?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent

| f a devel oping country Party or

Party with econony in transition -

192.

When requesting assistance through the GEF, has your country proposed projects

t hat pronote nmeasures for

i mpl ementing Article 13 of the Convention?

a) no
b) yes X
Deci sion V/17. Education and public awareness
193. Does your country support capacity-building for education and conmmuni cation in
bi ol ogi cal diversity as part of the national biodiversity strategy and acti on pl ans?
a) no

b) limted support

c) yes (please give details)
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Further comments on inplementation of this Article

The ASEAN Regi onal Center for Biodiversity Conservation (ARCBC) conducted a
“Bi odi versity Training, Eucation and Awareness Seni nar-Wrkshop for the
Phi | i ppi nes” in August 1999. The objectives of the workshop are:

a) to assess existing and potential activites of training institutions and
experts on biodiversity conservation in th Philippines;

b) to share experiences in the devel opment and inpl enentati on of training
and extension prograns on biodiveristy conservation; and,

c) to identify gaps/weaknesses and recomrend strategies for biodiversity
conservati on.

The t hree-day workshop canme up with the foll owi ng outputs:

a) gaps and weaknesses in training and extension activities in
bi odi versity conservation and managenent;

b) issues in biodiversity conservation and recomrended strategi es;

c) identified problens of stakehol ders on biodiversity conservation and
sone strategies.

These out puts, however, did not translate into a national strategy and action
pl an that woul d have been the basis of a conprehensive communication plan for
bi odi versity conservation
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Article 14 |Inpact assessment and minim zing adverse inpacts

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

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

195. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X |d) Severely linmiting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The Philippine EIA System had been in place since 1978 with the issuance of
Presidential Decree 1586. This was further updated in 1996 with the issuance
of Department of Environment and Natural Resources (DENR) Administrative
Order No. 96-37 that streanmlined the system Central to the systemis the
consi deration that projects to be located in environmentally critical areas
are required to prepare Environnmental |npact Assessnent and secure an

Envi ronnmental Conpliance Certificate. Environnentally critical areas include
bi odi versity-rich areas and critical habitats.

O her laws such as the Philippine Fisheries Code of 1998 (Republic Act 8550),
have provision/s that also requires all government agencies, as well as the
private firns and entities who intend to undertake activities or projects
which will affect the habitats of the rare, threatened and endangered aquatic
species to prepare a detailed ElIA that shall be subnmitted to the DENR for

revi ew and eval uati on.

Al t hough the country’s EIA legislation is in place, the inplementation of the
systemcould still be inproved. One area where it can be enhanced is to all ow
for full and meaningful public participation. It is observed that although
there are many opportunities for public participation in the process, the
current practice is that public participation is mainly focused for

i nformati on purposes only, very rarely for decision-naking. Thus,

stakehol ders are just inforned that there will be this project, not whether
they would like to have that project. Additionally, there is also a need to
conduct further studies on inpact assessment to establish indicators for
noni t ori ng change in biodiversity.

In terms of resources for the inplementation of the EIA System the nationa
government allocates limted funding for this purpose. This is augnented by
counterpart fromthe private sector, i.e. the proponent pays for the

prof essi onal fees of the EIA Review Committee.
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196. Is legislation in place requiring an environnental inpact assessnent of
proposed projects likely to have adverse effects on biological diversity (14 (1la))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) legislation in place X

e) review of inplenentation avail able

197. Do such environmental inmpact assessnent procedures allow for public
participation (14(1la))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
198. Does your country have mechani sms in place to ensure that the environnental

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 oprment X

d) fully conpliant with current scientific know edge

199. I's your country involved in bilateral, regional and/or multilateral discussion
on activities likely to significantly affect biological diversity outside your
country’s jurisdiction (14(1c))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

200. I's your country inplenenting bilateral, regional and/or nultilateral 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

b) yes X

201. Has your country nechanisns in place to notify other States of cases of
i mm nent or grave danger or damage to biol ogical diversity originating in your country
and potentially affecting those States (14(1d))?

a) no X

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) mechanisnms in place

e) no need identified
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202. Has your country nechanisns in place to prevent or mnimze danger or danage

originating in your State to biological diversity in other States or

the limts of national jurisdiction (14(1d))?

in areas beyond

a) no

X

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) fully conpliant with current scientific know edge

e) no need identified

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

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) nmechanisnms in place

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 nm nent danger to biol ogical diversity (14(1le))?

a) no
b) yes X
c) no need identified
Deci sion |1V/10. Measures for inplenenting the Convention [part]
205. Has your country exchanged with other Contracting Parties information and

experience relating to environmental inpact assessment and resulting mitigating

nmeasures and i ncentive schenes?

a) no

X

b) information provided to the Secretari at

c) information provided to other Parties

d) information provided on the national CHM

206. Has your country exchanged with other Contracting Parties information on
neasures and agreenents on liability and redress applicable to damage to bi ol ogi cal

di versity?

a) no

X

b) information provided to the Secretari at

c) information provided to other Parties

d) information provided on the national CHM
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Deci sion V/18. Inpact assessnent, liability and redress

207. Has your country integrated environnental inpact assessment into programes on
themati c areas and on alien species and tourisnf

a) no

b) partly integrated X

c) fully integrated X

208. When carrying out environmental inpact assessnents does your country address
| oss of biological diversity and the interrel ated soci o-econonic, cultural and hunman-
heal th aspects rel evant to biol ogical diversity?

a) no
b) partly X
c) fully

209. When devel opi ng new | egi sl ative and regul atory franeworks, does your country
have in place nechani sms 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 involvenent 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 X
c) yes - in all cases

211. Has your country organi sed expert neetings, workshops and sem nars, and/or

traini ng, educational and public awareness programres and exchange progranmes in order
to pronote the devel opnent of |ocal expertise in nethodol ogi es, techniques and
procedures for inpact assessnent?

a) no

b) sonme programmes in place

c) many programmes in place X

d) integrated approach to building expertise

212. Has your country carried out pilot environnental inpact assessnent projects, in
order to pronote the devel opnment of |ocal expertise in methodol ogi es, techni ques and
procedur es?

a) no
b) yes (please provide further details) X
213. Does your country use strategic environmental assessnents to assess not only

the inpact of individual projects, but also their cumul ative and gl obal effects, and
ensure the results are applied in the decision maki ng and pl anni ng processes?

a) no

b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent

68




214. Does your country require the inclusion of devel opment of alternatives,
mtigation nmeasures and considerati on of the el aborati on of conpensati on neasures in
envi ronment al i npact assessnent ?

a) no

b) to a limted extent X

c) to a significant extent

215. Is national information available on the practices, systens, nechani snms and
experiences in the area of strategic environnmental assessnent and i npact assessnent?
a) no
b) yes (please append or sunmari se) X

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

The Philippines has had several initiatives relevant to the inplenentation
of this Article. At the ASEAN | evel, the Philippines has continuing

di scussions on activities likely to affect biological resources outside
the country although to a linited extent. Exanples are cited bel ow

* The Philippines has an agreenent with Mal aysia for the joint managenent
of the Turtle Islands Heritage Protected Areas (TIHPA). TIHPA is the
world's first transfrontier PA for marine turtles and the only najor
rootery of green turtles in the ASEAN region. The TIHPA is conposed of
six islands fromthe Philippi nes Baguan, Langaan, Taganak, G eat
Bakkungan, Lihi man, and Boan) and three islands from Mal aysi a
(Selingan, Gulisaan, and Bakkungan Kenchil).

e There are workshops and discussions on forest fires and its overal
i mpacts on national parks, conservation areas, and on biodiversity for
each of the ASEAN countries.

Aside fromthe CITES, there is no known nechanismin place to prevent or
m ni m ze danger or damage originating in the country to biologica
diversity of other countries or in areas beyond the Iinmts of nationa
jurisdiction.

At the national level, the National Committee on Biosafety (NCBP) has

i ssued an updated set of Biosafety CGuidelines that cover all work

i nvol vi ng genetic engineering and the inportation, introduction, field
rel ease, and breeding of organisnms that are potentially harnful to people
and envi ronment even though these are not genetically nodified. The

Phi | i ppi nes was one of the first countries in Asia to formul ate bi osafety
gui del i nes.

The Philippines has already signed the Cartagena Protocol although
ratification is still underway.
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Article 15 Access to genetic resources

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

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

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

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting d) Severely limting X

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Two | andmark | egi sl ations were passed in the past few years to effectively
impl enent this Article. These are the foll ow ng:

« Executive Order 247 “Prescribing Guidelines and Establishing a
Regul atory Franmework for the Prospecting of Biological and Cenetic
Resources, their By-Products and Derivatives, for Scientific and
Commer ci al Purposes and for Ot her Purposes”

EO 247 states that it is “the policy of the State to regulate the
prospecting of biological and genetic resources to the end that these
resources are protected and conserved, are devel oped and put to the
sust ai nabl e use and benfit of the national interest. Further, it shal
pronote the devel opnent of |ocal capability in science and technology to
achi eve technol ogical self-reliance in selected areas”.

