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Abstract 
 
The UN Biodiversity Conference was held from 2-18 December 2016, in Cancun, Mexico. The 
Conference opened with a High Level Segment on 2-3 December under the theme “Mainstreaming 
Biodiversity for Well-being.” In an effort to better integrate the Convention and its Protocols, the 
Conference comprised the 13th meeting the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological 
Diversity (COP13), the 2nd meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the Meeting of the 
Parties to the Nagoya Protocol (COP-MOP2) and the 8

th
 meeting of the Conference of the Parties 

serving as the Meeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol. This report focuses mainly on COP13 
and addresses some aspects of MOP2 of the Nagoya Protocol.  
 
According to official records, around 7000 participants including some 4000 delegates from 170 
countries and over 400 organizations were present in Cancun. Following intense negotiations and 
many late night contact groups, COP13 took 37 Decisions; COP MOP2 took 14 Decisions while COP 
MOP8 took 19 Decisions. An overview of some of the most relevant Decisions for the work of IUCN is 
included in section 3 of this report.  
 
The Conference was organized in two Working Groups; Working Group 1 proved more challenging to 
manage as it dealt with COP13, MOP2 and MOP8 matters and addressed jointly issues related to 
operations of the Convention, including integration among the Convention and its Protocols, and 
reporting; capacity building and technical and scientific cooperation; cooperation with other 
conventions and international organizations; and resource mobilization, the financial mechanism and 
the budget for the next biennium. Working Group 2 in turn discussed issues in the agenda of COP13 
only. Among other things, COP13 assessed progress and considered strategic actions to enhance the 
implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011 – 2020, including mainstreaming biodiversity 
within and across sectors. Parties took note of the tools and guidance available for supporting 
implementation of the Convention and the Strategic Plan and decided on next steps.  
 
The theme of the Conference – “Mainstreaming Biodiversity for Well-being” was very well received 
and delegates agreed that the full integration of biodiversity considerations into economic, 
development and sectoral plans and policies not only makes sense but needs the involvement and 
participation of all parts of society. No one disagrees with mainstreaming, but ultimately the issue is 
embedding it in policies and plans, and ultimately daily practices, beyond those lead by the 
environmental community.  
 
Striving to get out of the silos for which these environmental gatherings are often criticised, the 
Mexican Government and host of the Conference, made every effort to reach out and invite Ministers 
from other sectors, in particular those sectors that were the focus of discussions – Agriculture, 
Fisheries, Tourism and Forestry, as well as to the business community. Some Ministers and high-level 
government and civil society representatives of these other sectors took part in the HLS alongside 
Ministers of Environment and adopted the Cancun Declaration – a series of commitments through 
which Parties agreed to advance mainstreaming biodiversity using an integrated approach that would 
promote not only cross-sectoral linkages, but also linkages between efforts to implement national 
biodiversity strategies and action plans (NBSAPs) and Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 
strategies and plans. 
 
The declaration at the start of the COP by the President of the host country, His Excellency Mr Enrique 
Peña Nieto, to establish four new protected areas and to implement controls on extractive industries in 
Mexico is one of the most significant commitments made. This step has already significantly 
accelerated both national and global progress towards Aichi Target 11, and will have a significant 
positive impact on the achievement of other Aichi Targets.  For Mexico, the terrestrial and inland water 
coverage target of 17% has been achieved, and the announcement of the new marine and coastal 
protection means that Mexico has achieved more than double the target of 10%. 
 
Other parallel meetings were held over the course of the two weeks in Cancun: the 3rd Science for 
Biodiversity Forum; the 2016 Business and Biodiversity Forum; the Summit ‘Muuchtanbal’ on 
Indigenous Experiences: Traditional Knowledge and Biological and Cultural Diversity; the 5th Global 
Biodiversity Summit of Cities and Subnational Governments; the Communication, Education and 
Public Awareness Fair; the Rio Conventions Pavilion; and a number of exhibitions and side events. 
 
All in all, the Decisions taken at the UN Biodiversity Conference demonstrate the urgency of 

https://www.cbd.int/conferences/2016
https://www.cbd.int/conferences/2016/cop-13-hls/documents


4 
 

accelerating and increasing efforts to enhance the implementation of the Strategic Plan and Aichi 
Biodiversity Targets through the mainstreaming biodiversity into productive sectors and promoting a 
more synergetic approach internally, between the Convention and its Protocols, and externally, among 
the biodiversity-related conventions and other processes like those related to the Rio Conventions 
(The Paris Agreement in particular) and the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. In addition, 
the Conference considered and took Decisions on a series of items on emerging technologies, 
including synthetic biology, gene drives and digital sequence information on genetic resources, which 
proved highly contentious, but that ultimately, will contribute to ensuring the Convention’s relevance in 
environmental governance.  
 
For a summary and in-depth analysis of the UN Biodiversity Conference please refer to the Earth 
Negotiations Bulletin: http://www.iisd.ca/biodiv/cop13/enb/  
 
 

1. Overview of IUCN’s participation 
 
IUCN’s participation at the UN Biodiversity Conference in Cancun focused mainly on the negotiations 
and discussions of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention (CBD COP13) and the Meeting of 
the Parties to the Nagoya Protocol (NP COP-MOP2), the High-Level Ministerial segment, the Business 
and Biodiversity Forum and other parallel events.   
 
IUCN delegation 
 

IUCN’s “One Programme” delegation was comprised of 24 Secretariat staff and 12 Commission 
members including the Chairs of the World Commission on Protected Areas and the Commission on 
Ecosystem Management as well as the Vice-Chair of the Species Survival Commission. The Chairs of 
the Commission on Education and Communication and the Commission on Environmental, Economic 
and Social Policy were also in Cancun on different delegations. In addition, some delegates 
representing IUCN Member organizations joined the IUCN daily delegation meetings and supported 
the work of the delegation throughout the two weeks in Cancun.  
 

Inger Andersen, IUCN Director General, participated in the High Level Segment and the Business 
and Biodiversity Forum that took place prior to the opening of the COP and MOPs on 2-3 December. 
She acted as the Head of Delegation for the duration of her stay in Cancun (1 – 5 December). 
Grethel Aguilar (Regional Director, ORMACC) and Cyrie Sendashonga (Global Director, 
Programme and Policy) accompanied the DG to the HLS and BBF. The DG was also ably assisted by 
Ursula Parrilla (ORMACC) during the time she was in Mexico. Grethel Aguilar acted also as IUCN’s 
Liaison with the Host Country/Government.  
 
Jane Smart, Global Director, Biodiversity Conservation Group was the Delegation Manager from 3 – 
14 December while Trevor Sandwith, Director, Global Protected Areas Programme, acted as the 
Delegation Manager from 14-17 December.  
 
A Coordination Team assisted the Delegation Manager in the daily management of the IUCN 
delegation and the general organization of IUCN’s participation in the Cancun meetings. The Cancun 
Coordination Team was formed by Sonia Peña Moreno, Senior Policy Officer – Biodiversity, Global 
Policy Unit (Lead), Victoria Romero, Junior Policy Officer, Global Policy Unit, Arturo Mora, Senior 
Programme Officer, Regional Office for South America and Kaori Yasuda, Strategic Partnerships and 
Programme Development Coordinator.   

 

Other IUCN staff supported the work of the Delegation remotely.  

 

The full list of the IUCN Delegation can be found in Annex 1. 

 

Organization of the delegation 

The IUCN delegation met daily for at least an hour (8:30 - 9:30 a.m.) for the duration of the 
Conference. The daily delegation meetings served to coordinate the work of the delegation each day, 
strategize on key issues and events taking place, reassign roles and responsibilities as needed, de-
brief on the negotiations and events the day before, and ensure IUCN presence at the exhibition stand 
and at IUCN’s place at each Working Group.  

The Delegation Manager supported by the Coordination Team ensured that the daily delegation 

http://www.iisd.ca/biodiv/cop13/enb/
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meetings were properly organized and that delegates were fully informed of the workings of the 
delegation and reminded of the delegation rules and responsibilities. Potential statements and 
communication pieces were usually discussed during or in the margins of delegation meetings. To 
support communications among members of the delegation, a “whatsapp group” was created.  

A technical lead, sometimes the author of the relevant section of the position paper, was assigned to 
each agenda item. The leads were responsible for following and reporting back on the specific 
negotiations until the relevant decisions were made as well as monitoring developments that related to 
their work on particular items. 
 
IUCN’s inputs 
 
IUCN prepared one position paper which contained IUCN’s policy recommendations for CO13 and 
NP COP MOP2 on relevant agenda items for IUCN. The position paper is available in English, French 
and Spanish.  
 
A dedicated COP13 IUCN webpage was developed: www.iucn.org/cbd-cop13 . The webpage featured 
information about IUCN’s participation at COP, included the position and information papers prepared, 
provided information about side events organized by the Union, and during the actual Conference, 
displayed news stories covering the different activities of the delegation in Cancun.  
 
A newsletter in the three official languages of IUCN was sent a couple of weeks before the start of the 
meetings in Cancun to all IUCN Members with information about the Union’s participation and links to 
the position paper. The newsletter was also circulated to all IUCN staff worldwide. Furthermore, the 
Global Policy Unit sent the position paper to all CBD National Focal Points in their preferred language 
one month before the Conference started.  
 
IUCN also submitted, and contributed to a number of official Information Documents for COP13: 
 

• UNEP/CBD/COP/13/INF/11: Restoration of forest ecosystems and landscapes as contribution 
to the Aichi biodiversity targets 

• UNEP/CBD/COP/13/INF/33: Outcomes of the World Conservation Congress of the 
International Union for Conservation of Nature - contributions to the agenda of the thirteenth 
meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity 

• UNEP/CBD/COP/13/INF/35: Supporting implementation of Aichi biodiversity target 12 
• UNEP/CBD/COP/13/INF/38: Invasive alien species: data access and use for research towards 

achieving Aichi biodiversity target 9 
• UNEP/CBD/COP/13/INF/46: Analysis of gender integration in fifth national reports 

 

 

2. Highlights of the discussions on agenda items of particular 
relevance to IUCN 

 
In this section, some highlights of the discussions that took place around selected agenda items and 
issues of interest to IUCN are presented. The resulting Decisions and implications for the work of the 
Union are presented in Section 3.  
 

13th Meeting of the Conference of the Parties  
 
Review of progress in implementation of the Strategic Plan for biodiversity 2011-2020 
(COP Agenda item 9) 
 
In accordance with decision X/2, the COP considered the analysis/synthesis provided by the Executive 
Secretary of the progress in the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, the 
contribution of targets established by Parties and progress towards the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, as 
well as the implementation of the Gender Plan of Action.  
 
In their statements, several Parties reported that they had updated their NBSAPs, and welcomed the 
emphasis on implementation with many developing countries linking the progress on implementation 
to resource mobilization both nationally and globally. IUCN’s recommendation for COP to call on 
Parties to scale up their efforts and increase the level of ambition of national targets in NBSAPs, 
ensuring their alignment and contribution to the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, was echoed by many 

https://www.iucn.org/sites/dev/files/iucn_position_paper_for_cop13_-_en.pdf
https://www.iucn.org/sites/dev/files/iucn_position_paper_for_cop13_-_fr.pdf
https://www.iucn.org/sites/dev/files/iucn_position_paper_for_cop13_-_sp.pdf
http://www.iucn.org/cbd-cop13
https://www.iucn.org/sites/dev/files/inf_11_-_restoration_of_forest_ecosystems_and_landscapes_as_contribution_to_the_aichi_targets.pdf
https://www.iucn.org/sites/dev/files/content/documents/inf_33_-_outcomes_of_the_iucn_wcc.pdf
https://www.iucn.org/sites/dev/files/content/documents/inf_35_-_supporting_implementation_of_at_12.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/meetings/cop/cop-13/information/cop-13-inf-38-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/c/2264/25e0/a31ae6a436ce636242a5fa36/cop-13-inf-46-en.pdf
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Parties, including Japan, South Africa on behalf of the African Group, Fiji and Norway.  
 
Switzerland tabled the follow up of the Strategic Plan (post-2020) and proposed text requesting the 
Executive Secretary to prepare a plan in this regard for its consideration at the second meeting of the 
Subsidiary Body on Implementation (SBI2). Colombia further stressed the need for synergies in the 
implementation of the Strategic Plan and the Republic of Korea correctly pointed out that the Aichi 
Targets that are easily quantifiable are those that exhibit greater progress and that the challenge lies 
in those that are not, such as those with a social component. 
 
Parties also debated a reference to “increase and expedite” financial support and proposals on the 
preparatory process for the follow-up to the Strategic Plan post-2020.  
 