“Bi oprospecting” is defined in the law as “the research, collection and
utilization of biological and genetic resources, for the purpose of
applying the know edge derived therefromfor scientific and/or commercia
purposes.” Pursuant to this provision, bioprospecting in the public
domai n, including natural growh in private | ands, and even wthin
protected areas, ancestral |ands and domain, whether intended to be
utilized by foreign or |local prospectors, requires consent of the
concerned conmuniti es and/or research agreenent with the government.
Tradi tional uses of the resources, however, are exenpt fromthe coverage
of this regulation.

Access by other parties to Philippine biological and genetic resources is
expected to be facilitated by the setting up of clear and uniformrules
for the use of resource, as enbodied in EO 247. Under the system

est abl i shed, no bioprospecting activity shall be allowed unless a research
agreenment may either be an Academ ¢ Research Agreement (ARA) or a
Conmer ci al Research Agreenent (CRA). Both agreenents require the
prospector to satisfy certain requirenments and to undergo an application
process.
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e I ndigenous Peoples Right Act (IPRA Law)

In Cctober 1997, the Philippine Congress enacted the | PRAW Law which is

t he enbodi nent of the logn struggle for the recognition of the rights of
the IPs to their ancestral domain as well as their cultural identity.
Under | PRA, “the State shall recognize, respect and protect the rights of
the IPs to preserve and develop their culture, traditions, and
institutions. It ashall consider these rights in the fornulation of
national |laws and policies. The rights referred to include the right to
clai mancestral dommi ns which covers not only the physical environment but
al so the spiritual and cultural bonds associated with it (Section 4 of
IPRA). In return, the IPs are charged with the responsibility of

mai nt ai ni ng the ecol ogi cal bal ance and restori ng damaged areas (Section 9
of | PRA).

The Law al so protects the right of the indigenous people to exclude others
in exploiting natural resources within their ancestral domain. Before any
person is allowed access to these resources, free and prior informnmed
consent of the community obtained in accordance to the customary laws, is
required. The regul ations governing bi oprospecting (EO 247) further
require that benefits derived fromthe utilization of biological and
genetic resources shall be shared fairly and equitably with the comunity.

The |1 PRA Law, however, has not been fully inplemented. 1In 21 Septenber
1998, the government issued Menmorandum Order No. 21 that froze the budget
funds for Programs and Projects of the National Commi ssion on Indigenous
Peopl es (NCI P) thus paralyzing the operations of the conmi ssion. This,
coupled with the question on the constitutionality of the IPRA filed by
former Justice |Isagani Cruz have made the IPs a non-priority in the

nati onal prograns of the previous adm nistration

The i nmpl enentati on of EO 247 had been chal | enged bei ng a pioneering policy.
To date, only one CRA and one ARA have been approved. Wth the enactnent of
the Wldlife Act into a law, the inconsistencies between this and EO 247 is
now being rationalized in the preparation of its Inplenenting Rules and
Regul ations (I RR).

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

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
219. Is there any nmutual understandi ng or agreenent in place between different
interest groups and the State on access to genetic resources (15(4))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
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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))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) processes in place X

221. Has your country taken neasures to ensure that any scientific research based on
genetic resources provi ded by other Contracting Parties is devel oped and carried out
with the full participation of such Contracting Parties (15(6))?

a) no neasures

b) some nmeasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive measures in place

222. Has your country taken measures to ensure the fair and equitable sharing of the
results of research and devel opnent and the benefits arising fromthe commercial and
ot her use of genetic resources with any Contracting Party providing such resources
(15(7)) 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 admi ni strative measures 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 slation, adm nistrative and policy neasures, participatory processes and research
pr ogr ammes?

a) no

b) yes, within the previous national report X

c) yes, through case-studies

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

224. Has your country inplemented capacity-building programmes to pronote successf ul
devel opnment and i npl ementati on of |egislative, adm nistrative and policy nmeasures 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) many progranmres covering sone needs

d) progranmes cover all perceived needs

e) no perceived need
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225. Has your country anal ysed experiences of |egislative, adm nistrative and policy
neasures and gui del i nes on access, including regional efforts and initiatives, for use
in further devel opnent and inpl enentati on of measures and gui del i nes?

a) no

b) analysis in progress X

c) analysis conpleted

226. I's your country collaborating with all relevant stakehol ders to expl ore,
devel op and i npl enent gui del i nes and practices that ensure nmutual benefits to
provi ders and users of access neasures?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

227. Has your country identified national authorities responsible for granting
access to genetic resources?

a) no

b) yes X
228. I's your country taking an active role in negotiations associated with the

adaptati on 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 nore conpetent

national authorities to be responsible for access and benefit-sharing arrangenents or
to provide informati on on such arrangenents?

a) no

b) yes

c) yes, and Executive Secretary notified X

230. Do your country's national biodiversity strategy, and |egislative,
adm ni strative or policy nmeasures on access and benefit-sharing, contribute to
conservation and sustai nabl e use objectives?

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 admi nistrative or policy neasures 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

b) other arrangenents nade X

c) yes
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232. Does your country co-operate with other Parties in order to find practical and
equi t abl e sol uti ons supportive of efforts nade by provider countries to ensure that
access to their genetic resources is subject to Articles 15, 16 and 19 of the
Conventi on, recogni zing the conplexity of the issue, with particular consideration of
the nultiplicity of prior informed consent considerations?

a) no X

b) yes (please provide details)

233. In developing its |egislation on access, has your country taken into account
and al |l oned for the devel opnent of a nmultilateral systemto facilitate access and
benefit-sharing in the context of the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic
Resour ces?

a) no X

b) 1 egislation under devel opnment

c) yes

234. I's your country co-ordinating its positions in both the Conventi on on

Bi ol ogi cal Diversity and the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources?
a) no
b) taking steps to do so X
c) yes

235. Has your country provided information to the Executive Secretary on user

institutions, the market for genetic resources, non-nonetary benefits, new and
enmer gi ng nechani sns for benefit sharing, incentive neasures, clarification of
definitions, sui generis systens and “intermedi ari es”?

a) no X

b) sone information provided

c) substantial information provided

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

a) no X
b) yes
237. Has your country provided capacity-building and technol ogy devel opment and
transfer for the maintenance and utilization of ex situ collections?
a) no
b) yes to a linmted extent X

c) yes to a significant extent
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Further comments on inplementation of this Article

Al t hough the policy environnent had been laid down for the inplenmentation of
this Article, there had been bottlenecks in its inplenentation. The NCIP
encountered trnendous difficulty in the inplenmentation of the | PRA Law no
just on the ground but even in the aspect of funding and the question on its
constitutionality. Simlarly, EO 247 has been perceived to be too stringent
as evidenced by the conflicting provisions with the Wldlife Act and which is
currently being ironed out in the formulation of the Inplenmenting Rules and
Regul ations of the latter. Further, only one ARA and one CRA has been
approved as of date.
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Article 16 Access to and transfer of technol ogy

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

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

239. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting d) Severely limting X

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The inplenentation of this Article had been given inpetus through the

i ssuance of Executive Order 247 “Prescribing Guidelines and Establishing a
Regul atory Framework for the Prospecting of Biological and Genetic Resources,
their By-Products and Derivatives, for Scientific and Conmercial Purposes and
for O her Purposes”

The Philippine access regulation treats both both foreign and | oca
collectors equally in terms of requirenents and opportunities for access,
except for requirements that encourage technol ogy transfer fromforeign
collectors to the local collaborators. The nature and degree of
participation of local scientists are subject to negotiation between the
parties. EO 247 also requires that collectors to engage the services of

| ocal universities and that sonme equi pnment used in the researches be donated
to Philippine institutions or agencies.

In the aspect of benefit sharing, EO 247 provides that all discoveries
derived from Philippine materials be made available to the Philippine
government and | ocal communities concerned. When discoveries from Philippine
endeni ¢ species are nade, the prospector shall make available to the

Phi | i ppi ne governnent the use of such discovery, commercially and locally

wi t hout paying royalty to the inventor/di scoverer; however, other agreenents,
where appropriate nmay be negotiated by parties. For inventions derived from
Philippine material, a separate agreenent shall be made for the transfer of
royalty, benefits and technol ogy. The parties to the agreement may al so
include a stipulation of profit sharing. This provision, however, has yet to
be fully clarified. Also, a nunber of other benefit-sharing options are
bei ng expl or ed.

The CBD al so recogni zes that intellectual property rights (I1PRs) affect the

i mpl enent ati on of the Convention. At present, there are no clear rules yet
on how IPR issues are to be treated in the country. The First Nationa

Report indicated that the emergi ng thought is that | ocal counterparts only
share in IPRs if they have actual participation in the innovations devel oped.
VWil e the benefit-sharing provisions of EO 247 mandates the paynent of
royalties, it does not require that I PRs have to be shared. |In this sense,
the regulation nerely requires sharing a portion of the proceeds (e.g.
licensing fees). For lack of tinme, this information was not updated in tine
for the subm ssion of the Second National Report, but this will definitely be
| ooked into by the concerned agencies.
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The inplenentation of this Article had been difficult since availability of
resources for inplenenting EO 247 had been severely limting. For the past
five years, nost of the funds utilized in EO 247 inplenentati on were

shoul dered by the Protected Areas and Wl dlife Bureau of the DENR out of its
annual budget. No funds were provided specifically for EO inplenmentation.

240. Has your country taken neasures to provide or facilitate access for and

transfer to other Contracting Parties of technologies that are relevant to the

conservation and sustai nabl e use of biological diversity or nake use of genetic
resources and do not cause significant damage to the environment (16(1))?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

241. I's your country aware of any initiatives under which rel evant technology is
transferred to your country on concessional or preferential terns (16(2))?

a) no

b) yes (please give brief details bel ow) X

242. Has your country taken neasures so that Contracting Parties which provide
genetic resources are provi ded access to and transfer of technol ogy which nake use of
t hose resources, on mutually agreed ternms (16(3))?

a) not relevant

b) relevant, but no neasures

c) sone neasures in place X

d) potential neasures under review

e) conprehensive measures in place

|f so, are these neasures

a) Legislation X

b) Statutory policy or subsidiary |egislation

c) Policy and admi nistrative arrangenents

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) sonme neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
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If so, are these neasures

a) Legislation?

b) Statutory policy and subsidiary |egislation?

c) Policy and adm nistrative arrangenents? X

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

a) no
b) yes X
245, If yes, does it cover biological resources (for exanple, plant species) in any
way ?
a) no
b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

Decision I11/17. 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 X

b) sone

c) nmany

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

Chal l enges in the Inplenentation of EO 247
* Inadequate resources
e Lack of political wll

e Absence of the followi ng which are needed for its effective inplenentation:

- guidelines fo defined parameter or criteriato
determ ne the anmount of bioprospecting fee to be paid
by researchers
- quota/quantity fo specinmens to be allowed for biopropecting
- guidelines on the amount of performance, ecol ogical,
rehabilitation, bond to be posted by the researchers
- guidelines on the nonitoring schene/systemw thin the
I nter-Agency Conmittee on Biological and Genetic Resources
(I ACBGR) nenber-agencies, involving the regional/field offices
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| ssues on EO 247

e Scope and Coverage

- No reference as to whether gathering and use of traditiona
know edge for commercial application is covered or not

- Exenptions:

a) traditional users — who are / how are traditional users determn ned? How
will their uses of biological resources be nonitored?

b) pre-CBD collections and ex-situ resources (captive-bred and/ or propagated
materi al s) — gene/seed banks are now the maj or sources of specinens for
research and technol ogy devel opnent purposes (e.g., DNA technol ogy)

L]
e

ior Informed Consent Requirenents

- 60-day requirement before a PIC Certificate can be issued — this is viewed as too
Il ong for the researchers.

- Long process before a PIC Certificate is obtained — scientists conplain that the
PI C process is too tedious, tinme consumng and costly to conply with

- Expenses for public notification and consultations shall be borne by researchers
— industry representatives opine that PIC requirenent deprives themof their
right to protect trade secrets and night invade on their IPR clainms on a
di scovery or invention

e Requirenents for a Fair and Equitabl e Sharing of Benefits

The EO requires rsearchers and/or collectors to conply with the followi ng as part of
the benefit-sharing

a) deposit the conplete set of specinmen collected at the Philippine National Miseum
or other designated repository in the country

b) provide Filipino citizens and governnent entities conplete access to specinens
collected and to data/information generated fromthese resources;

c) actively involve Filipino scientists in the collection, research and technol ogy
devel opnent and to avail of the services of Philippine universities and acadenic
institutions

d) where applicable and appropriate, transfer/donate to a Philippine entity the
equi pnent purchased t hrough the research activity

e) in case of conmercial application, pay royalties and/or other fornms of
conpensation to the Philippine governnent, |local comunities (including
I Ps/1CCs), individual person, or protected areas where the resources weere
col l ected

f) in case a conmercial product is discovered or a new technol ogy is devel oped from
the use of Philippine endeni c species, make avail abl e such di scovery/technol ogy
locally and commercially w thout paying royalty to the researcher, subject to
negoti ati on

Several scientists view these requirenents as too demandi ng and “asking too much and
giving too little”. They also fear that the involvenent of |ocal scientists nmay

i nvade on the confidentiality of information and nay jeopardi ze the chances to apply
for IPR protection on commercially viable products.

e Process Before a Fornal Research Agreenent is Approved

Most scientists find the process (five nonths fromfiling of application to
approval) too long to the detrinment of the researchers and the devel opnent
obj ectives as well.

In general, nost local researchers find the bioprospecting policy a barrier to research
growm h and devel opment. On the part of foreign researchers, they would instead consider
other countries as venue for their research and collection activities
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Article 17 Exchange of infornation

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

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

248. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Limting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Exchange of information could be treated in different levels. At the
international arena, the rapid growth of the Internet and the Wb contri buted
significantly to the exchange of publicly available information on

bi odi versity. In the Philippines, the passing of the e-comrerce | aw
facilitated this node of exchange. However, the bottleneck is not just the
infrastructure for exchange but al so maki ng avail abl e biodiversity content on
the Net. There is a wealth of biodiversity know edge in the country,

however, they are not organi zed and easily accessible. At the nationa

| evel, access to such information is dependent on availability of
infrastructure. |t should be noted that only cities and mgjor towns have
access to the Internet. At the provincial and local level, information
exchange is nore difficult where largely traditional nmeans are stil

enpl oyed.

Anot her point that has to be |looked into in informati on exchange is that
there is no established nechani smfor researchers to communi cate their
research findings to the areas where the study was conduct ed.

A recent devel opnent is the proposed establishment of a Philippine

Bi odi versity Information Network which is ained at facilitating the delivery
and exchange of information on biodiversity to support conservation efforts.
The Menorandum of Agreement for the Network is scheduled for signing in Apri
2002 by nore or less twenty stakeholders. This effort largely conplenents
the Philippine Oearing House Mechani sm for Biodiversity.
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249. Has your country taken measures to facilitate the exchange of information from
publicly avail abl e sources (17(1))~?

a) no neasures

b) restricted by | ack of resources X

c) sone neasures in place

d) potential neasures under review

e) conprehensive nmeasures in place

If a devel oped country Party -

250. Do these nmeasures take into account the special needs of devel oping countries
(17(1))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

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-econom c research, training
and surveyi ng programmes, specialized know edge, repatriation of information and so

on?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent
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Article 18 Technical and scientific cooperation

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

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

253. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X |d) Severely limiting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

To date, there are already conprehensive nmeasures in place at the nationa

| evel to pronpte international technical and scientific cooperation in the
field of conservation and sustai nabl e use of biological diversity.
Institutions that contribute significantly to this technical and scientific
cooperation include the ASEAN Regi onal Center for Biodiversity Conservation
t he Sout heast Asian M nisters of Education O ganization — Regional Center for
Graduate Study and Research in Agriculture (SEAMEO SEARCA), Sout heast Asian
Fi sheri es Devel opnent Center, the University of the Philippines — Marine
Sciences Institute, and several universities and acadenic institutions.
However, there is still a need to expand participation in technical and
scientific cooperation initiatives anong Parties to fully benefit fromthe
i mpl enentation of this Article.

254. Has your country taken measures to pronote international technical and
scientific cooperation in the field of conservation and sustai nabl e use of biol ogi ca
diversity (18(1))?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X

255. Do the neasures taken to pronote cooperation with other Contracting Parties in
the i npl ementati on of the Convention pay special attention to the devel opnent and
strengt heni ng of national capabilities by nmeans of human resources devel opment and
institution building (18(2))~?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

256. Has your country encouraged and devel oped nethods of cooperation for the
devel opnent and use of technol ogi es, including indigenous and traditiona
t echnol ogi es, in pursuance of the objectives of this Convention (18(4))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) nethods in place
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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 X

c) yes — significant extent

258. Has your country pronoted the establishnment of joint research programes and
joint 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 Il1/4 and Decision |IV/2. Cearing House

Mechani sm
259. I's your country cooperating in the devel opnent and operation of the dearing
House Mechani sn?
a) no
b) yes X
260. I's your country hel ping to devel op national capabilities through exchangi ng and

di ssemi nating i nformati on on experiences and | essons | earned in inplenmenting the
Conventi on?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

261. Has your country designated a national focal point for the C earing-House
Mechani snf

a) no

b) yes X
262. I's your country providing resources for the devel opnment and i npl enent ati on of

t he d eari ng- House Mechani sn®?

a) no

b) yes, at the national |evel

c) yes, at national and international |evels X
263. I's your country facilitating and participating in workshops and ot her expert
nmeetings to further the devel opnent of the CHM at international |evels?

a) no

b) participation only X

c) supporting sone neetings and participating
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264. I's your CHM operationa

a) no

b) under devel opnent

c) yes (please give details bel ow) X
265. Is your CHM |linked to the Internet

a) no

b) yes X
266. Has your country established a multi-sectoral and nulti-disciplinary CHV
steering commttee 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 nechanisns (Article 18)

267. Has your country reviewed the priorities identified in Annex | to the decision
and sought to inplenment thenf

a) not reviewed

b) reviewed but not inplenented X

c) reviewed and inpl emented as appropriate

Further conments on inplenmentation of these Articles

Capacity Building in support of technical and scientific cooperation

In order to support technical and scientific cooperation, there is a need to
devel op and strengthen national capabilities including hunan resources

devel opnent and institutional building. For the period covered by this
Report, there were a nunber of formal and training courses and exchange
programs sponsored by other Parties that were participated in by Protected
Areas and Wl dlife Bureau personnel and other concerned governnment agenci es.
However, there is no systematic nechanismin-place that would track simlar
activities in the non-governnent sector. Moreover, there is still no

conpr ehensi ve capacity building strategy that woul d adequately address the
country’s need for inplementing the Philippine National Strategy and Action
Plan in general, and the CBD in particular. A National Capacity Building
Strategy that woul d define needs at the systemc, institutional, and

i ndi vidual |evel would definitely benefit the country since it will provide
baseline information, indicators, and progress of the program It wll
rationalize all capacity building efforts saving precious resources and time.