Strategic actions to enhance the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 
2011-2020 and the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Target, including with respect 
to mainstreaming and the integration of biodiversity within and across sectors  
(COP Agenda item 10) 
 
Following the proposed organization of work, this agenda item was split in a number of sub-items: on 
one hand, mainstreaming of biodiversity within and across sectors, and on the other hand, biodiversity 
and climate change, progress towards the achievement of Aichi Targets 11 and 12, ecosystem 
restoration, forest biodiversity, and biodiversity and human health.  
 
Mainstreaming of biodiversity within and across sectors 
 
In this sub-item, Parties considered strengthening the mainstreaming of biodiversity through relevant 
international processes, cross-sectoral mainstreaming and sector-specific mainstreaming in 
agriculture, forests, fisheries and aquaculture, and tourism. The engagement of key actors to enhance 
mainstreaming, such as the involvement of the business sector, subnational and local governments 
and the role of gender, as well as future work were also deliberated. 
 
During the first reading of this item, main changes and additions proposed referred to the rights, 
benefits and roles of indigenous people in connection with the benefits of biodiversity, the respect of 
different visions from countries (e.g. Mother Earth), to highlight both conservation and sustainable 
development when mainstreaming biodiversity among sectors, amidst others. In the agriculture section 
it was proposed to include references to technological innovation and the use of tools that help reduce 
the negative impact of certain agricultural practices into biodiversity, whereas in the forest section the 
insertion proposals where directed to highlight the role of indigenous people in the conservation and 
management of forests, the need to improve law enforcement against illegal logging and favour trade 
of sustainably managed forest products, and the necessity of evaluating and monitoring the impacts of 
policies and regulations in the forest sector. 
 
The draft decision that originated at the first meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Implementation (SBI1) 
contained several bracketed paragraphs and a contact group was established to find consensus 
around the contentious points. The contact group met four times mainly to negotiate voluntary 
certification schemes, natural capital/natural resource accounting, indigenous peoples and local 
communities (IPLCs)’ approaches, ‘ecological intensification’ and diversification in agriculture.  
 
IUCN, led by the Forest and Climate Change Programme, supported an initiative by the Zoological 
Society of London

1
 to include a reference to “primary forest” as a special ecosystem to receive a 

specific category of protection
2
 
3
. Although this idea was brought up in the contact group meeting and 

discussed thoroughly, a reference to primary forest was not inserted. Instead the importance of ‘native 
species and natural forests’ for biodiversity was included into the text with the word ‘species’ later 
dropped out leaving the phrase ‘native and natural forest’ standing in the Decision text.  

                                                      
1
 The Zoological Society of London acted as signatory of the IntAct initiative for International Action on Primary Forests 

http://primaryforest.org/  
2
 This topic is of particular relevance for IUCN given the mandate of WCC-2016-Res-045-EN (‘Protection of primary forests, 

including intact forest landscapes’), calling for governments to promote the conservation of primary forests, including intact 
forest landscapes, in their development planning, Nationally Determined Contributions, and implementation of the CBD and 
other multilateral environmental agreements. 
3
 Costa Rica was the country originally interested in proposing this text however the negotiator leading this initiative (Carlos 

Manuel Rodriguez – Policy Lead in Conservation International Costa Rica, acting as country delegate) had to leave the COP 
before the culmination of this process. In order to gain traction and support for this proposal IUCN, together with the ZSL and 
Conservation International reached out to the following countries: Malawi, Switzerland, Canada, Mexico, Norway, Uganda, 
Botswana, Cameroon, Philippines, Indonesia, Brazil, Colombia, Mexico, Peru, El Salvador, and Guatemala. 

http://primaryforest.org/
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Regarding fisheries, IUCN, through the Fisheries Experts Group (FEG) of CEM, followed the issue 
closely through the extensive discussions and several side events.  The overall message that within 
fisheries, conservation of biodiversity has been mainstreamed for well over a decade, and is well 
covered by fisheries management tools such as the FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries, 
and the Marine Stewardship Council Principle 2 standards and guidelines, was well received in the 
relevant workshops and side events where IUCN participated.  In fact this issue had been brought to 
FEG’s attention by the Executive Secretary of the CBD himself prior to the COP asking for a 
contribution on the subject of fisheries. Despite the very short time available, collaboration was 
established between SCBD, FAO and FEG to organize a side event at COP on this issue.   
 
Other strategic actions to enhance implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-
2020 
 
On actions to enhance implementation other than mainstreaming, there was little discussion on the 
first reading of these sub-items, as the recommendations from the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, 
Technical and Technological Advice (SBSTTA) - XX/10; XX/1; XX/12; XIX/8; XIX/6- contained no 
brackets.  
 
Further on delegates had discussions around Other Effective Area-Based Conservation Measures 
(OECMs) under Target 11 and linkages to the work by international organizations, including IUCN. 
With regards to OECMs, Canada offered to host a workshop regarding the marine environment.  
Some Parties suggested “promoting integration” of areas managed under collective action by IPLCs 
into the wider landscapes and seascapes. Bolivia emphasized the linkage of protected areas to the 
goal of poverty eradication while Brazil recommended promoting integrated efforts by biodiversity-
related conventions on “regional aspects” of implementing Aichi Target 12.  
 

Other means of implementation: Enhancement of capacity-building, technical and 
scientific cooperation and other initiatives to assist implementation 
(COP Agenda item 12) 
 
The Secretariat introduced a revised short-term action plan (2017- 2020) to enhance and support 
capacity building for Strategic Plan implementation. A lot of the discussion focused on whether to 
“endorse,” “adopt” or “take note of” the short-term action plan.  In general, Parties called for a more 
robust budget to strengthen implementation in developing countries and suggested focusing on priority 
areas, as identified by developing countries and clarifying roles for implementation. Some expressed 
concern that the plan is overly ambitious and financially unsustainable. Compromise language was 
proposed in the end highlighting flexibility and the indicative nature of the list of activities proposed in 
the plan. Discussions under this item were also held in a contact group where delegates addressed, 
among other issues, annexed tables prioritizing capacity-building activities. 
 
Under this item, delegates also discussed elements of the communication strategy framework and the 
utilization of media. Some Parties suggested the purpose of the communications strategy, namely to 
guide the Secretariat, Parties and others to develop effective communications strategies that are 
targeted to specific global, regional and national stakeholders to advance the Convention’s object ives, 
programmes and Protocols. In their discussions, Parties referred to the UN Decade on Biodiversity.  
 

Cooperation with other conventions and international organizations 
(COP Agenda item 13) 

 
Discussion on this item started only in the afternoon of 7 December triggering questioning by some 
Parties, the host country in particular, who considered the issue of synergies as being directly linked to 
the main theme of the COP – mainstreaming biodiversity. Some Parties underscored the urgency of 
addressing synergies to meet the Aichi Targets and stressed that synergies should avoid duplication 
of work. The EU called for a focused discussion of the options presented in the background document 
for ensuring synergies. Others sought clarification on the resource implications and mandate of a 
proposed wider inter-agency coordination group on biodiversity, questioned the need to create 
additional bodies and rather favoured strengthening existing mechanisms like the Biodiversity Liaison 
Group (BLG). Switzerland and Canada supported prioritizing actions for enhancing synergies among 
the biodiversity-related conventions at the international level while Australia requested review of the 
proposed actions.  
 
Several Parties alluded to the independent legal authority of the different conventions but welcomed 
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cooperation and synergies among them.  Switzerland was particularly supportive of advancing 
synergies among multilateral environmental agreements which have common goals and targets and 
called for moving forward on common reporting and indicators. On reporting, it reminded Parties of the 
urgent need to advance in reporting towards the Aichi Targets and the SDGs and pointed out to an 
internet-based reporting tool developed by the EU for modular reporting as a good example.  
 
Discussions continued in a contact group on synergies where delegates addressed a draft decision 
with annexes on: options for enhancing synergies among the biodiversity-related conventions at the 
national level; and a roadmap for enhancing these synergies at the international level from 2017-2020. 
Discussions at the contact group focused on establishing a network to provide advice on further 
prioritization of actions and their implementation, through identification and involvement of relevant 
experts. Some requested further consultations within the Convention on identifying internal priorities 
before reaching out to other conventions. Others disagreed, calling for a party-led open informal group 
to coordinate and advance action. 
 

Marine and coastal biodiversity 
(COP Agenda item 15) 
 
Ecologically or biologically significant marine areas (EBSAs) 
 
Intense discussions on this issue revolved around removing brackets on practical options for further 
enhancing scientific methodologies and approaches, including collaborative arrangements, for EBSA 
description as well as a request to the Secretariat to facilitate implementation of practical options and 
establish an informal advisory group for EBSAs.  

 
On options regarding procedures for modifying the description of EBSAs or facilitating the process of 
making descriptions of new areas, different processes for areas within and beyond national jurisdiction 
were suggested and an option to eliminate EBSAs, with a call for discussing a delisting process were 
put to the floor. Some Parties underscored the need for scientific review processes, such as peer 
reviews, for describing new areas within one or more national jurisdictions. The final outcome found 
agreement on important issues that have been dividing Parties regarding the EBSA process over the 
last several years.   
 
A contact group met twice to informally discuss paragraphs in brackets and agreeing on ways forward. 
Contentious issues related to options for making modifications in the description of areas meeting the 
EBSA criteria already in the Repository, for describing new areas both within and beyond national 
jurisdiction in places where Regional workshops have already been held, and for removing areas and 
their descriptions from the Repository when a Party no longer feels the area meets EBSA criteria.  
Although the options were all intended to enhance the scientific methodologies and approaches used 
in these activities, issues of jurisdiction and sovereignty could not avoid becoming entangled with 
scientific considerations in the options.   
 
There was also a proposal for the establishment of an informal advisory group to assist the Secretariat 
in the EBSA process but it raised many questions about exactly how such a group would operate.  
Given the polarized views amongst Parties on the complex mix of political and scientific issues, a 
proposal was made to organize an Expert Workshop to sort out these matters, and report back at the 
next SBSTTA meeting for action at the 2018 COP. This, however, encountered some opposition as 
some Parties preferred to continue discussions during the COP, to have a process for at least revision 
of existing EBSA descriptions in place as quickly as possible.  
 
Another issue that caused last minute conflict was the 2nd paragraph in the preamble: “recalling that 
UNCLOS sets out the legal framework within which all activities in the Ocean must be carried out”.  
Turkey had managed to include in the SBSTTA report additional wording restricting the UNCLOS 
mandate to its contracting Parties only. Negotiations on this matter went on until the very last moment 
when a compromise text suggested by South Africa changing “recalling” to “reaffirming” was agreed 
on and the document was adopted by the Plenary.  
 

Invasive Alien Species 
(COP Agenda item 16) 
 
The discussion on this item was particularly productive, and has indeed seen a very visible and 
positive role of IUCN. Invasive alien species were mentioned in the Cancun Declaration among the 
key threats to biodiversity (preamble 3), and also among the key issues to address in fisheries and 
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aquaculture (letter h).  
 

Other scientific and technical issues, including synthetic biology, implications of the 
IPBES assessment on pollinators, and sustainable wildlife management  
(COP Agenda item 17) 
 
Synthetic biology 
 
Synthetic biology is an emerging technology with implications for the Convention on Biological 
Diversity and both of its protocols.  One of the initial challenges in addressing synthetic biology is 
simply defining it.   
 
The proposed definition was one of the key points of discussion at COP, together with the issue of 
taking into account socio-economic considerations related to synthetic biology, and the consideration 
of digital DNA.  The discussions took place over the course of multiple crowded contact group 
sessions, as well as in Working Group and Plenary.   
 
Many countries were dissatisfied with the definition proposed by the AHTEG, primarily because it did 
not comprise the mandated inclusion and exclusion criteria.  In particular, the AHTEG definition could 
be seen as overbroad, potentially encompassing any new biotechnology.  Other countries argued that 
it was important to formally adopt and use the definition, however flawed, in order to progress at the 
national and international levels.   
 
The most contentious issue related to digital sequence information.  Some countries argued that it was 
impossible to regulate digital DNA, and so it should be excluded from the scope of the Convention and 
its Protocols entirely.  Others argued that it should be explicitly included in the scope of the Convention 
and the Nagoya Protocol, because of its significant potential impacts on access and benefit-sharing 
(ABS).  Several countries noted that the problem of digital DNA is not specific to synthetic biology.  As 
a result, this section was broken out and developed into a separate decision on digital sequence 
information on genetic resources (XIII/16).   
 