Add- On Enabling Activity on Biodiversity

The nost recent devel opnent is the inplenentation of the UNDP-CGEF funded Add-
on Enabling Activity Project on Biodiversity in January 2002. The project,
anong others, ainms to come up with capacity building strategies for mjor
aspects of biodiversity conservation nanmely protected area nanagenent, |oca
and i ndi genous know edge and technol ogi es, and agrobi odi versity.
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Joi nt Research Programns

In support of the inplementation of this Article and in line with the
strategies of the Philippine NBSAP, joint research prograns with other
Contracting Parties were inplenented for the period covered by this Report.
Exanpl es are given bel ow

e Biodiversity Research Programre for Devel opnent in M ndanao: Focus on M.
Mal i ndang and Environs (July 2000 to June 2005)

This project is funded by the Mnistry for Devel opnment Cooperation of the
Net herlands. It ains to build the capacity for local conmunities,
governent, acadene and ot her stakeholders to pronote and undertake the
sust ai nabl e use of biol ogical resources and effective decision-making on
bi odi versity conservation

« Establishnent of Turtle Island Heritage Protected Area

The Philippines and Mal aysia signed a Menorandum of Agreenent for the
joint managenent and protection of the Turtle Islands Heritage Protected
Area as a green and hawksbill turtle sanctuary. Both parties shal
endeavor to devel op an integrated nmanagenent programthat shall highlight
conservati on, managenent, research and nonitoring activities. Although
the MOA was signed in 1996, its continued inplenmentation serves as a node
for transboundary managenment of protected areas.

The Philippine O earing House Mechani sm (CHM on Biol ogical Diversity

The Philippine CHM was devel oped in 1998 through the Enabling Activity Grant
from the UNDP-GEF. It closely followed the guidelines set forth for the
devel opnent of national CHMs. During the duration of the Project, it was
regul arly updated. After the project was conpl eted, however, no updating was
done although it remai ned avail able on the Internet.

The UNDP- GEF Add- On Enabling Activity provides additional funds to update the
CHM operationalize it and come up with a sustainability plan to optimze its
utility as a node for scientific and technical cooperation, anong others.
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Article 19 Handling of biotechnology and distribution of its benefits

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

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

269. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X |d) Severely limiting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The inmplenentation of this Article by the country for the past four years had
been assigned a mediumpriority. There is the landmark |egislation in place,
Executive Order 247 (“Prescribing Guidelines and Establishing a Regul atory
Franework for the Prospecting of Biological and Genetic Resources, Their By-
Products and Derivatives for Scientific and Comrercial Purposes and For O her
Pur poses”) which was issued in 1995. A year later, the inplenenting rules
and regul ations was issued by the Departnment of Environnment and Natura
Resources. EO 247 provided, anong others, a framework for regul ating
prospecting activities by requiring prior informed consent fromthe
governnent, Protected Area Managenment Boards, |ocal and indi genous
comunities, and private |landowners. It also provided nmininmnumterns for
academ ¢ and conmerci al research agreenents, benefit-sharing and an
institutional structure that serves as a conpetent authority for regulating
access.

For the past four years, however, the nunmber of Acadeni c Research Agreenents
(ARA) and Commerci al Research Agreements (CRA) approved under the provisions
of EO 247 had been very low. Only two research agreenments had been approved
— one ARA was issued to the University of the Philippines Systemin

col |l aboration with other research institutions, and one CRA to the Marine
Science Institute of the University of the Philippines. There is a genera
belief that the provisions of EO 247 are too stringent to inplement and thus
hanpers the inplenmentation of this Article.

In terns of resources, funds for inplenenting this Article fromthe
CGovernment side is limting. Funds fromthe private sector is nore
accessi bl e; however, there is the noral question of vested interest whenever
private funds are used especially in areas as controversial as biotechnol ogy.
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270. Has your country taken measures 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

If so, are these neasures:

a) Legislation

b) Statutory policy and subsidiary |egislation

c) Policy and admi ni strative measures X

271. Has your country taken all practicable neasures 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

Decision IV/3. Issues related to biosafety and Decision V/1. Wrk Pl an
of the Intergovernmental Comittee for the Cartagena Protocol on

Bi osafety
272. I's your country a Contracting Party to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety?
a) not a signatory
b) signed, ratification in progress X

c) instrunent of ratification deposited
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Further comments on inplementation of this Article

The Philippines signed the Biosafety Protocol in May 2000. The ratification
process is being initiated by the PCSD Sub-Commi ttee on Biodiversity under
the Protected Areas and Wl dlife Bureau of the Departnent of Environment and
Nat ural Resources.

In relation to this, the Department of Agriculture has conpleted the
formulation of a draft Administrative Order (AO entitled “Rules and

Regul ations on the inportation and rel ease Into the Environment of Plant and
Pl ant Products derived fromthe Use of Mdern Biotechnol ogy. Under the AQ
GM pl ant and pl ant products, whether for field-testing, propagation and
direct use for food, feed, or processing require safety tests. The AOis
consistent with the provisions of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety. This
AO underwent extensive consultations with all stakeholders. The AOis
schedul ed for release during the first half of 2002.

The Departnent of Agriculture of the Philippines participated as a nenber of
the Philippine Delegation in | CCP and have forwarded official comments to the
Departnment of Foreign Affairs and the Protected Areas and WIldlife Bureau -
Depart nent of Environnent and Natural Resources as focal points.

It is the position of the Departnent of Agriculture that Philippine

gover nment agenci es should exam ne their respective roles in the

i mpl enent ati on of Cartagena Protocol and start to formul ate neasures needed
for the Protocol. |Ideally, measures should be in place before the
ratification process starts.

The Philippines will be fornulating a National Biosafety Framework that wl|
i ntegrate and update the existing policies on biosafety, clarify and set
specific role of all concerned agencies/institutions, and incorporate the
provi sions of Cartagena Protocol. The project is part of the 100 nationa

Bi osaf ety Franmework Project of the UNDP-GEF. The Philippine project wll
start within the year 2002.
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Article 20 Fi nanci al resources

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

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

274. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X |d) Severely limiting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Fi nanci al resources for the inplenentation of this Article was linmting. At
the national |evel, the budget given to the Departnment of Environnent and
Nat ural Resources, the primary agency responsible for biodiversity
conservation is only Philippine Peso 5.1 billion for the year 2001

Bi odi versity conservation cuts across many sectors. This inplies that
initiatives with their correspondi ng budgets spent by other relevant sectors
(i.e. Department of Agriculture, Departnent of Science and Technol ogy,
Department of Health, Departnment of Tourism Departnment of Trade and

I ndustry, Departnent of National Defense) which are directly or indirectly
benefitting biodiversity conservation should also be accounted for as

i nvestnments towards this purpose. However, since there is still no
standardi zed financial reporting for this purpose, it was very difficult to
ascertain given the limted tine period. Thus, it is recommended that
efforts should be initiated towards standardi zing reporting and nonitoring
financial resources given to biodiversity conservation initiatives.

The country recei ved new and additional funds fromthe financial mechani sm
but this was not enough to neet the agreed increnental costs of inplenenting
measures which fulfill the obligations to the Convention. For the period
under review, financial resources for biodiversity conservation were nainly
for the continuing activities of the CPPAP and N PAP. CPPAP is schedul ed for
conpletion this June 2002, while N PAP was conpleted in March 2001. The only
new significant financial support for the past four years are the UNDP-GEF
proj ect which commrenced in 2001, the Sanar |ntegrated Biodiversity Progranme
(US$5.8 nmillion) and Mount Mlindang Project (US$2.5 mllion).

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 X
d) yes — financial support and incentives
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| f a devel oped country Party -

276. Has your country provided new and additional financial resources to enable
devel opi ng country Parties to neet the agreed increnental costs to them of

i npl ement i ng neasures which fulfil the obligations of the Convention, as agreed
bet ween you and the interimfinancial nechanism (20(2))?

a) no

b) yes
| f 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 neet the agreed full increnmental costs of inplenenting neasures which fulfil the
obl i gations of the Convention (20(2))?

a) no

b) yes X

| f 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))?

| f a devel oping country Party or Party with econony 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 I11/6. Additional financial resources
280. I's your country working to ensure that all funding institutions (including

bi | at eral assistance agencies) are striving to make their activities nmore supportive
of the Convention?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

281. I's your country cooperating in any efforts to devel op standardi zed i nfornmation
on financial support for the objectives of the Convention?

a) no X

b) yes (please attach information)
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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

c) yes (please provide details) X

283. Are details available of your country’'s financial support to nationa
bi odi versity activities?

a) no

b) not in a standardi zed 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 X

b) no

c) not in a standardized format

d) yes (please provide details)

Devel oped country Parties -

285. Does your country pronote support for the inplenentation of the objectives of
the Convention in the funding policy of its bilateral funding institutions and those
of regional and nultilateral funding institutions?

a) no

b) yes
Devel opi ng country Parties -
286. Does your country di scuss ways and neans to support inplenmentation of the
obj ectives of the Convention in its dialogue with funding institutions?

a) no

b) yes X
287. Has your country conpiled information on the additional financial support

provi ded by the private sector?

a) no X

b) yes (please provide details)

288. Has your country considered tax exenptions in national taxation systens for
bi odi versity-rel ated donati ons?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national conditions

c) exenptions under devel opnent X

d) exenptions in place
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Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

Moni toring Financial Support to Biodiversity Conservation

To date, only financial support to governnment inplenented projects can be
noni tored al though not in a very systematic manner. This can be expl ai ned by
the fact that biodiversity conservation cuts across many sectors. This
inplies that initiatives with their correspondi ng budgets spent by ot her

rel evant sectors (i.e. Department of Agriculture, Departnent of Science and
Technol ogy, Departnment of Health, Departnent of Tourism Departnent of Trade
and I ndustry, Departnent of National Defense) which are directly or
indirectly benefitting biodiversity conservation should al so be accounted for
as investnents towards this purpose. However, since there is still no
standardi zed financial reporting for this purpose, it was very difficult to
ascertain given the limted tine period. Thus, it is recommended that
efforts should be initiated towards standardi zing reporting and nonitoring
financial resources given to biodiversity conservation initiatives both by
the governnent and the private sector. |t should be noted that both the
government and the NGOs have been very aggressive in sourcing funds for

bi odi versity projects.
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Article 21 Financi al nmechani sm

289.
t he

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

a)

Hi gh b) Medi um X c) Low

290.
and

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

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Linmting X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

The d obal Environment Facility (GEF)

In the Philippines, the @obal Environment Facility has played a vita

role in biodiversity conservation activities pronotive of the country’s
commitnents to the Convention. The Philippines is one of the 25 gl oba
hotspots. On a per unit area basis, the Philippines is the top

nmegadi versity country and the hottest of the hotspots. Considering these,
the Philippines needs financial and technical assistance from devel opi ng
countries in order to inplenent coomitnments to the Convention. The GEF had
been providing financial support but is not adequate considering the
magni t ude and urgency of the probl em

Fi nanci al Mechani sns at the National Level for the Conservation of
Bi odi versity

Very little attention was given to strengthen |ocal financial nechani sns
for biodiversity conservation and sustai nable use. Existing |oca
financial institutions have to be strengthened to include biodiversity
conservation aspects in their priorities. Likew se, local financia
mechani sns have to be | ooked into to expand sources of support for

bi odi versity conservati on.

291. Has your country worked to strengthen existing financial institutions to
provi de financial resources for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of biol ogica
di versity?

a) no X

b) yes
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Decision I11/7. GQuidelines for the review of the effectiveness of the
financi al nmechani sm

292. Has your country provided information on experiences gained through activities
funded by the financial nechanisn?

a) no activities

b) no, although there are activities

c) yes, within the previous national report

d) yes, through case-studies X

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

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

The Philippines was able to strengthen its capacity in the conservation
and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity through the financial and technica
assistance fromthe GEF. The GEF funded the Conservation of Priority
Protected Areas (CPPAP), the second phase of the Integrated Protected
Areas System (I PAS) programthat is pilot-testing the NIPAS Law (Nati ona
Integrated Protected Areas Systen). The CPPAP has a budget of US$20
mllion, financed by the d obal Environnent Facility (GEF) through the
World Bank. The CPPAP is due for conpletion this June 2002. The GEF al so
funded enabling activities for biodiversity conservation anpunting to
US$457, 000. 00. GEF grants for the past four years for mmjor projects on
bi odi versity conservation anount to approximately US$10 million. These
are however, not enough to cover the incremental costs of conservation
efforts that has to be undertaken by the Philippines in order to maintain
its biodiversity resources not just for its own for the benefit but for
the world as well.

To make the GEF a nore responsive financial nmechanism it should sinplify
application and approval procedures, shorten the duration of project
application and enhance the efficiency of evaluation and approval. These
nmeasures woul d enabl e devel opi ng countries to access funding as quickly as
possi ble and thus will be able to inplenent COP decisions effectively.

One difficulty in accessing the fund is the Iimted understanding at the
nati onal |evel of the concept of incremental cost. To a large extent, the
preparati on of project proposals has been hanpered by this constraint. It
woul d be of great help if national experts could have nore opportunities
to participate in the prelimnary process of project application in order
to famliarize themw th the procedures.

In sum GEF as the nmgjor funding nechanismfor the CBD had played a vita
role in the overall efforts for the conservati on and sustai nabl e use of
bi odi versity. It had been instrunental in the progress the country has
made in this area
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Article 23 Conference of the Parties

293. How many people from your country participated in each of the neetings of the
Conference of the Parties?
a) COP 1 (Nassau) 4
b) COP 2 (Jakarta) 4
c) COP 3 (Buenos Aires) 4
d) COP 4 (Bratislava) 4
e) COP 5 (Nairobi) 4
Decision 1/6, Decision I1/10, Decision |I1/24 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 neetings focused on di scussing
i mpl ement ati on of the Convention before any neetings of the Conference of the Parties?

a) no

b) yes (please specify which) X

If a devel oped country Party —

296. Has your country funded regi onal and sub-regi onal neetings 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)

Deci si on 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 nade additional voluntary contributions to the trust funds of
t he Convention?

a) yes in the 1999-2000 bi enni um

b) yes for the 2001- 2002 bi enni um

c) expect to do so for the 2001-2002 biennium

d) no X

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

The Philippines supports the activities of the Conference of the Parties.
It was anbng the countries that participated in drafting the Convention
and saw it through the signing at the 1992 Earth Sunmit in R o de Janeiro.
It was anpong the first 31 countries to ratify the Convention that put the
Agreenent to force in 1993. The country also participated actively in al
the Conference of the Parties, the SBSSTA and the inter-sessional neetings
and conferences organi zed by the CBD Secretari at.

As such, it shared experiences and other information relevant to the COP
agenda and took part in the drafting of working docunments for the neetings
t hrough governnent representatives in attendance. The Phili ppine

del egati on endeavored to bring to the COP discussion the country’s
position essential and technical issues. At the national |evel, positions
to the issues discussed at the COP neetings are thoroughly discussed and
studi ed by the Philippine Council for Sustainable Devel opment Sub-
Conmittee on Biodiversity. Thus, these positions reflect the nationa

opi nion regarding the i ssue. However, the country's participation to the
COP neetings would be nore nmeani ngful and substantial if the nunber of

del egates woul d be increased. Presently, the Philippines could only
financially support at the nmaxi mum four persons to the COP neetings, thus,
participation specially in simultaneous sessions are linted.

The Philippines, to the extent all owed by avail abl e resources, subnmts
reports and responds to other initiatives of the COP. It submitted its
First National Report in 1998 and is currently conpiling information for
the thematic reports.

The Philippines has paid all its contributions to the Trust Fund.
However, it is not capable to provide additional contributions due to
financial constraints.
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Article 24 Secretari at

Has your country provided direct support to the Secretariat in ternms of

seconded staff, financial contribution for Secretariat activities, etc?

a) no X

b) yes

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

The Philippines supports the work of the CBD Secretariat. It was anopng
the countries that participated in drafting the Convention and saw it
through the signing at the 1992 Earth Sunmit in Rio de Janeiro. The
country was anong the first 31 countries to ratify the Convention which
put the Agreenent to force in 1993. The Philippines al so participated
actively in all the Conference of the Parties, the SBSSTA and the inter-
sessi onal neetings and conferences organi zed by the CBD Secretari at.

To facilitate the work of the Secretariat, the Philippines pronptly

desi gnated national focal points for the CBD, the Cearing House
Mechani sm and the I nter-Governnental Conmi ssion for the Cartagena
Protocol on Biosafety. The country has al so designated a coordi nator for
the G obal Taxonony Initiative

The Philippines, to the extent all owed by avail abl e resources, subnits
reports and responds to other initiatives of the Secretariat. It
submitted its First National Report in 1998 and is currently conpiling
infornmation for the thematic reports.