Guidelines for the sixth national reports, modalities for future editions of the Global 
Biodiversity Outlook and indicators  
(COP Agenda item 19) 
 
This item was addressed in 2 blocks: first were considered guidelines on national reporting and then 
all other items – GBO and IPBES, Indicators for the Strategic Plan and the Aichi Targets, Scientific 
assessment, and Key scientific needs and research.  
 
Guidelines on National Reporting 
 
The main issues addressed by Parties concerned amendments to the template and the deadline for 
submitting 6

th
 national reports.  

 
Bolivia, supported by Brazil, Ecuador and the ICCA Consortium, suggested adding a section to the 
template to appropriately reflect the contribution of indigenous peoples and local communities toward 
the achievement of the Aichi Targets. Other amendments included a proposal by Colombia that a new 
section by added to allow for comments and recommendations to facilitate the reporting and Mexico 
highlighted the need to link efforts towards achieving national targets to efforts to achieve the global 
Aichi Targets. All these proposals were favourably received by many Parties. Concerns were raised by 
the African group regarding the deadline for the submission of the sixth national reports. Several 
Parties requested from the GEF timely and adequate resources especially for developing countries 
and Small Island Developing States if the deadline is to be met. A contact group was established to 
refine the guidelines. 
 
In its position paper, IUCN recommended Parties to include gender considerations in the preparation 
of national reporting guidelines for the 6

th
 national report and this was put forward by the delegation of 

Benin and the Global Forest Coalition.  
 
All other items: GBO & IPBES, Indicators for the Strategic Plan and the Aichi Targets, Scientific 
assessment, and Key scientific needs and research 
 
Remarks mainly dealt with indicators, GBO and IPBES. On indicators, the ICCA Consortium stated 
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that indicators for Target 11 should include OECMs, and Costa Rica suggested 2 generic indicators 
under the same target. GEOBON, UNEP (for BIP), FAO, WWF and IPBES spoke of the need for 
indicators in assessing the trends in biodiversity, their readiness to develop and provide indicators for 
the GBO5, concerns about existing gaps in the current list of indicators and the lack of work on 
biodiversity-related indicators in the SDGs indicators framework. Discussions centred around the text 
of the decision and not on the annex containing the proposed list of indicators. 
 
Many Parties encouraged synergies between GBO5 and IPBES’ regional and global assessments to 
avoid duplication of work, and requested the development of options to address the targets that exhibit 
less progress. Colombia suggested that the decision recognizes the work carried out by the BIP and 
FAO.   
 
 

Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and Benefit-sharing (ABS) 
MOP2 
 

Review of progress towards Aichi Target 16 on the Nagoya Protocol 
(COP MOP 2 Agenda item 5.1) 
 
Recognizing that with the entry into force of the Protocol in 2014 and with many Parties having already 
ratified the Protocol, part of Aichi Target 16 is already met, interventions focused on reporting on 
ratification processes and development of ABS frameworks at the national level. It was clear that there 
are varying degrees of progress between countries and regions and that needs and gaps must be 
addressed with a targeted approach. For instance, the LMMC, with many other Parties supporting, 
stressed the need for financial resources and capacity building for implementation. In its statement, 
IUCN recommended that Parties regularly provide information to the Secretariat on institutional 
structures and legislation, to be shared through the ABS Clearing-House. The full transcript of IUCN’s 
intervention can be found in Annex 2.  
 

Capacity-building and capacity-development (Article 22) 
(COP MOP 2 Agenda item 10) 
 
The Secretariat introduced the progress report on implementation of the Strategic Framework for 
Capacity-Building and Development to support implementation of the Nagoya Protocol.  Some Parties 
expressed concern about the funding needed for the capacity-building framework while others 
stressed the importance of South-South cooperation, peer-to-peer capacity-building and train the 
trainers’ workshops as well as regional workshops. Bolivia generated some discussion when they 
proposed focusing on ABS modalities for non-commercial purposes while Norway did the same when 
they mentioned that the Secretariat should facilitate, but not carry out, capacity-building activities to 
support the ratification and implementation of the Nagoya Protocol. The EU, along IUCN’s position, 
said capacity building should be needs-based and country-driven. In its intervention, IUCN stressed 
that capacity-building should be demand driven, target-group specific, hands-on and complementary 
to other existing efforts and noted the importance of matching the needs and expectations of countries 
with existing resources. IUCN’s language was retained in the final decision. See Section 3 and Annex 
2 for the transcript of this statement.  
 
 

3. Highlights of COP13 and COP-MOP2 Decisions and implications 
for IUCN 

 
The Conference of the Parties adopted a number of decisions that have direct implications for 
IUCN. Some of these decisions explicitly mention IUCN, others make reference or are in line with 
recently adopted IUCN Resolutions, while others, invite international/relevant organizations to 
further work on issues towards the implementation of the Convention and its Strategic Plan for 
Biodiversity 2011-2020. A summary table linking COP Decisions and IUCN references can be found 
in Annex 3.  
 

XIII/1. Progress in the implementation of the Convention and the Strategic Plan for 
Biodiversity 2011-2020 and towards the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets 
 
In Decision XIII/1 the COP notes that most of the NBSAPs developed or revised after 2010 contain 

file:///C:/Users/PenaS/Downloads/cop-13-dec-01-en%20(1).pdf
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targets related to the Aichi Targets, but these do not exhibit a level of ambition and scope 
commensurate with the Aichi Targets. The COP also notes that Targets 17 and 10 were not achieved 
by their target date, that there has been limited progress towards Aichi Targets 14 and 18, and that 
few NBSAPs mention or involve IPLCs. 
 
The COP urges Parties that have not yet done so to update their NBSAPs as soon as possible, and to 
consider the set of indicators for the Strategic Plan and the indicators for the SDGs. In line with IUCN 
recommendations, Parties are encouraged to increase the level of ambition and/or scope of the 
national or regional targets to a level that is commensurate with the Aichi Targets and to integrate the 
targets across different sectors, including the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and the 
SDGs. Furthermore, Parties are encouraged to systematically mainstream gender considerations and 
to include full and effective participation of IPLCs when undertaking activities to update/review their 
NBSAPs.  
 
Although IUCN is not explicitly mentioned in Decision XIII/1, language in the decision is completely in 
line with IUCN’s position and some elements are particularly relevant for its work, namely the call for 
relevant organizations to pursue their efforts to achieve Targets 17 and 10 as soon as possible. Also, 
the COP invites relevant organizations to submit updated information, including on the use of existing 
indicators and datasets on progress towards achieving the Aichi Targets by December 31, 2017 for its 
consideration at the second meeting of the SBI.  
 
The Executive Secretary was requested to work with members of the Biodiversity Indicators 
Partnership (of which IUCN is a partner), and other organisations to prepare a scientific assessment of 
progress towards the Aichi Targets, for which resources should be sought. Further, the Executive 
Secretary was asked to prepare a gap analysis of relationship between the Aichi Targets and SDGs. 
Both analyses are to be prepared for consideration by the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical 
and Technological advice, before COP14.  
 
Finally, the Executive Secretary was requested to prepare for consideration by the Subsidiary Body on 
Implementation at its second meeting, a proposal for a comprehensive and participatory preparatory 
process and timetable for the follow-up to the Strategic Plan 2011-2020. Discussions on the post-2020 
framework have started within IUCN highlighting however the urgency of increasing efforts now to 
implement the current set of targets and the Strategic Plan (IUCN Resolution 6.096 Safeguarding 
space for nature and securing our future: developing a post- 2020 strategy).   
 

XIII/2. Progress towards the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12 
 
Decision XIII/2 welcomes the outcomes of the IUCN World Parks Congress 2014 and notes the 
outcomes of the IUCN World Conservation Congress 2016 in Hawai’i, and particularly commitments 
that had a bearing on enhancing implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020.  It 
also acknowledges the support of partner organizations, for organizing regional capacity-building 
workshops and related activities on achieving Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12. IUCN contributed 
to all six of these regional workshops. 
 
In addition, Decision XIII/2 invites Parties to promote the IUCN Green List of Protected and Conserved 
Areas as a voluntary standard to promote and encourage protected area management effectiveness, 
and to take into account the Standard for the Identification of Key Biodiversity Areas adopted by 
IUCN’s Council when exploring options to protect areas of particular importance for biodiversity and 
ecosystem services, echoing the recently adopted IUCN Resolution 6.041 Identifying Key Biodiversity 
Areas for safeguarding biodiversity. Such activities will enhance progress towards both Aichi Targets 
11 and 12, by improving the effectiveness of Protected Areas as areal conservation means, and 
ensuring that important sites for biodiversity are conserved. 
 
Regarding other aspects of Aichi Target 11, Parties, other Governments and relevant partners are 
invited to undertake a review of experiences on protected areas and other effective area-based 
conservation measures (OECMs), taking into account the work of IUCN and other appropriate expert 
bodies, on measures to enhance their integration into the wider land- and seascapes and on their 
mainstreaming across sectors to contribute, inter alia, to the SDGs and as natural solutions to combat 
climate change. Furthermore, the Executive Secretary is requested to organize, subject to the 
availability of resources, a technical expert workshop to provide scientific and technical advice on 
definition, management approaches and identification of other effective area-based conservation 
measures and their role in achieving Aichi Target 11. In this regard, the WCPA OECM Task Force has 
prepared draft guidance for recognition and reporting of OECMs under Aichi Target 11 that will be 

file:///C:/Users/PenaS/Downloads/cop-13-dec-02-en%20(1).pdf
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made available to Parties through the Executive Secretary. 
 
The decision also invites IUCN and UNEP-WCMC to work with Parties and other Governments to 
update the World Database on Protected Areas and also to contribute to the assessment of progress 
in the implementation of Target 11. 
 
IUCN Resolution 6.030 Recognising and respecting the territories and areas conserved by indigenous 
peoples and local communities (ICCAs) overlapped by protected areas is reflected in Decision XIII/2 
as Parties and, where appropriate, IUCN, the ICCA Consortium and other partners are invited to 
develop voluntary guidance and best practices on identifying and recognizing territories and areas 
conserved by indigenous peoples and local communities, including in situations of overlap with 
protected areas, and their potential contribution to the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets.  
 
Finally, the COP invited the Global Environment Facility and its implementing agencies to facilitate the 
alignment of the development and implementation of protected area and other effective area-based 
conservation measures in its sixth and seventh replenishment cycles with the national actions 
identified in NBSAPs and through the regional workshops for the achievement of Targets 11 and 12, 
with a view to facilitating the systematic monitoring and reporting of the results of those projects as 
they contribute to the implementation of the national action plans for the achievement of Targets 11 
and 12 and other related targets. 
 

XIII/3. Strategic actions to enhance the implementation of the Strategic Plan for 
Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the achievement of the Aichi Targets, including with 
respect to mainstreaming and the integration of biodiversity within and across sectors 
 
With respect to agriculture, Decision XIII/3 encourages Parties, inter alia, to develop, as appropriate, 
policy frameworks for land use that reflect national biodiversity objectives, that inform decision-making 
at different scales and levels of governance to promote sustainable increases in the productivity and 
diversification of production of existing agricultural land and rangeland while enhancing ecosystem 
services and functions, while also protecting, restoring and sustainably using biodiversity and 
promoting connectivity in the landscape; to promote and support sustainable agricultural production; 
and notes the importance of small-scale family farming and pastoralism, in view of their dominance in 
terms of food security and nutrition, poverty reduction, social equity in farming, and biodiversity 
conservation efforts. 
 
The decision includes several items which IUCN could contribute moving forward, both in terms of 
policy influencing and in terms of project work. Regarding policy, IUCN could facilitate the recognition 
of traditional knowledge and the development of policy frameworks which reflect national biodiversity 
objectives, to inform decision-making at multiple scales and levels of governance, both within the 
context of the NBSAPs and the SDGs. 
 
Within its project portfolio, IUCN could enhance or support the sustainable management of ecosystem 
services and functions (i.e. by promoting agro-forestry, participating in the 4 per 1000 initiative on 
carbon in soils, etc.). In pursuing the Hawai’i Commitments, IUCN can also be instrumental in 
convening the various stakeholders to better understand the complexity of agricultural systems, and 
the links between agriculture and biodiversity. In particular, the scientific community was invited to 
strengthen efforts to comminute its research results tools and information to policy makers and to fill 
knowledge gaps identified by the Third Science for Biodiversity Forum, in collaboration with other 
stakeholders.   
 