The Philippines has paid all its contribution to the Trust Fund. As A
devel opi ng country, however, the Philippines is unable to provide
financial support to the CBD Secretariat.
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Article 25 Subsidiary body on scientific, technical and technol ogica
advi ce

300. How many people from your country participated in each of the neetings of

SBSTTA?

a) SBSTTA | (Paris)

b) SBSTTA Il (Montreal)

c) SBSTTA IIIl (Montreal)

d) SBSTTA IV (Montreal)

NININIDNIDN

e) SBSTTA V (Montreal)

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

The Philippines is anong the countries that actively participated in the
activities of the SBSTTA. As such, it shared experiences and ot her

i nformation relevant to the SBSTTA neeting agenda and took part in the
drafting of working docunments for the neetings through government
representatives attending the SBSTTA. The Philippine del egation
endeavored to bring to the SBSTTA di scussion the country’s position
essential and technical issues. At the national |evel, positions to the
i ssues discussed at the SBSSTA neetings are thoroughly discussed and
studi ed by the Philippine Council for Sustainable Devel opment Sub-
Conmittee on Biodiversity. Thus, these positions reflect the nationa

opi nion regarding the issue. However, the country's participation to the
SBSTTA neetings woul d be nore neani ngful and substantial if the nunber of
del egates woul d be increased. Presently, the Philippines could only
financially support at the nmaxi mumtwo persons to the SBSTTA neetings,
thus, participation specially in sinultaneous sessions are limted.
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Article 26 Reports

301. What is the status of your first national report?

a) Not submtted

b) Summary report subnitted

c) Interimdraft report subnitted

d) Final report submtted X

If b), c) or d), was your report subnitted:

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)

Deci sion |1V/14 National reports

302. Did all relevant stakeholders 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 items for in-depth consideration at an ordinary neeting of the parties, follow ng
t he gui del i nes provi ded?

a) no X

b) yes — forest ecosystens

c) yes — alien species

d) yes — benefit sharing
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Further comments on inplementation of this Article

The Philippines submitted its First National Report in 1998. Two versions
were published: one was a book version while the other was a booklet of a
popul ar version. Both versions were circul ated widely through various
neans.

The Philippines is currently conmpiling information for the thematic
reports requested by the Convention
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Deci si on V/ 6. Ecosystem approach

305. I's 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

d) substantially inplenmented X

306. I's your country devel opi ng practical expressions of the ecosystem approach for
nati onal policies and |legislation and for inplenmentation activities, with adaptation
to local, national, and regional conditions, in particular in the context of
activities devel oped within the thematic areas of the Convention?

a) no

b) under consi deration

c) sone aspects are being applied

d) substantially inplenented X

307. I's your country identifying case studies and inplenenting pilot projects that
denonstrate the ecosystem approach, and usi ng workshops and ot her nmechani sns to
enhance awareness and share experience?

a) no

b) case-studies identified

c) pilot projects underway X

d) workshops pl anned/ hel d

e) information avail able through CHM

308. I's your country strengthening capacities for inplenentation of the ecosystem
approach, and providing technical and financial support for capacity-building to
i npl enrent the ecosystem approach?

a) no

b) yes within the country X

c) yes including support to other Parties

309. Has your country pronoted regional co-operation in applying the ecosystem
approach across nati onal borders?

a) no

b) informal co-operation

c) formal co-operation (please give details) X
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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 i nformati on on biol ogical diversity in wetlands when
providing informati on and reports to the CSD, and considered including inland water

bi ol ogi cal diversity issues at neetings to further the recommendati ons of the CSD?
a) no
b) yes X
311. Has your country included inland water biological diversity considerations in

its work with organi zations, institutions and conventions affecting or working with

i nl and wat er ?

a) no

b) yes

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

312. When requesting support for projects relating to inland water ecosystens from
the GEF, has your country given priority to identifying inmportant areas for
conservation, preparing and inplenenting integrated watershed, catchment and river
basi n managenent plans, and investigating processes contributing to biodiversity |oss?

a) no
b) yes X
313. Has your country reviewed the progranme of work specified in annex 1 to the

deci sion, and identified priorities for national action in inplenmenting the programre?
a) no
b) under review X
c) yes

Deci sion V/2. Progress report on the inplenentation of the programme of
work on the biological diversity of inland water ecosystens
(inpl ementation of decision IV/4)

314. I's your country supporting and/or participating in the River Basin Initiative?
a) no
b) yes X
315. I's your country gathering infornmation on the status of inland water biol ogical
di versity?
a) no
b) assessnents ongoi ng X
c) assessnents conpl et ed
316. Is this information available to other Parties?
a) no
b) yes - national report X
c) yes — through the CHM
d) yes — other means (please give details bel ow) X
317. Has your country devel oped nati onal and/or sectoral plans for the conservation
and sust ai nabl e use of inland water ecosystens?
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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 inpl enented capacity-buil ding neasures for devel opi ng and
i npl ementi ng these pl ans?

a) no

b) yes X

Decision I11/21. Relationship of the Convention with the CSD and
bi odi versity-rel ated conventi ons

319. I's the conservation and sustai nabl e use of wetlands, and of migratory species
and their habitats, fully incorporated into your national strategies, plans and
programmes for conserving biol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) yes X

Further comments on inplenmentation of these decisions and the
associ at ed programe of work
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Mari ne and coastal biological diversity

Decision 11/10 and Decision |V/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, adm nistrative

and | egi sl ative arrangenents for the devel opnent of integrated nanagenent of narine
and coastal ecosystens?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment X

d) arrangenents in place

322. Has your country provided the Executive Secretary with advice and information
on future options concerning the conservation and sustai nabl e use of marine and
coastal biological diversity?

a) no
b) yes X
323. Has your country undertaken and/or exchanged information on denonstration

projects as practical exanples of integrated mari ne and coastal area nanagenent ?

a) no

b) yes — previous national report

c) yes - case-studies

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 revi ewed the progranme of work specified in an annex to the
deci sion, and identified priorities for national action in inplenenting the progranme?
a) no
b) under review X
c) yes
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Deci sion V/3. Progress report on the inplenentation of the progranme of
work on marine and coastal biological diversity (inplenmentation of

deci sion |V/5)

326.

I's your country contributing to the inplenmentation of the work plan on cora
bl eachi ng?

a)

no

X

b)

yes

c)

not rel evant

327.

I's your country inplenenting other neasures in response to coral bl eaching?

a)

no

b)

yes (pl ease provide details bel ow

c)

not rel evant

328.

Has your country submitted case-studies on the cora
t he Executive Secretary?

bl eachi ng phenonenon to

a)

no

b)

yes

c)

not rel evant

Further comments on inplenentation of these decisions and the

associ at ed programe of work

105




Agricul tural biological diversity

Decision I11/11 and Decision IV/6. Conservation and sustai nabl e use of
agricultural biological diversity
329. Has your country identified and assessed rel evant ongoi ng activities and
existing instruments at the national |evel?
a) no
b) early stages of review and assessnent X

c) advanced stages of revi ew and assessnment

d) assessnent conpl eted

330. Has your country identified issues and priorities that need to be addressed at
the national |evel?

a) no
b) in progress X
c) yes

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 biological 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 X

c) yes — other mechani sns (pl ease specify)

333. Has your country conducted case-studies on the issues identified by SBSTTA: i)

pol linators, ii) soil biota, and iii) integrated | andscape managenent and farm ng
systens?

a) no

b) yes — pollinators X

c) yes — soil biota

d) yes — integrated | andscape managenent and farm ng systens X

334. I's your country establishing or enhanci ng nechani sns for increasing public
awar eness and under st andi ng of the inportance of the sustainable use of
agr obi odi versity conponents?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) mechanisnms in place

106




335. Does your country have nati onal strategies, programmes and plans which ensure
t he devel opnent and successful inplenentation of policies and actions that lead to
sust ai nabl e use of agrobi odiversity conponents?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) nmechanisns in place

336. I's your country pronoting the transformati on of unsustainable agricultural
practices into sustainabl e production practices adapted to |ocal biotic and abiotic
condi tions?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

337. I's your country pronoting the use of farm ng practices that not only increase
productivity, but also arrest degradation as well as reclaim rehabilitate, restore
and enhance bi ol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

338. I's your country pronoting nobilization of farm ng comunities for the
devel opnent, nai ntenance and use of their know edge and practices in the conservation
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 inplenent the G obal Plan of Action for the
Conservation and Sustainable Utilization of Plant Genetic Resources?

a) no

b) yes X
340. I's your country collaborating with other Contracting Parties to identify and
pronot e sustai nable agricultural practices and integrated | andscape nanagenent ?

a) no

b) yes X
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Decision V/I5. Agricultural biological diversity: review of phase | of
the programme of work and adoption of a multi-year work progranme

341. Has your country reviewed the progranmme of work annexed to the decision and
identified how you can collaborate in its inplenmentation?

a) no

b) vyes X
342. I's your country pronoting regional and thematic co-operation within this
framewor k of the programme of work on agricultural biological diversity?

a) no

b) sone co-operation X

c) w despread co-operation

d) full co-operation in all areas

343. Has your country provided financial support for inplenentation of the progranme
of work on agricultural biological diversity?

a) no

b) limted additional funds X

c) significant additional funds

I f a devel oped country Party —

344. Has your country provided financial support for inplenentation of the progranme
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 programe(s)

b) yes, including limted 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 nmmintain agricul tural biological
di versity?

a) no

b) yes, to a limted extent

c) yes, to a significant extent X

346. I's your country co-ordinating its position in both the Conventi on on Bi ol ogi cal
Diversity and the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources?

a) no

b) taking steps to do so

c) yes X

347. I's your country a Contracting Party to the Rotterdam Convention on the Prior
| nf ormed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chem cals and Pesticides in
I nternational Trade?

a) not a signatory

b) signed — ratification in process X

c) instrunent of ratification deposited

348. I's your country supporting the application of the Executive Secretary for
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observer status in the Commttee on Agriculture of the World Trade Organi sati on?

a) no

b) yes
349. I's your country collaborating with other Parties on the conservati on and
sust ai nabl e use of pollinators?

a) no X

b) yes
350. I's your country conpiling case-studies and inplenenting pilot projects rel evant

to the conservati on and sustai nabl e use of pollinators?

a) no X

b) yes (pl ease 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 snf?

a) not applicable X

b) no

c) yes - national report

d) yes — through the CHM

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

352. Has your country consi dered how t o address generic concerns regardi ng such
t echnol ogi es as genetic use restriction technol ogi es under international and national
approaches to the safe and sustai nabl e use of gernpl asn®?

a) no X

b) yes — under consideration

c) yes — neasures under devel opnment

353. Has your country carried out scientific assessnents on inter alia ecol ogi cal
soci al and econonic effects of genetic use restriction technol ogi es?

a) no X

b) sone assessnents

c) mgjor programe of assessments

354. Has your country dissem 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 means (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 X

b) some nmeasures identified

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 regul ations at
the national |evel with respect to genetic use restriction technologies to ensure the
safety of human health, the environment, food security and the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of biol ogi cal diversity?

a) no X

b) yes — regul ati on needed

c) yes — regul ation not needed (pl ease give nore details)

357. Has your country devel oped and applied such regul ati ons 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 i nformati on about these regul ati ons been made avail abl e to ot her
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 Philippines signed as a Contracting Party to the Rotterdam Convention on
the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chenicals and
Pesticides in International Trade. However, the Philippi ne Congress has not
yet ratified the Convention agreenents.

The Philippines has no particular programon the conservation and sustai nabl e
use of pollinators. However, sone basic information about this subject are
focused on insects, and inserted or integrated in various conservation
projects for agriculture.
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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 del egations
to the Intergovernnental Panel on Forests?

a) no

b) yes X

c) not rel evant

360. Has your country revi ewed the progranme of work annexed to the decision and
identified how you can collaborate in its inplenmentation?

a) no
b) under review X
c) yes
361. Has your country integrated forest biological diversity considerations inits

partici pation and col | aboration with organi zations, institutions and conventions
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

t hat 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 assistance through the GEF, |s your country proposing projects
whi ch pronote the inplenmentation of the programe of work?

a) no

b) yes X

Deci sion V/4. Progress report on the inplenentation of the progranme of
work for forest biological diversity

364. Do the actions that your country is taking to address the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of forest biological diversity conformw th the ecosystem approach?
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 Intergovernnental Forum on Forests?

a) no

b) vyes X
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366. W Il your country contribute to the future work of the UN Forum on Forests?

a) no

b) yes X
367. Has your country provided relevant information on the inplenmentation of this
wor k progr anmre?

a) no

b) yes — subm ssion of case-studies X

c) yes — thematic national report submitted

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

368. Has your country integrated national forest progranmes into its nationa
bi odi versity strategi es and acti on plans applyi ng the ecosystem approach and
sust ai nabl e forest managenent ?

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 comunities and non-gover nment a
organi sations in the inplenentati on of the prograne of work?

a) no

b) yes — sone stakehol ders

c) yes — all stakehol ders X

370. Has your country taken measures to strengthen national capacities including

| ocal capacities, to enhance the effectiveness and functions of forest protected area
net works, as well as national and | ocal capacities for inplenentation of sustainable
forest managenment, including restoration?

a) no

b) sonme programmes covering sone needs

C) many programres covering sonme needs X

d) progranmes cover all perceived needs

e) no perceived need

371. Has your country taken measures to inplement the proposals for action of the
I nt ergover nnental Forum on Forests and the Intergovernnental Panel on Forests on
val uation of forest goods and services?

a) no

b) under consi deration

c) measures taken X
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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 progranme of work annexed to the decision and
identified how you will inplenment it?
a) no X
b) under review
c) yes
373. I's your country supporting scientifically, technically and financially, at the
national and regional |evels, the activities identified in the programe of work?
a) no X
b) to alimted extent
c) to a significant extent
374. I's your country fostering cooperation for the regi onal or subregional
i mpl ement ati on of the progranme anpng countries sharing simlar biones?
X

a) no

b) to alimted extent

c) to a significant extent

Furt her comrents on inplenmentation of these Decisions and the

associ at ed progranme of work
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Deci sion V/20. Operations of the Convention

375. Does your country take into consideration gender bal ance, invol venent of
i ndi genous peopl e and nmenbers of |ocal communities, and the range of rel evant
di sci plines and expertise, when nominating experts for inclusion in the roster?

a) no
b) yes X
376. Has you country actively participated in subregi onal and regional activities in
order to prepare for Convention neetings and enhance inplenmentati on of the Convention?
a) no
b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent

377. Has your country undertaken a revi ew of national programes and needs rel ated
to the inplenmentation of the Convention and, if appropriate, informed the Executive
Secretary?

a) no

b) under way X

c) yes
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Pl ease use this box to identify what specific activities your country
has carried out as a DIRECT RESULT of beconing a Contracting Party to
the Convention, referring back to previous questions as appropriate:

Maj or Activities that the Philippines has carried out as a DI RECT RESULT
of beconing a Contracting Party to the Convention

e Conduct of a Country Study on Biodiversity and Preparation of a
Nati onal Biodiversity Stategy and Action Plan

The Philippines conducted an assessment of its biodiversity resources
in fulfilment of its obligations to the Convention. The initiative was
made possible through a grant fromthe United Nations Environnent
Programme to the inplenmenting agency, the Departnment of Environnent and
Nat ural Resources (DENR). Based on this conprehensive assessnent,the
probl ens, threats, issues, and gaps were identified and forned the
basis for a national strategy and action plan (NBSAP). The goals of
the NBSAP are the conservation, sustainable utilization, and equitable
sharing of benefits by all Filipinos, present and future. (NBSAP, 1997)

* Fornul ation of policies and enactnment of |egislations

Policies were formul ated and | egi sl ati ons enacted to ensure
i mpl enentati on of CBD conmitnents. Anong the major
policies/legislations are the foll ow ng:

- Republic Act 7586, otherwi se known as the National Integrated
Protected Areas System (NI PAS) Law, which provides for the
est abl i shnent and managerment of a conprehensive system which
enconpasses outstandi ngly remarkabl e areas and biol ogically
i mportant public lands that are habitats of various species of
pl ants and animals. The specific provisions of the NI PAS Law are:
a) identification of protected area categories; b) establishnment of
a standard planning process; c¢) N PAS adm nistration by the DENR;, d)
recogni tion of ancestral rights; and, e) institutionalization of
envi ronnent al inpact assessment. The Protected Areas and Wldlife
Bureau is nandated to inplenment this Law

Al t hough the enactnent of this Law preceded the signing of the CBD
by the Philippines by four days, its provisions are clearly
pronotive of the inplenmentation of commtnents to the Convention

- Executive Order 247, Prescribing Guidelines and Establishing a
Regul atory Framework for the Prospecting of Biological and CGenetic
Resources, their By-Products and Derivatives, for Scientific and
Conmer ci al Purposes and for other Purposes

- Republic Act 8371, otherw se known as the |Indigenous People’ s Rights
Act, is the enmbodinent of the logn struggle for the recognition of
the rights of the IPs to their ancestral domain as well as their
cultural identity. Under IPRA “the State shall recognize, respect
and protect the rights of the IPs to preserve and develop their
culture, traditions, and institutions.

- Republic Act 9147, the WIldlife Resources Conservation and
Protection Act, was enacted into |law to conserve the country’s
wildlife resources and their habitats for sustainability. Towards
this end, the foll owi ng objectives shall be pursued: a) conserve and
protect wildlife species and their habitats to pronote ecol ogi ca
bal ance and enhance bi ol ogical diversity; b) regulate the collection
and trade of wildlife; c) pursue, with due regard to the nationa
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interest, the Philippine commtnment to international conventions,
protection of wildlife and their habitats; and e) initiate or
support scientific studies on the conservation of biol ogica
diversity.