XIII/4. Biodiversity and climate change 
 
At COP12 in Korea, the first CBD decision addressing the connections between disaster risk reduction 
(DRR) and climate change was adopted (XII/20 Biodiversity and Climate Change and Disaster Risk 
Reduction) giving the CBD Secretariat and IUCN a mandate to work on this issue. Along the same 
lines, through Decision XIII/4 the COP requests the Secretariat to, prepare in collaboration with 
relevant organizations, voluntary guidelines for the design and effective implementation of ecosystem-
based approaches to climate change adaptation and disaster risk reduction, for consideration by the 
SBSTTA prior to COP 14. It also welcomes the Paris Agreement and encourages Parties and other 
Governments to take into account the importance of ensuring the integrity of ecosystems, when 
developing their Nationally Determined Contributions. This decision highlights the contributions of 
ecosystem-based approaches on mitigation and adaptation to climate change, and the role of non-
forest ecosystems, including wetlands and peatlands, among others, in climate change mitigation.  

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-03-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-04-en.pdf
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Since the adoption of Decision XII/20, IUCN has been implementing a capacity development and 
knowledge project called “RELIEF kit” which is funded by Japan Biodiversity Fund and which now 
Decision XIII/4 supports.  
 

XIII/5. Ecosystem restoration: short-term action plan 
 
Parties suggested proposals aiming to highlight, among others, the participation of indigenous people 
and their right to issue prior and informed consent for the implementation of biodiversity activities 
related to ecosystem conservation and restoration. This was reflected in Decision XIII/5, that include 
as well a reference to the advantages of previous lessons learned from restoration activities, and a call 
to promote and strengthen educational systems by including content related to ecosystem restoration 
and raising awareness of its benefits. The latter is of particular relevance to the work the IUCN’s 
Forest Programme  is developing in coordination with the CBD Secretariat to draw links between the 
implementation of various countries’ pledges for FLR. The first deliverable of this work was the 
Information Document prepared for this COP (UNEP/CBD/COP/13/INF/11) ‘Restoration of Forest 
Ecosystems and Landscapes as Contribution to the Aichi Biodiversity Targets’ that provides country-
specific data generated through assessments of opportunities for forest landscape restoration, which 
details on how various restoration actions can contribute to the Aichi Biodiversity Targets in a given 
national context.

4
 In 2017 IUCN and the CBD will undertake further work to promote forest landscape 

restoration as a mechanism that supports the achievement of the Aichi Targets. 
 
It is worth highlighting that the use of native species in restoration activities was also underlined in the 
Decision. Finally, Appendix II (‘Indicative timeline for short-term actions on ecosystem restoration’) 
includes activities during the first one to three years (‘identify drivers of biodiversity loss’, ‘evaluate 
lessons learned from previous ecosystem restoration activities’) and activities from the third to sixth 
year (‘Build the knowledge base on best practices related to ecosystem restoration’) which are of 
particular relevance to IUCN’s work.  
 

XIII/6. Biodiversity and human health 
 
In line with IUCN’s Resolution 6.064 Strengthening cross-sector partnerships to recognise the 
contributions of nature to health, well-being and quality of life, Decision XIII/6 encourages Parties, 
other Governments and relevant organizations to develop integrated metrics, indicators and tools to 
facilitate the analysis, evaluation, monitoring and integration of biodiversity into health strategies, plans 
and programmes and vice-versa, to develop and compile good practice guides, aimed at raising 
awareness and enhancing co-benefits of biodiversity and health, and to promote and support further 
research on health-biodiversity linkages and related socioeconomic considerations, among others. 
This decision also invites Parties and relevant organizations to carry out activities to facilitate dialogue 
between agencies responsible for biodiversity and those responsible for health and to identify 
opportunities for and promote healthy lifestyles and sustainable production and consumption patterns. 
 
The Executive Secretary is requested to collaborate with the World Health Organization and other 
relevant organizations to facilitate the implementation of this decision and to compile information 
received in the process and report back to SBSTTA before the next meeting of the COP.  
 
The outcomes of the 2014 IUCN World Parks Congress demonstrated the significant evidence and 
increasing diversity of policies and practices that connect healthy ecosystems with human health and 
wellbeing. Implementation of Resolution 6.064 will undoubtedly contribute to the application of this 
decision. 
 

XIII/7. Forest Biodiversity: the role of international organizations in supporting the 
achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets 
 
Decision XIII/7 includes reference to REDD+, Article 5 of the Paris Agreement and the International 
Arrangement as one of the instruments where achievement is pivotal to the fulfillment of the Aichi 
Targets. The Decision also refers to ‘green areas in urban spaces, livestock and tourism’, as well as 
‘the impact of the unsustainable use of forest’ as sectors to be taken into account by Parties when 
developing and implementing their forest policy.  
 

                                                      
4
 Document available at : http://bit.ly/2jBKDN6  

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-05-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/c/1889/6715/24ba5f3b1e6a397598bee964/cop-13-dec-06-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-07-en.pdf
http://bit.ly/2jBKDN6
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In this decision, Parties invite the members of the Collaborative Partnership on Forests (IUCN is a 
member of the CPF), in preparing the 2017 – 2030 work plan of the Partnership, to consider ways and 
means of further enhancing their individual and collective contributions to the Aichi Biodiversity 
Targets and support a coordinated approach to the achievement of the forest-related multilateral 
commitments and goals. In addition, the Executive Secretary is requested to strengthen collaboration 
with the members of the Collaborative Partnership on Forests to fully respond to the requests of the 
Conference of the Parties in paragraph 21 of Decision XII/6

5
, to support the implementation of this 

decision, and to report on progress to SBSTTA or SBI, as appropriate, at a meeting prior to COP 14. 
 

XIII/8. Sustainable use of biodiversity: bushmeat and sustainable wildlife management  
 
The Conference of the Parties in Decision XIII/8 reaffirms the role of the Collaborative Partnership on 
Sustainable Wildlife Management (CPW), of which IUCN is a member, in facilitating coordinated work 
on the sustainable use of biodiversity and enhancing synergies among its members. Moreover, it 
encourages Parties and other Governments, as well as relevant organizations, to consider and 
implement the road map for better governance towards a more sustainable bushmeat sector.  
 
Directly relevant to the outcomes of the 2016 IUCN World Conservation Congress, in particular to the 
Hawai’i Commitments (the challenge of ending wildlife trafficking) and Resolution 6.025 Recognising, 
understanding and enhancing the role of indigenous peoples and local communities in tackling the 
illegal wildlife trade crisis, Decision XIII/8, among other things, requests the Executive Secretary, in 
collaboration with other members of the CPW, to elaborate technical guidance for better governance 
towards a more sustainable bushmeat sector taking into account the perspective and knowledge of 
IPLCs in customary sustainable use of biodiversity, to jointly scope and organize a Wildlife Forum 
event to consider and define the priorities for work with respect to sustainable wildlife use and 
management, to continue to support efforts by Parties to combat illicit trafficking in wildlife, and to 
enhance institutional capacities on wildlife conservation and law enforcement, with relevant law 
enforcement bodies such as the members of the International Consortium on Combating Wildlife 
Crime. A progress report is to be considered by SBSTTA and WG8j before COP14. 
 

XIII/12. Marine and coastal biodiversity: ecologically or biologically significant marine 
areas 
 
In Decision XIII/12 it is worth highlighting provisions which reaffirm that the description of areas 
meeting the EBSA criteria is a scientific and technical process, not a political one, and call for options 
that will strengthen the science basis even more, and increase its transparency. This means there is a 
clear expression of the desire by Parties that existing descriptions can be improved as knowledge 
continues to accumulate and new areas can be described as appropriate in a timely manner, without 
necessarily waiting for a full (and expensive) Regional workshop. Other parts of the Decision (e.g. 
paragraph13) also strengthen the scientific basis and transparency of the description of areas meeting 
the EBSA criteria. 
 
In addition, the COP calls for an expert advisory group, allowing the process to have more flexibility 
and develop further as experience with description and uses of areas meeting the criteria 
accumulates; this should be considered another major advance.  
 
Other important elements of the decision include the calls for attention to the many IGOs with marine 
competencies that are being informed by the work on EBSAs to date which shows that the EBSA 
descriptions are not a sterile academic process, but are actually being used as a strong information 
base for better management and conservation. 
 
Importantly, the decision welcomes the training manual to guide the use of traditional knowledge in 
EBSA description, something that is consistent with the attention that many Parties and civil society 
organisations (such as IUCN) give to greater use of indigenous people and local communities’ 
knowledge.  In fact, all these developments are consistent with IUCN objectives to have better balance 
between conservation and sustainable use, better use of science-based processes that also 
acknowledge and use indigenous knowledge.  Moreover the use of EBSA descriptions by IGOs is a 
link between the conservation processes contributing to the descriptions of areas meeting the EBSA 
criteria, and governance processes managing uses of the oceans.  IUCN, including CEM FEG, has 
played a significant role in all the workshops leading up to this Decision. 
 

                                                      
5
 Decision XII/6 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-08-en.pdf
http://foris.fao.org/wfc2015/api/file/55560e24f842363144d618c6/contents/c3d97795-0298-4e6e-8e0f-a3ab183be83b.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-12-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/COP-12/cop-12-dec-06-en.pdf
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XIII/13. Invasive alien species 
 
Through Decision XIII/13  the COP invites Parties, other governments and, as appropriate, standard-
setting bodies recognized by the WTO, and other relevant organizations to adapt, improve or further 
develop tools, including decision support tools, for better development and application of biological 
control programmes against IAS. It also encourages Parties and others when using classical biological 
control to manage already established IAS, to apply the precautionary approach and appropriate risk 
analysis, including the elaboration of contingency plans, taking into account the annexed summary of 
technical considerations, as appropriate. The annexed Summary of Technical Considerations for the 
use of biocontrol agents to manage IAS, prepared by IUCN SSC ISSG, includes sections on: classical 
biological control; precautionary approach and risk assessment and management; planning and 
implementation of biocontrol programmes; post-release monitoring, emergency plan and rapid 
response; decisions on release; and capacity development. The ISSG chair was actively involved in 
the discussions. The resulting Annex will now serve as a basis for a joint IUCN/CBD technical series 
report on Technical Considerations for the use of biocontrol agents to be published later this year.  
 
Importantly, IUCN was mentioned in the Decision a number of times acknowledging the value of its 
work in providing data and knowledge and calling for resources to support its work on IAS. In 
particular, the Decision requests the Executive Secretary and invites Parties and other governments to 
continue providing support and investing in data collation and in the development and circulation of 
new knowledge through IUCN tools (incl. through the GIASI Partnership), explicitly mentioning the 
IUCN GISD and the GRIIS. 
 
Furthermore, it is worth highlighting that Decision XIII/13 expressly “welcomes the work done by the 
experts of the Invasive Species Specialist Group of the International Union for Conservation of Nature 
to develop methodologies for prioritizing the pathways of introduction of invasive alien species as 
presented in the note by the Executive Secretary, invites Parties and other Governments to apply 
these methods, and invites IUCN to complete its work on developing these methodologies, and to 
present them to a future meeting of Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological 
Advice”.  In addition, the COP also “welcomes the Honolulu Challenge on Invasive Alien Species, 
which calls for further urgent action and bold commitments to address biological invasions in order to 
meet Aichi Biodiversity Target 9, as well as relevant commitments by Parties on the control and 
eradication of invasive alien species in the context of the “Cancun Coalitions and Commitments”. 
 

XIII/16. Digital sequence information on genetic resources 
 
Decision XIII/16 puts in place a mechanism to gather information on synthetic biology for review at the 
next COP.  It invites Parties, and other Governments, organizations and stakeholders to submit views 
and relevant information on “potential implications of the use of digital sequence information on 
genetic resources for the three objectives of the Convention”.  It also requests the Executive Secretary 
to commission a fact-finding and scoping study.  Finally, it establishes an AHTEG to consider the 
information collected and submit outcomes to a SBSTTA prior to COP14.  To note, the Nagoya 
Protocol COP MOP 2 adopted a complementary decision, inviting submission of views relevant to the 
Nagoya Protocol and requesting the AHTEG established under XIII/16 to also make a 
recommendation on the potential implications of digital sequence information for the objective of the 
Nagoya Protocol. 
 

XIII/17. Synthetic biology 
 
Decision XIII/17  considers as a useful starting point for the purpose of facilitating scientific and 
technical deliberations under the Convention and its Protocols, the operational definition of synthetic 
biology by the AHTEG on Synthetic Biology whereby “synthetic biology is a further development and 
new dimension of modern biotechnology that combines science, technology and engineering to 
facilitate and accelerate the understanding, design, redesign, manufacture and/or modification of 
genetic materials, living organisms and biological systems”. It also invites Parties to take into account 
appropriate socio-economic, cultural and ethical considerations when identifying the potential benefits 
and adverse effects related to synthetic biology.   
 
It is relevant to highlight IUCN’s recently adopted Resolution 6.086 Development of IUCN policy on 
biodiversity conservation and synthetic biology which includes two particular requests that are worth 
mentioning in the context of Decision XIII/17.  On the one hand, it calls the Director General and 
Commissions “to undertake an assessment, to be completed by 2020, drawing on relevant resources 
and expertise within and outside IUCN, to examine the organisms, components and products resulting 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-13-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-16-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-17-en.pdf
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from synthetic biology techniques and the impacts of their production and use, which may be 
beneficial or detrimental to the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity and associated 
social, economic, cultural and ethical considerations, and to recommend how IUCN, including its 
Commissions and Members, could approach the topic of synthetic biology and engage in on-going 
discussions and deliberations with the synthetic biology community”.  
 
On the other hand,  it “calls upon the Director General and Commissions with urgency to assess the 
implications of Gene Drives and related techniques and their potential impacts on the conservation 
and sustainable use of biological diversity as well as equitable sharing of benefits arising from genetic 
resources, in order to develop IUCN guidance on this topic, while refraining from supporting or 
endorsing research, including field trials, into the use of gene drives for conservation or other purposes 
until this assessment has been undertaken.” Interestingly, during the course of the Cancun 
Conference, this decision by IUCN Membership was referred to by some NGOs as being supportive of 
a “de facto moratorium” on gene drives. It is thus evident that in the process of follow up to its own 
Resolution, IUCN will have to be very clear on how it addresses the various very technical (and 
contentious) elements related to synthetic biology and clearly spells out and communicates its 
evolving policy position.     
 

XIII/18. Article 8(j) and related provisions “Mo’otz Kuxtal voluntary guidelines” and 
XIII/19. Article 8(j) and related Articles: other matters related to the programme of work 
 

Decision XIII/18 on the Voluntary Guidelines For The Development Of Mechanisms, Legislation Or 
Other Appropriate Initiatives To Ensure The “Prior And Informed Consent”,  “Free, Prior And Informed 
Consent”, Or “Approval And Involvement”, Depending On National Circumstances, Of Indigenous 
Peoples And Local Communities

6
 For Accessing Their Knowledge, Innovations And Practices, For 

Fair And Equitable Sharing Of Benefits Arising From The Use Of Their Knowledge, Innovations And 
Practices Relevant For The Conservation And Sustainable Use Of Biological Diversity, And For 
Reporting And Preventing Unlawful Appropriation Of Traditional Knowledge was undoubtedly the most 
controversial of the Article 8j-related decisions. The disagreement between Parties and IPLCs focused 
on: whether Prior Informed Consent (PIC) should be preceded by ‘free’ (FPIC); the potential additions 
of ‘approval and involvement’ and ‘in accordance with national circumstances;’ and the content of 
‘community protocols.’ After intense negotiations a compromise was agreed and the decision’s Annex 
now contains the voluntary Guidelines.      
 

Decision XIII/19 notes the Working Group on Article 8(j) and Related Provisions’ outcomes and 
decides that the topic for the in-depth dialogue to be held at its tenth meeting, should be: “Contribution 
of the traditional knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous peoples and local communities to 
the implementation of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development with particular emphasis on 
conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity.” 
 
Regarding task 15 of the Multi-Year Programme of Work on the Implementation of Article 8(J) and 
Related Provisions: Best-Practice Guidelines for the Repatriation of Indigenous and Traditional 
Knowledge, the Decision, takes note of the development of the Rutzolijirisaxik

7
 Voluntary Guidelines 

for the Repatriation of Traditional Knowledge of Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities Relevant 
for the Conservation and Sustainable Use of Biological Diversity; invites a range of stakeholders to 
submit to the SCBD information on good practices and actions undertaken at various levels and for the 
10

th
 meeting of the WG8(j) to finalise the guidance for adoption at COP14.  

 
Regarding the Glossary of Relevant Key Terms and Concepts to be Used Within the Context of 
Article 8(J) and Related Provisions, the Decision recommends further consideration of the glossary of 
key terms and concepts by the Working Group at its next meeting and requests the Executive 
Secretary to make the draft glossary of key terms and concepts available prior to that meeting, with a 
view to its adoption at COP14. 
 

XIII/20. Resource mobilization 
 
Through Decision XIII/20, Parties agreed to: increase their efforts to achieve the doubling of total 
biodiversity-related international financial resource flows to developing countries; identify funding 
needs, gaps, and priorities, on the basis of the revised NBSAPs and other complementary information, 

                                                      
6
 The use and interpretation of the term “indigenous peoples and local communities” in these Guidelines should refer to 

Decision XII/12 F, paragraph 2 (a), (b) and (c). 
7
 In the local traditional language, Maya Kaqchikel, this expression means “the significance of returning to the place of origin”. 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-18-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-19-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-20-en.pdf
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and to develop and implement their national finance plans for the effective implementation of revised 
NBSAPs; provide technical support and capacity-building for interested and eligible developing country 
Parties, on the identification of funding needs, gaps and priorities, the development and 
implementation of national resource mobilization strategies, and of financial reporting; requests the 
compilation and analysis on how governments, international organizations, business organizations and 
other stakeholders take the voluntary guidelines on safeguards in biodiversity financing mechanisms 
into account when selecting, designing and implementing biodiversity financing mechanisms, and 
when developing instrument-specific safeguards for them, including good practices or lessons learned.  
 
In addition, the Decision also invites Parties, other governments and relevant organizations to consider 
the inclusion of collective action of indigenous peoples and local communities for the conservation and 
sustainable use of biodiversity into the development and implementation of national finance plans for 
the effective implementation of revised NBSAPs. 
 
An interesting area for IUCN’s follow-up could be the application of principles on assessing the 
contribution of collective action of indigenous peoples and local communities and the identification of 
financial tools coming from the private sector (expecting also a better cross-sectoral integration, 
including with respect to agriculture and tourism).   
 

XIII/21. Financial mechanism 
 
In Decision XIII/21, Parties agreed on a four-year outcome-oriented framework of programme priorities 
(2018-2022) for the seventh replenishment of the Global Environment Facility Trust Fund, retiring the 
previous decisions and elements of decisions, as related to the financial mechanism and limited only 
to those provisions related to the financial mechanism.  
 
The Decision also promotes programmatic synergies among the biodiversity-related conventions and 
adopts the terms of reference for the fifth review of the effectiveness of the financial mechanism, 
including for the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety and the Nagoya Protocol on ABS. 
 
On particular themes of IUCN interest, Parties agreed to:provide support for ecosystem restoration 
activities, as well as monitoring processes as appropriate, and integrated where relevant into 
programmes and initiatives for sustainable development, food, water and energy security, job creation, 
climate change mitigation, adaptation, disaster risk reduction, and poverty eradication; continue to 
provide support in a timely manner, based on the expressed needs of Parties, for the development 
and implementation of NBSAPs; facilitate the alignment of the development and implementation of 
protected area and OECMs in its sixth and seventh replenishment periods with the national actions 
identified in NBSAPs and, as appropriate, through the regional workshops for the achievement of 
Targets 11 and 12; provide financial assistance for country-driven projects that address cross-sectoral 
mainstreaming when requested by developing country Parties; and provide financial and technical 
assistance to developing country Parties, indigenous peoples and local communities, particularly 
women within these communities, to raise awareness and to build their capacity relevant to the 
implementation of the guidelines on traditional knowledge, and to develop, as appropriate, community 
protocols or processes for “prior and informed consent” or “free, prior and informed consent”, 
depending on national circumstances, or “approval and involvement”, and fair and equitable benefit-
sharing.  
 
Considering the experience of IUCN on these key areas, it would be important to maintain a close 
follow-up with the GEF National Focal Points for the seventh replenishment of the Global Environment 
Facility Trust Fund, in particular for ecosystem restoration, conservation of threatened species, 
protected areas and ABS and traditional knowledge.  
 

XIII/22. Framework for a communications strategy 
 
Decision XIII/22 welcomes the Framework for a Communications Strategy and notes in its preamble 
“Resolution 93 of the IUCN World Conservation Congress of 2016, “Connecting people with nature 
globally”, and its call to support Aichi Biodiversity Target 1, including through the #NatureForAll 
campaign”. The framework’s component sections are subsequently listed: scope and purpose, goals, 
core messaging, audiences, resources, channels and multipliers. Interestingly, IUCN is mentioned 
several times in the decision.  
 
Under audiences, paragraph 36 specifically says: “The IUCN is a unique organization also. Given its 
role in the creation of the Convention, and its central role in the conservation of nature, it is a key 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-21-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-22-en.pdf
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audience for the Convention, as well as an important multiplier”.  Furthermore, under channels and 
multipliers, IUCN and its Commissions are recognized as key partners for the implementation of the 
strategy (see below) and under events, which represent important communications opportunities, 
IUCN’s meetings (e.g. World Conservation and World Parks Congresses) are equally cited. All these 
provide IUCN with an important mandate for follow-up action. 
 
56 (f) The International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) is a key partner for this communications strategy, as the work 
of the IUCN has been instrumental in the development of the CBD. In addition to messages emerging from the IUCN secretariat, 
there is important work being done by its voluntary commissions, most notably:  

 
(i) The Commission on Education and Communication of IUCN (CEC). The CEC, in collaboration with the 

World Commission on Protected Areas (listed below) has launched the initiative #NatureForAll, which was 
developed in the wake of the International Year for Biodiversity, and the campaigns of “Love not Loss,” and 
“Inspiring a New Generation.” The campaign represents an important vehicle which can transmit messages 
about engagement with biodiversity and nature. The CEC is an important partner for implementation of 
Aichi Biodiversity Target 1;  

(ii) The World Commission on Protected Areas. The WCPA is a partner for the #NatureForAll initiative, but it is, 
above all else, a commission that works to ensure the implementation of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 under 
the CBD. The messaging from the WCPA therefore needs to encourage achievement of the targets for 
protected areas, but it also needs to work on messaging that demonstrates how achievement of this goal 
provides support for a variety of other sustainable development goals;  

(iii) Species Survival Commission. The IUCN red list is an important communications tool to show the status of 
Aichi Biodiversity Target 12;” 

 

XIII/23. Capacity-building, technical and scientific cooperation, technology transfer 
and the clearing-house mechanism 
 
Decision XIII/23 adopts the Short-term Action Plan (2017-2020) to Enhance and Support Capacity-
Building for the Implementation of the Convention and its Protocols, as contained in the annex to the 
decision; requests the Executive Secretary, subject to the availability of resources, to support, facilitate 
or coordinate with other partners, as appropriate, the implementation of activities contained in the 
annex; invites Parties, other Governments and relevant organizations to contribute to the 
implementation of the action plan; and, among others, requests the Executive Secretary, urges 
Parties, and invites other Governments and relevant organizations to promote synergies in 
accordance with decision XIII/24 on cooperation with other conventions and international 
organizations, when facilitating and implementing capacity-building activities. 
 
It is important to note that IUCN (including initiatives and partnerships of which IUCN is member) is 
cited as possible partner in capacity-building activities for the following Aichi Targets: 1, 3, 4, 5, 14 and 
15 (indirectly 7, 11, 12 and 13), 5 and other forest-related targets, 6, 10, 11, 9, 11, 14, 14 and 8, 15, 14 
and 7, 17, cross-cutting activities – gender mainstreaming, national reporting.  
 

XIII/24. Cooperation with other conventions and international organizations 
 
In Decision XIII/24 the COP welcomes the annexed options for enhancing synergies among the 
biodiversity-related conventions at the national level and the annexed road map 2017-2020 for 
enhancing synergies among the biodiversity-related conventions at the international level. It also 
invites the governing bodies of the biodiversity-related conventions to further strengthen cooperation 
and coordination at the global level within their respective mandates and enhance synergies to pursue 
their efforts to align their own strategies with the Strategic Plan and its Aichi Targets; invites Parties to 
identify opportunities to enhance synergies at the local and regional levels, and with others, in 
accordance with their national circumstances, including IPLCs, and NGOs, to implement options for 
action at the national level and to support mainstreaming. 
 
The COP further requests the Secretariat to transmit the roadmap to other conventions through the 
Biodiversity Liaison Group and, in consultation with it, fill gaps in the table, with a view to facilitating 
implementation; and, subject to financial resources, establish an informal advisory group on synergies 
consisting of Party representatives with balanced representation, including regionally, to provide 
advice to the Secretariat, the Bureau and the Biodiversity Liaison Group on further prioritization of 
actions, and implementing the prioritized actions. 
 