- Republic Act 8550, the Philippine Fisheries Code of 1998, requires
all government agencies, as well as the private firns and entities
who intend to undertake activities or projects which will affect the
habitats of the rare, threatened and endangered aquatic species to
prepare a detailed Environnental |npact Assessment that shall be
subnmitted to the DENR for review and eval uati on.

- Republic Act 9072, the National Caves and Cave Resources Managenent
Protection Act, is the declaration of policy of the country to
conserve, protect and nanage caves and cave resources as part of the
country’'s natural wealth.

Accessing the financial nechanismto support biodiversity conservation
proj ects

The Philippines was able to access the financial nechanismto support
the inplenentation of biodiversity conservation activities in the
country. Most of the support to this effort coming from devel oped
countries come via the GEF, either through UNDP/ UNEP or Worl Bank and
t hrough regi onal channels. (First National Report, 1998)

| mpl enent ati on of major projects on biodiversity conservation

Maj or bi odiversity conservation projects were inplenmented since 1992

i ncluding the Conservation of Priority Protected Areas in the

Phi | i ppi nes and the National Integrated Protected Areas Project, to
nane sone. New initiatives include the Samar |sland Biodiversity
Programme and the Bi odiversity Research Programin M. Malindang,

M ndanao. Projects being funded by the Foundation for the Philippine
Envi ronnent and the GEF Small Grants Programe are al so noteworthy
contribution to the overall effort on biodiversity conservation in the
country.

Creation of a Sub-Conmittee on Biodiversity under the Philippine
Counci | for Sustainable Devel opment (PCSD Sub- Com on Bi odi versity)

The creation of the PCSD Sub-Committee on Biodiversity ensured the
participation of civil society in the dial ogue and deci si on- maki ng
concerni ng biodiversity conservation in the country. Being a nulti-
sectoral group, it is the venue for discussing various issues
confronting biodiversity conservation in the country. Chaired by the
Protected Areas and Wldlife Bureau of the Departnent of Environment
and Natural Resources (DENR) and Co-Chaired by the Southeast Asia

Regi onal Institute for Comunity Education (SEARICE), the Sub-Committee
on Biodiversity is conposed of 10 governnment agencies (DENR, Dept. of
Foreign Affairs, Dept. of Agriculture, Dept. of Science and Technol ogy,
Dept. of Trade and I ndustry, Dept. of Health, Dept. of Tourism Dept.
of Interior and Local Governnent, National Econom ¢ and Devel opnent

Aut hority, Philippine National Miuseum) and 8 non-gover nment

organi zati ons (SEARI CE, Phili ppine Sustainabl e Devel opment Networ k
Foundati on, Ecol ogical Society of the Philippines, Earth Savers
Moverrent, Foundation for Sustainabl e Devel opnent, Hari bon Foundati on
for the Conservation of Natural Resources, Philippine Association for
Inter-Cultural Devel opnent, Upland NGO Assi stance Center).

Est abl i shment of the ASEAN Regi onal Center for Biodiversity
Conservati on
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The ASEAN Regi onal Center for Biodiversity Conservation was established
to coordinate all initiatives and enhance the capacity of the ASEAN on
bi odi versity conservation. It will assist ASEAN nenber countries in
devel opi ng i nproved technical and institutional approaches for nmanagi ng
bi odi versity conservation

Observance of the International Biodiversity Day

The country regularly observes International Biodiversity Day by
hol di ng synposia, fora and other activities relevant to the year’s
t heme.

Carried out various public information, education, and comunication
activities

To pronote biodiversity conservation, the NBSAP, and the CBD, the
Phi |l i ppines carried out various |IEC activites through multi-nedia
(broadcast, print, Internet, anong others).

Pl ease use this box to identify joint initiatives with other Parties,

referring back to previous questions as appropriate:

The Philippines carried out and/or currently undertaking joint initiatives
rel evant to biodiversity with other parties. Sone of the mgjor
undert aki ngs are descri bed bel ow

0

ASEAN Regi onal Center for Biodiversity Conservati on (ARCBC) was
established to coordinate all initiatives and enhance the capacity of

t he ASEAN on biodiversity conservation. It will assist ASEAN- nenber
countries in devel oping inproved technical and institutional approaches
for managi ng biodiversity conservation.

Bi odi versity Research Programe for Devel opment in M ndanao: Focus on
M. Malindang and Environs, funded by the Mnistry for Devel opnent
Cooperation of the Netherlands, ains to build the capacity for |oca
conmuni ti es, government, acadene, and other stakeholders to pronote and
undert ake t he sustai nabl e use of biological resources and effective
deci si on- maki ng on bi odiversity conservation

New Zeal and Devel opment Assi stance to the Philippines Nationa
Ecotourism Strategy Project is based on a three-year programme of
techni cal assistance to the Government of the Philippines between
January 2001 to Decenber 2003. The Philippines National Ecotourism
Project stems fromthe Philippine Governnment Executive Order 111 issued
in 1999 which calls for the preparation of a National Ecotourism
Strategy. The EO al so established the framework for the preparation
and i npel nentation of the National Ecotourismstrategy. This included
a formal Menorandum of Under standi ng between the Departnment of Tourism
and the Departnment of Environment and Natural Resources. It also

est abl i shed a National Ecotourism Devel opnent Council, a Nationa

Ecot ouri sm Steering Comittees an Ecotourism Techni cal Worki ng Group
and Regi onal Ecotourism Committees.

The New Zeal and progranme of assistance is focused on four key areas:
5) assistance with the preparation of the National Ecotourism Strategy

6) assistance with building capacity of the Ecotourism Technica
Wor ki ng Group
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7) ldentification of a network of key ecotourismsites in the
Phi | i ppi nes

8) Assistance with the provision of technical assistance to selected
ecot ouri sm projects.

0 An agreenment between the Philippines and Mal aysia for the managenent
and conservation of the Turtle Islands Heritage Protected Area (TIHPA)
which is the world’'s first transfrontier PA for marine turtles and the
only major rootery of green turtles in the ASEAN region. TIHPA is
conposed of six islands fromthe Philippines Baguan, Langaan, Taganak
Great Nakkungan, Lihinman, and Boan) and three islands from Mal aysi a
(Sel i ngan, Culisaan, and Bakkungan Kenchil).

Pl ease use this box to provide any further comrents on natters rel ated
to national inplementation of the Convention

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

The new format will make it easier for the Secretariat to process

i nformati on fromthe nunerous National Reports. However, the wordings
were too lengthy, hard to interpret, and redundant. The choices are too
structured for sonme questions thus Iimting the answers.
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I f your country has conpleted its national biodiversity strategy and
action plan (NBSAP), please give the follow ng information:
Date of conpl etion: 1996
If the NBSAP has been adopted by the Gover nment

By which authority?

President of the Republic of the
Phi | i ppi nes

On what date?

04 June 1997

I f the NBSAP has been published plea

se give

Title:

Phil i ppi ne Biodiversity: An Assessnent

and Action Pl an

Nane and address of publisher:

Bookmar k, | nc.
264- A Pabl o Ccanpo Sr. Avenue
Makati City, Philippines

| SBN:

971-569-251-6

Price (if applicable):

P1, 000. 00 (US 20.00)

O her informati on on ordering: Emai | to bookmark@ml . sequel . net

If the NBSAP has not been publi shed

Pl ease give full details of how

copi es can be obtai ned:

If the NBSAP has been posted on a national website

Pl ease give full URL: http://ww. psdn. org. ph/ nbsap/ mai n. ht
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 O

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

The Philippine Biodiversity Country Study becane the basis for the
National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan. These are both contained
in the book entitled “Philippine Biodiversity: An Assessment and Action
Pl an”. The book was published in 1997 and has the sane details mentioned
in the preceeding form

Pl ease provide details of any national body (e.g. national audit
of fice) that has or will review the inplenmentation of the Convention in
your country

The Philippine Council for Sustainable Devel opnent through its Sub-
Conmittee on Biodiversity reviews the inplenentation of the Convention in
the country. This Sub-Committee is conposed of the foll ow ng:

Chair Protected Areas and Wl dlife Bureau — Departnent of
Envi ronnent and Natural Resources (Governnent)
Co — Chair : Southeast Asia Regional Institute for Conmunity Education
( SEARI CE)
Menber s

e Covernnent agencies

Depart nent of Foreign Affairs

Department of Agriculture

Depart ment of Science and Technol ogy
Department of Trade and | ndustry

Depart nent of Health

Depart nent of Tourism

Department of Interior and Local Governnent
Nat i onal Econoni c and Devel opnent Authority
Phi | i ppi ne National Miseum

« Non-governnent organi zations:

Earth Savers Myvenent

Ecol ogi cal Society of the Philippines

Foundati on for Sustai nabl e Devel opnent, |nc.

Hari bon Foundation for the Conservation of Natural Resources
Phi | i ppi ne Association for Inter-Cultural Devel opnent

Phi | i ppi ne Sust ai nabl e Devel opment Networ k Foundati on, |nc.
Upl and NGO Assi stance Center
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