The COP also invites the secretariats of the biodiversity-related conventions, their governing bodies, 
as well as representatives of IPLCs, NGOs and other relevant international organizations, to 
undertake, where appropriate and subject to the availability of resources, the priority actions; and calls 
on the Biodiversity Liaison Group, in close collaboration with UNEP, the UN Educational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organization (UNESCO), FAO, the UN Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD), 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-23-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-24-en.pdf
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UNDP, and IUCN, to continue to strengthen its work to enhance coherence and cooperation among 
the biodiversity-related conventions, including in implementing the Strategic Plan. It this decision, the 
COP further invites Parties to identify opportunities to enhance synergies at the local and regional 
levels, including with respect to sites with multiple international designations; this is completely in 
accordance with IUCN’s Resolution 6.037 “Harmonising the integrated management of overlapping 
Ramsar sites, World Heritage sites, Biosphere Reserves and UNESCO Global Geoparks”.   
 
Having followed this agenda item closely over the past years, followed the negotiations and 
participated in the contact group during this COP, IUCN must take advantage of the good working 
relationship (and in some cases a defined role) it enjoys vis-à-vis the biodiversity-related conventions, 
to continue to support the synergies agenda. This Decision clearly represents an opportunity for IUCN 
to further collaborate and put forward concrete measures in follow-up to the options for enhancing 
synergies presented.  
 

XIII/25. Modus Operandi for the Subsidiary Body on Implementation (SBI) 
 
A modus operandi for the newly established SBI was adopted by Parties through Decision XIII/25. The 
SBI will continue to function under the Conference of the Parties, to review progress towards the 
implementation of the Convention and its Strategic Plan, and will continue to identify strategic actions 
and provide guidance to Parties and partners, to enhance implementation. 
 
IUCN can play an important role, working with partners such as the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership, 
to provide independent analysis of implementation at the national and particularly at the global level, 
and to make such analysis available to the Executive Secretary and Parties in a timely manner for 
consideration at meetings of the SBI. 
 

XIII/27. National reporting 
 
Through Decision XIII/27, the Executive Secretary is requested to make available to Parties the 
guidelines and templates by 31 March 2017, and Parties are invited to submit their sixth national 
reports by December 31 2018, taking into account preparations for the GBO5.  
 
Furthermore, the Executive Secretary is requested to develop proposals for the alignment of national 
reporting under the Convention and its Protocols, taking into account among other things, 
synchronized reporting cycles for the Convention and its Protocols with common deadlines for the 
submission of reports after COP15/CP COP-MOP 10/NP COP-MOP4. In addition, the Executive 
Secretary is also requested, in collaboration with the secretariats of other biodiversity-related 
conventions, to explore options to enhance synergies on national reporting among these conventions. 
 
Of particular relevance for IUCN is the invitation to Parties, other Governments and relevant 
organizations to provide, including through the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership (BIP), support for 
developing countries in the preparation of their sixth national reports, in particular regarding the 
development of indicators and the use of scientifically sound data. In this regard, IUCN and partners 
could continue promoting the IBAT tool and work in collaboration with the CBD Secretariat to organize 
capacity-building activities to support countries.  
 

XIII/28. Indicators for the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the Aichi 
Targets 
 
IUCN has been actively involved in the development of the list of indicators for the Strategic Plan for 
Biodiversity 2011-2020, including through the development of many of the indicators themselves, and 
through its affiliation to the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership (BIP), participation in the Ad Hoc 
Technical Expert Group on Indicators and providing peer review comments. Furthermore, IUCN’s 
messages and proposals for the inter-sessional meetings of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, 
Technical and Technological Advice (SBSTTA19 and SBSTTA20) were largely incorporated in the 
recommendations under consideration at this meeting.  
 
Decision XIII/28 welcomed rather than endorsed the proposed list of indicators, as one Party 
expressed concern about indicators for Aichi Targets 3 and 15 due to inadequate focus on trend in 
carbon stocks and REDD+ strategies. Parties agreed that the list of indicators are the framework for 
assessing progress towards the Aichi Targets at the global level, and decided to keep the list of 
indicators under review in order to accommodate comments and new indicators. The important 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-25-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-27-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-28-en.pdf
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contributions to the development of indicators by members of the BIP were also welcomed and further 
collaboration and continued support for work on indicators, including in the preparation of the GBO5 
was encouraged. Importantly, the COP emphasized the advantages of aligning the indicators for the 
Strategic Plan and those of the SDGs to avoid duplication of datasets and approaches, thus 
contributing to enhancing synergies and the mainstreaming of the Aichi Targets into other international 
processes.  
 
Finally, this decision welcomed the report of the Expert Meeting on Improving Progress Reporting and 
Working towards Implementation of Aichi Target 6 which includes a framework of actions and 
indicators to accelerate, monitor and report on progress towards the achievement this target, and was 
the outcome of a FAO-CBD meeting convened by IUCN CEM Fisheries Expert Group (FEG) in Rome 
in February 2015.  
 
It is important that, as the BIP expands to address identified gaps in indicators, IUCN continues to be 
an active participant in the discussions, and continues to contribute to peer review processes and 
provide technical support where needed. This is all the more relevant as preparations for the GBO5 
begin (Decision XIII/29), and focus slowly but surely shifts towards the follow-up of the Strategic Plan 
for Biodiversity (Decision XIII/1). As in the case with indicators for Aichi Target 6 where 
IUCN/CEM/FEG played a convenor role, IUCN could further explore options to leverage the 
comparative advantage that is its convening power.  
 

XIII/29. GBO and IPBES 
 
In Decision XIII/29, Parties decided to initiate preparations on the fifth edition of the Global Biodiversity 
Outlook (GBO5), imparted guidance on the information the GBO5 should provide and include, and 
listed where the best available scientific information should be drawn upon, including information from 
global indicators, and among others, information from relevant organizations. Importantly for IUCN and 
its programme of work, GBO5 will include an analysis of the contribution of progress towards the Aichi 
Biodiversity Targets to the SDGs. The Executive Secretary is requested to prepare a work plan and 
proposed budget for consideration by the SBSTTA at a meeting prior to COP14.  
 
Regarding IPBES, the COP welcomes the methodological assessment of scenarios and models of 
biodiversity and ecosystem services and the Summary for Policy Makers and recognizes the 
relevance of this assessment for work under the convention and in particular for the GBO5. In the 
decision, the scientific community is invited to address key gaps that have been identified in the 
assessment regarding methods for modelling the impacts of drivers and policy interventions on 
biodiversity and ecosystem services and to develop practical and effective approaches to evaluating 
and communicating levels of uncertainty associated with scenarios and models, as well as tools for 
applying those approaches to assessments and decision-making. 
 
IUCN should continue its efforts to ensure uptake and use of the knowledge products mobilised 
against IUCN standards into the IPBES assessments. In addition, IUCN should be planning to engage 
into the preparation of GBO5 directly and through its affiliation to the BIP given the decision that it will 
based in a range of sources.   
 

XIII/30. Scientific assessment of progress towards selected Aichi Biodiversity Targets 
 
Decision XIII/30 requests the Executive Secretary, in collaboration with members of the Biodiversity 
Indicators Partnership to prepare for consideration by SBSTTA at a meeting prior to COP14 updated 
scientific assessments of progress towards Aichi Targets, focusing in particular on those targets on 
which the least progress has been made and making use of available data and the indicators listed in 
SBSTTA recommendation XX/13, as well as other information sources used for the GBO4.  
 
IUCN should continue to provide information on targets where it has recognized lead, such as Aichi 
Targets 9, 11, 12 and will work actively with the Executive Secretary to develop the scientific analysis 
of progress towards these particular Targets.  
 

XIII/31. Key scientific and technical needs related to the implementation of the 
Strategic Plan and related research 
 
There were not significant modifications to the recommendation under consideration (SBSTTA XIX/2). 
It is worth highlighting the request that the Executive Secretary develops, through the Liaison Group of 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-29-en.pdf
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Biodiversity-related Conventions and in collaboration with other relevant organizations, actions for an 
enhanced collaborative framework to guide the work of the conventions and their partners and to 
assist Parties in meeting Aichi Target 12, and to submit the actions to SBSTTA at a meeting prior to 
the fourteenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties. IUCN should keep a watching eye on the 
development of the collaborative framework to guide Parties in meeting Aichi Target 12, where IUCN 
has a recognized lead. 
 
In addition, Decision XIII/31 invites Parties and relevant organizations to further promote open-access 
to biodiversity-related data and transparency in the development of derive metrics and to consider the 
voluntary guidance annexed to the decision. IUCN welcomes the voluntary guidance and as part of the 
efforts to improve accessibility to data and information should promote or campaign for the use of 
some of its knowledge products, such as ECOLEX and via its Integrated Biodiversity Assessment Tool 
(IBAT), specifically the Country Profiles reports. 

 

Nagoya Protocol on ABS 
 
NP 2/1. Review of progress towards Aichi Biodiversity Target 16 on the Nagoya 
Protocol 
 
Along IUCN’s position (and intervention from the floor), Decision NP/2/1 urges Parties to the Nagoya 
Protocol to take further steps towards the effective implementation of the Nagoya Protocol, including 
by establishing institutional structures, and legislative, administrative or policy measures for 
implementing the Nagoya Protocol and to make all relevant information available to the Access and 
Benefit-sharing Clearing-House. 
 

NP 2/8. Measures to assist in capacity-building and capacity development (Article 22) 
 
Through Decision NP/2/8, the COP-MOP decides that the Informal Advisory Committee (of which 
IUCN is a member) will hold at least one meeting and online consultations to complete its mandate 
and report to COP-MOP 3 in 2018. The COP-MOP also invites Parties and others to: enhance 
communication, coordination and collaboration among existing capacity-building initiatives on ABS; 
and make use of the tools developed to assess their capacity-building and development needs. The 
COP-MOP further requests the Secretariat to carry out, subject to the availability of funds, capacity-
building activities to support the ratification and implementation of the NP; and prepare, in consultation 
with the informal advisory committee, elements for the evaluation of the strategic framework for 
consideration by COP-MOP 3. 
 
Decision NP 2/8 is particularly relevant for IUCN. The language of its preamble is practically a 
transcript of IUCN’s position and intervention from the floor (see Annex 2) and it specifically 
recognizes IUCN’s contribution to the advancement of this agenda. Below are the relevant parts of the 
decision which mirror IUCN’s language.  
 
Recognizing that capacity-building to support the implementation of the Nagoya Protocol should be demand-driven, targeted, 
hands-on and complementary to other existing efforts,  
 
Noting the importance of matching the needs and expectations of countries with existing resources,  
 
Recognizing that partnerships among various actors working in support of the Protocol are essential to promoting a holistic 
approach to the implementation of the Protocol,  
 
Welcoming the contribution of various organizations and initiatives, including the ABS Capacity Development Initiative, the 
International Development Law Organization, the International Union for Conservation of Nature, the United Nations 
Development Programme, the United Nations Environment Programme and others, to the development of capacity on access 
and benefit-sharing,… 

 
IUCN should continue to engage in capacity-building activities in support of the implementation of the 
Strategic Framework as appropriate and building from on-going projects and efforts in particular at the 
regional level (i.e. The GEF ABS project in the Caribbean lead by ORMACC).  
 

4. Parallel events  
 

In addition to the formal negotiating sessions, a series of forums and parallel events were held in 
Cancun. These events included the High-level segment, the Business and Biodiversity Forum, the 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-31-en.pdf
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Civil Society and Youth Forum, the Science and Biodiversity Forum, and the Summit for Cities and 
Sub-national Authorities. This section includes a brief account of IUCN’s participation at these parallel 
meetings.  
 

High-level Ministerial Segment  
 
Contrary to the practice in CBD-COP processes so far, the High-level segment was organized by the 
Government of Mexico in collaboration with the Secretariat before the start of the Conference on 2-3 
December. The HLS set the scene for the COP and aimed at providing the necessary impetus to 
make progress on specific issues, discussed challenges and opportunities. The central theme chosen 
by the host country was “Mainstreaming Biodiversity for Well-being” focusing on sectoral and cross-
sectoral policies, particularly in the sectors of agriculture, forestry, fisheries and tourism. The focus on 
mainstreaming aims to reduce, prevent and mitigate the negative impacts of the activities of these 
sectors on biodiversity and promote the positive ones so as to ensure that healthy and resilient 
ecosystems continue to provide essential services for human well-being and for the planet. Ministers 
of Environment as well as from this other four sectors and high-level representatives were invited to 
take part.  
 
The HLS was structured in an initial opening plenary, followed by parallel sectorial discussion round 
tables charged with looking at challenges and opportunities for mainstreaming biodiversity, and 
conditions to facilitate biodiversity mainstreaming in the four targeted sectors.  A closing plenary was 
then held to consider and adopt the main output that had been envisaged for the HLS, namely, the 
Cancun Ministerial Declaration. 
 
The HLS was well attended with several ministers present in Cancun, though the agriculture sector 
was less well represented than the other three sectors. This clearly shows that there is still a need for 
the biodiversity community and the agriculture community to engage each other, especially when one 
takes into account the fact that around 80% of biodiversity loss has agriculture or land use change 
linked to agriculture as the main underlying driver. 
 
IUCN was represented in the HLS by the Director General who was a panellist in the opening plenary 
and she intervened also in some of the parallel round tables. In her intervention at the opening plenary 
the Director General, Inger Andersen, recognized the importance of this “special edition” of the COP of 
biodiversity involving key economic sectors and urged Parties to "intensify their efforts to integrate 
biodiversity through the implementation of national strategies and action plans by all stakeholders". 
She also stressed the message that more efforts are needed in action plans, where mainstreaming 
biodiversity into different sectors is a must, and also in terms of communicating the many win-win 
options for conserving biodiversity: wins for agriculture, for economies, for climate and for poverty 
reduction and resilience. 
 
Importantly, during the HLS, New Zealand made a statement offering to take a global lead on invasive 
species issues in support of the Honolulu Challenge. New Zealand’s move was followed by the United 
Kingdom that announced during the closing plenary of COP an official commitment to the Honolulu 
Challenge, (to spend £2.75 million on assisting its Overseas Territories to develop biosecurity 
measures and undertake eradications). 
 
The Director General was accompanied by Grethel Aguilar and Cyrie Sendashonga at the HLS. They 
attended the plenary sessions and followed the discussions in the parallel round tables.  
 
High-Level Session on Forests 
 
Director General Inger Andersen was given the floor on behalf of IUCN, making a contribution in the 
following messages: i) the need to build synergies, “Less about mainstreaming biodiversity into 
forestry sector, than about nature based solutions for multiple benefits -including for biodiversity- 
across sectors”; ii) Forest Landscape Restoration as a nature based solution to deliver on Aichi 
targets; iii) The Bonn Challenge as a way to increase recognition of value of restoration is reflected in 
commitments for biodiversity; and iv) The opportunity was taken to congratulate Brazil, who 
announced during this session its contribution to the Bonn Challenge with 12 million hectares. 
 
The main outcome of the HLS, the Cancun Declaration can be found here.  
 

 

https://www.cbd.int/conferences/2016/cop-13-hls/documents
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Business and Biodiversity Forum  

 
The Forum was organized in parallel with the HLS on 2-3 December. The Forum, hosted by the CBD 
Secretariat and the Government of Mexico, focused on the mainstreaming of biodiversity within 
productive sectors, including agriculture, forestry, fisheries and tourism, as well as in cross-sectoral 
policies such as development and economic planning processes. Other important issues relevant for 
businesses that were addressed include natural capital accounting and financing, examining the links 
between climate change and biodiversity, and supply chain policies.  
 
IUCN, represented by Director General Inger Andersen and Giulia Carbone, attended the Forum. 
Around 300 delegates (some also attending the HLS), from a wide diversity of sectors (banking, 
automotive, beauty products, food and beverage, and industry associations) participated alongside 
many NGOs (including Conservation International, BirdLife, ProNatura, Kew). 
 
The meeting was structured around a number of parallel sessions which included Natural Capital 
Accounting; Climate, Biodiversity and Business; Financing Solutions; Access and Benefit Sharing; 
Supply Chains and Sustainable Production and Consumption; Partnerships and Other Innovative 
Approaches for Biodiversity Conservation and sectoral discussions on Agriculture, Fisheries, Tourism 
and Forestry. Interestingly some of the break-out sessions mirrored the sessions of the HLS, but 
unfortunately there was no apparent coordination between the 2 events.  
 
Inger Andersen spoke during the first plenary, opened by Peter Seligmann, Conservation International.  
Giulia Carbone was invited to chair one of the break-out sessions on the second day. In her 
intervention during the first plenary, the Director General highlighted the need to scale up CBD’s efforts 
to engage the business sector in mainstreaming biodiversity in their operations, urging business to take 
action. IUCN´s contribution could be summarized in key aspects such as: Generate “return on 
investment” for conservation, and the need to provide reliable data and tools to support decision 
makers including in the private sector taking better informed decisions about biodiversity related issues 
in their value chain, and to report on their progress. The Director General had a chance to summarise 
IUCN’s priorities and main conclusions stemming from the IUCN World Conservation Congress.  
 
During this event, IUCN Director General had also a chance to meet, together with Grethel Aguilar, with 
the president of CEMEX, Mexico, Juan Romero, and with the sustainability director of CEMEX, Vicente 
Saiso. IUCN also organised a side event during Forum to present and discuss the Global Standard for 
the Identification of Key Biodiversity Areas to business partners and more particularly to launch the 
consultation of the Guiding Principles and Recommendations for Business Operating in and around 
Key Biodiversity Areas. Mark Zimsky of the GEF chaired the session and there were speakers from 
WCPA (Nigel Dudley) introducing KBAs; BirdLife International (Charlie Butt) describing application of 
an Important Bird Area in collaboration with a business partner in Mexico; and of IUCN (Giulia 
Carbone), who introduced the KBA Principles and Recommendations. The meeting was well attended; 
there was a lively discussion and several additional business groups agreed to take part in the 
consultation process. It is important to eensure that companies and other stakeholders expressing 
interest in the principles receive copies of the Guiding Principles and provide feedback.  
 
The highlight of the BBF was the signing by business leaders of the Business and Biodiversity Pledge 
to convey their commitment in biodiversity conservation and sustainable use. So far, the pledge has 
been signed by 100 + organizations.  
 
The BBF was a good opportunity for IUCN to position itself among business representatives as a key 
player in the CBD negotiations (especially thanks to the participation of Inger in the opening session).   
 

Forum of Civil Society and Youth Alliances for Biodiversity Mainstreaming to 
Wellbeing 
 
This event took place from 28-30 November. The forum provided a space to understand how NGOs 
are developing alliances for achieving the Aichi Biodiversity Targets and the SDGs. It also promoted 
the development of youth talent on biodiversity conservation and management.  IUCN was 
represented at this event by the Regional Director of the IUCN Regional Office for Mexico, Central 
America and the Caribbean (ORMACC) who participated as a speaker. The Forum was attended by 
147 civil society and youth organizations. A statement was issued in which civil society organizations 
called on the Parties to realize the right to integral and sustainable development and to integrate 

https://www.cbd.int/business/pledges.shtml
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biodiversity into policies, programs and government actions in all productive sectors. IUCN was also 
invited to form part of the Forum’s closing ceremony. 

 
3rd Science for Biodiversity Forum  

 
The Science Forum took place from 1-2 December. The forum served as a meeting place to share 
knowledge, approaches and initiatives for mainstreaming biodiversity among scientists, policy-makers 
and other stakeholders specifically influencing sectors such as agriculture, fisheries, forestry and 
tourism. Following the same theme of the other parallel events, the Forum focused on mainstreaming 
biodiversity and sustainability for well-being, promoting discussions on the challenges and solutions 
while providing an open dialogue to enhance technical and scientific cooperation for the replication of 
best practices and capacity-building on mainstreaming. It is however unfortunate that this forum, which 
gathered academics and members of the scientific community who have a lot to contribute to the 
discussions on the implementation of the Strategic Plan from a scientific and technical point of view, 
took place in the Cancun Convention Centre, away from the main Conference venue, and days before 
the official meetings started.  
 
IUCN was represented by Sonia Peña Moreno (GPU), who was invited to chair the first panel 
discussion which portrayed examples of mainstreaming biodiversity, sustainability and sectors. Marc 
Hockings (WCPA) also participated in the Forum.  
 

5th Global Biodiversity Summit for Cities and Subnational Governments  
 
The 5th Global Biodiversity Summit of Cities and Subnational Governments, which took place from 9-
11 December, focused on ways to mainstream biodiversity as part of development planning. Co-
organized by ICLEI - Local Governments for Sustainability in partnership with the Secretariat of the 
Convention on Biological Diversity, SEMARNAT, CONABIO and ANAAE, the summit marked a 
decade of cooperation between nations and local and subnational governments on biodiversity and 
nature-based solutions. According to the Executive Secretary of the CBD many decisions relevant to 
biodiversity are taken at local and subnational level. 
 
The CBD will launch a project that focuses on the nexus biodiversity and urban growth, assessing risk 
factors and capacity needs for cities to ensure sustainable use of ecosystems and natural resources. 
Mexico is a good example, besides the national biodiversity strategy and action plan, there are 9 state 
biodiversity strategies and a strategy for Mexico City. 
 
The key outcome of the summit was the Quintana Roo Communiqué on Mainstreaming Local and 
Subnational Biodiversity Action, which was submitted for consideration to nations that have signed 
onto the Convention on Biological Diversity. The communiqué highlights priority focus areas that will 
enable local and subnational governments to contribute to global biodiversity targets, known as the 
Aichi Biodiversity Targets. It specifically calls on nations and partners to: Increase and unlock 
collaboration and enabling frameworks for and by local and subnational governments and their 
networks; Accelerate their efforts to build capacity and transfer scientific knowledge transfer through 
technical and financial support to local and subnational governments; Strengthen communication and 
information exchange and engagement between the scientific community, local and subnational 
governments and citizens; and Ensure the contribution of science and research is based on, and 
tailored to, subnational and local needs and priorities.  
 
IUCN contributed in various ways to the Summit. Trevor Sandwith (GPAP) presented in the plenary 
opening session how nature can contribute to addressing the calamities occurring on our planet, in 
particular health-related challenges, highlighting the outcomes of the Parks for the Planet Forum on 
“Nature, Health and a New Urban Generation”. Connecting people with nature and engaging with the 
health industry is important in order to promote sustainable urban and rural planning.  
 
Mike Wong, Vice-Chair of IUCN WCPA North America was one of the speakers in a parallel session 
on the benefits of nature for health and wellbeing in cities. This session was chaired by Chantal van 
Ham (EURO). This session was an inspiring exchange on obstacles and opportunities to restoring the 
connections between people and nature, and the integration of these connections within conservation 
strategies. 
 
Chantal van Ham gave a presentation during another parallel session focusing on the need to create 
more awareness for the value of natural capital, highlighting the important contribution that local and 

http://cbc.iclei.org/5th-global-biodiversity-summit-cities-subnational-governments/#%21
https://s3.amazonaws.com/ss-usa/companies/MzawMDE2MjY1BAA/uploads/Quintana_Roo_Communique_2.pdf?utm_medium=email&sslid=M7G0sDQ1NzU0NwIA&sseid=MzQ1NjQ1MTCxMAEA&jobid=ebfda653-6707-4a6f-8989-8101057a4182
https://s3.amazonaws.com/ss-usa/companies/MzawMDE2MjY1BAA/uploads/Quintana_Roo_Communique_2.pdf?utm_medium=email&sslid=M7G0sDQ1NzU0NwIA&sseid=MzQ1NjQ1MTCxMAEA&jobid=ebfda653-6707-4a6f-8989-8101057a4182
https://www.cbd.int/sp/targets/
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regional governments can make to the Aichi targets and other important initiatives such as the Bonn 
Challenge. She also presented an overview of the World Environmental Hubs initiative, which seeks to 
raise awareness of nature’s value and its importance for urban regions and give recognition to sub-
national achievements related to mainstreaming and implementing Nature-based Solutions.  
 
The Summit provides an important platform for engaging local and subnational governments in the 
global biodiversity process. During a rich variety of plenary, parallel and roundtable sessions, 
delegates discussed issues such as the role of local and subnational governments in the new global 
development agenda and the opportunities to finance local biodiversity initiatives.  
 Several new initiatives were announced during the Summit, including:  A Global Community for Local 
& Regional Action for Nature, Nature for All by IUCN, a Biodiversity Learning Platform for Subnational 
Governments by nrg4SD, a Wetland City Accreditation of the Ramsar Convention by Ramsar & WWF 
and a Partnership between ICLEI-Local Governments for Sustainability and World Urban Parks 
(WUP). 

 
5. Side-events and other events  
 
IUCN organized and co-organized a significant number of side events and other events and meetings. 
IUCN delegates were also invited to take part in a good number of events including at the Rio 
Conventions Pavilion and the Communications, Education and Public Awareness Fair (CEPA Fair).  
 
Details of the various events organized by IUCN, and in which IUCN participated both within and 
outside the conference venue over the 2-week duration of the COP/MOPs can be seen at: 
http://www.iucn.org/sites/dev/files/iucn_events_at_cop13.pdf 
 

Rio Conventions Pavilion  
 
The Pavilion took place from 4-17 December in conjunction with the COP and MOPs.  
 
The Biodiversity and Climate Change Day was held on 6 December.  Its objectives were to discuss 
the links between biodiversity and climate change, including the role of conservation and restoration of 
ecosystems for climate change adaptation and mitigation; to share knowledge on, and exchange 
experiences with, ecosystem-based approaches to climate change adaptation and disaster risk 
reduction; and to provide opportunities to exchange on ways for promoting ecosystem-based 
approaches in the context of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, the Paris Agreement and 
the Sustainable Development Goals. 
 

IUCN’s Director of Policy and Programme, Cyrie Sendashonga, took part in a lunch time session 
entitled “Opportunities for promoting ecosystem-based approaches to climate mitigation and 
adaptation in light of the Paris Agreement and the Sustainable Development Goals” which involved 
also panellists representing the GEF Secretariat, the European Commission, UNDP and the Executive 
Secretary of the CBD. In her intervention, she highlighted the emphasis put by IUCN’s recently held 
Congress on this topic which is also reflected in the manner in which IUCN’s Programme 2017-2020 
has been designed to contribute to the achievement of the SDGs and the implementation of the Paris 
Climate Change Agreement. 
 
IUCN also organized a side event during this day to showcase progress made in connecting the 
climate change and DRR agendas, by launching a global synthesis report on biodiversity and Eco-
DRR in collaboration with the Ministry of Environment of Japan and the Government of Mexico who 
will host the UNISDR Global Platform Meeting in 2017. The side event was well attended and well 
covered by IISD news service and twitter. 
 
IUCN co-organized the “Launch of the Ecosystem-based Adaptation Portal on the PANORAMA of 
Solutions for a Healthy Planet” together with GIZ, our partners in the Blue Solutions and PANORAMA 
platform. It was gratifying to see the interest in this new online platform, the functionality of the new 
website and the growth in the partnership with GIZ. Trevor Sandwith spoke about the new 
management partnership between IUCN and GIZ as well as the learning theory of change regarding 
developing and disseminating insights from situations in the field to other areas of practice. 
 
On 12 December, IUCN participated in the programme for the Protected Areas Day. Trevor Sandwith 
joined CBD Executive Secretary, UNDP, GIZ and other partners to set the scene for the day which 

https://www.iucn.org/theme/forests/our-work/forest-landscape-restoration/bonn-challenge
https://www.iucn.org/theme/forests/our-work/forest-landscape-restoration/bonn-challenge
http://www.iucn.org/sites/dev/files/iucn_events_at_cop13.pdf
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focussed on the priorities emanating from the Regional Workshops on Capacity Building to achieve 
Aichi Targets 11 and 12. In the closing session, all of the partners in the effort to enhance progress on 
the Target were invited to join and commit to further cooperation in the remaining years of the 
Strategic Plan. 
 
IUCN, represented by Maggie Roth from the Global Gender Office, took part in the half-day session 
entitled Mainstreaming Gender Equality and Social Inclusion on 14 December, where it promoted 
IUCN’s approach to gender-responsive action plans, specifically Climate Change Gender Action Plans 
(ccGAPs), and supported breakout discussions on relevant themes. 
 

CEPA Fair  

 
The CEPA Fair run from 4-17 December in conjunction with the COP and MOPs. 
 
On 5 December, the UN Decade for Biodiversity Day was organized at the CEPA Fair. This was a 
full one day event with the theme “Mainstreaming Biodiversity – Be the change in all parts of the world” 
organized by the IUCN Japan National Committee/Japan Committee for UNDB, the CBD Secretariat, 
the Ministry of Environment of Japan and other partners with the objective of using the occasion to 
focus on and showcase the utilization and promotion of the UNDB at the global, national and local 
levels. Cyrie Sendashonga participated on behalf of IUCN in the concluding session made of high 
level speakers whose role was to inspire the future by renewing commitment for the UNDB. In her 
intervention, she insisted on the imperative to make substantial progress towards achieving the Aichi 
Targets by 2020 as an indispensable building block in the road towards the achievement of the 2030 
Agenda for Sustainable development and the SDGs given the fact that biodiversity considerations and 
in particular several of the Aichi Targets are reflected in many of the SDGs. 

 

Side events 
 
Brief highlights of some side events in which IUCN participated are included below. Possible follow-up 
actions are identified in some cases.  

 
Contribution of the Nagoya Protocol to the Sustainable Development Goals, 5 December 
Co-organized by UNDP, UNEP, GEF, the ABS Capacity Development Initiative and IUCN, this event 
sought to create awareness about the contribution of ABS projects to the implementation of SDGs, to 
present an overview of the global portfolio of ABS projects currently under design and implementation 
that contribute to the SDGs and to underscore the current impact of ABS projects on SDGs. Opened 
by the Executive Secretary of CBD, the event gathered a good number of high-level representatives 
and ministers who spoke about efforts at the national level to advance on the implementation of the 
Nagoya Protocol and provided examples of the challenges faced as countries start preparing for the 
application of the SDGs at the national level. Sonia Peña Moreno (IUCN, GPU) closed the event 
providing a summary of main points made and stressing the need for synergies at national and 
international level to advance common conservation and sustainable development goals.  
 
Agriculture’s Role in Transforming the Food System to Safeguard the Global Commons 
Building on the GEF/IUCN Our Global Commons international dialogue in Washington DC in October, 
and the GEF/IUCN/WBCSD event at COP22 in Marrakech, this brought together a multi-sectoral panel 
to discuss options for radically transforming our food systems in order to protect our planet and 
produce enough nutritious food for all.  
 
Towards Implementation of Aichi Target 13 in Mexico: Maize and its wild relatives, 5 December  
During this side event within the framework of the Cancun Coalitions for Enhanced Implementation, 
Mexico and Peru presented the Coalition “Towards the Implementation of Aichi Target 13 in Centers of 
Origin of Food and Agriculture Crops”. The project lead by IUCN Species Programme “Safeguarding 
Mesoamerican crop wild relatives” funded by the Darwin Initiative was invited to join the Coalition 
because of the relevance of the expected results towards the implementation of Target 13. This 
collaboration was announced here, and other countries participating in the Darwin Project have shown 
interested in joining the coalition. 
 
Other Effective Area-Based Conservation Measures, 6 December  
IUCN co-organized the event with the SCBD. It was chaired by Kathy MacKinnon and featured the 
presentations by Harry Jonas, who provided an overview and update on the work of the IUCN-WCPA 
Task Force on OECMs;  Julia Miranda, who presented on Colombia’s approach to OECMs and 
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Claudio Maretti, who set out the opportunities and potential challenges of OECMs in Brazil. After a 
Q&A, Trevor Sandwith closed the meeting with a summation of the key issues. 
 
Advancing the Nagoya Protocol in the Caribbean Region, 6 December 
Hosted by IUCN ORMACC in collaboration with UNEP, the side event presented some of the 
outcomes of the GEF Project "Advancing the Nagoya Protocol in countries on the Caribbean Region".  
Johan Robinson chief of UNEP Biodiversity Unit and Grethel Aguilar from ORMACC participated in the 
side event. The overview of the Project, case studies on bioprospecting in the region, a Caribbean 
perspective about ABS legislation and lessons learnt were part of the topics developed during the 
event. Dr. Helena Jeffrey-Brown representative of the Ministry of Health and the Environment of 
Antigua and Barbuda announced during the event that the country’s instrument of ratification of the 
Nagoya Protocol had been sent by the government of Antigua and Barbuda to the United Nations. 
https://www.facebook.com/UICN-México-América-Central-y-el-Caribe-495708757199181/?fref=tsi.  
 
Restoring Forest Ecosystems, 6 December  
ORMACC organized the event "Restoring Forest Ecosystems and Landscapes: Examples of Country 
Leadership and Progress in Achieving Aichi Targets," in conjunction with IUCN's Global Forest and 
Climate Change Program. During the side event, examples of Forest Landscape Restoration initiatives 
from Brazil, El Salvador, Guatemala and Mexico were shown; all these countries are members of the 
Bonn Challenge, a global effort to restore 150 million hectares of deforested and degraded lands by 
2020 and 350 million hectares by 2030. 
 
In this side event, Grethel Aguilar, regional Director, welcomed the announcement made by Brazil at 
this COP of committing to restoring 12 million hectares. Other countries also mentioned commitments- 
Guatemala in 2014 expressed its commitment to restore 1.2 million hectares; El Salvador 1 million 
hectares and Mexico 8.5 million hectares, of which 1 million corresponds to subnational efforts of 
Quintana Roo, Yucatan and Campeche. 

 
Ecosystems-based Disaster Risk Reduction, December 6 
IUCN ORMACC presented the results of the Ecosystems-based Disaster Risk Reduction report (ECO 
DRR) that shows a vulnerable region with great biodiversity and great challenges and an ecosystem-
dependent region. The event was organized by the IUCN Global Ecosystem Management Programme 
https://www.facebook.com/UICN-México-América-Central-y-el-Caribe-495708757199181/?fref=ts   
 
IUCN’s Green List of Protected and Conserved Areas, 7 December  
IUCN organised this event with inputs from CONANP, Mexico and Parques Nacionales Naturales 
together with WWF, Colombia. The event was very well attended with standing room only. The 
principal objective of the side event was to introduce COP delegates to the objectives and processes 
of the IUCN Green List and have participants in the Green List provide perspectives based on their 
experiences with this initiative. Jane Smart and Kathy MacKinnon welcomed people to the side event, 
followed by Grethel Aguilar who provided a regional view of the program and acknowledged the 
Government of Mexico for the declaration of four new Marine Protected Areas, an announcement that 
was made during COP13, and which contributes to the achievement of all Aichi Targets and 
conservation efforts.  
 
Trevor Sandwith presented an overview of Green List standard in the context of Aichi Target 11 and 
the processes and assurance mechanisms that have been established for operation of the list at 
regional and global levels. Julia Miranda from Colombia and Ignacio March from Mexico provided 
perspectives on the Green List from their experiences.  In addition, two presentations were made by 
Lydia Slobodian and Arturo Mora that provided the global and national (Colombian) legal and 
institutional context for integrated land-use planning in which Green List assessments must be 
undertaken. 
 
Nature-based Solutions for thriving urban communities, 7 December 
This session organized by ICLEI, showcased local government experiences and policy-developments 
on how to mainstream nature based solutions and ecosystem services in urban development 
frameworks. It also addressed the strengthening of horizontal and vertical mainstreaming of nature 
based solutions through collaboration between sectors and different levels of government, partners, 
NGO’s and researchers.  Kathy MacKinnon represented IUCN in this side-event and highlighted the 
role of nature conservation as a life support system and the importance of mainstreaming biodiversity. 
 
 

https://www.facebook.com/UICN-México-América-Central-y-el-Caribe-495708757199181/?fref=tsi
https://www.facebook.com/UICN-México-América-Central-y-el-Caribe-495708757199181/?fref=ts
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The Road Ahead: Toyota And The IUCN Red List Of Threatened Species Partnering With 
Birdlife International And Conservation International To Achieve Aichi Targets and SDG 
Delivery, 7 December  
Toyota Motor Corporation (Toyota) and IUCN, in partnerships with BirdLife International (BL) and 
Conservation International (CI), co-organised this side event to discuss how improved biodiversity 
knowledge including species, which are crucial to food security, supported the delivery of several Aichi 
Targets and implementation of the SDGs, particularly the Zero Hunger Goal during the CBD COP 
13.  Moderated by Jane Smart, IUCN Delegation Manager, the event showcased the importance of 
working with the private sector to achieve sustainable development underpinned by biodiversity 
conservation.  This discussion was greatly contributed by the various speakers:  Kevin Butt, General 
Manager, Regional Environmental Sustainability Director, Toyota Motor North America, Melanie 
Heath, Director of Science, Policy & Information, BirdLife International,  Carlos Manuel Rodriguez, 
Vice-President for Conservation Policy, Conservation International, Hesiquio Benitez, Director 
General, International Cooperation and Implementation, CONABIO, Mexico, and Braulio Ferreira de 
Souza Dias, Executive Secretary, CBD. 
 
In May 2016, IUCN and Toyota announced a five-year partnership to expand knowledge on threats to 
global biodiversity and food supplies through providing funding to broaden the scope of The IUCN Red 
List of Threatened Species. With our planet experiencing extinctions at the fastest rate in its history, 
IUCN and Toyota believe that there has never been a greater need to understand the current status of 
the species upon which our survival depends. This new knowledge will provide a roadmap to guide 
conservation - concrete action which could positively affect the livelihoods of hundreds of millions of 
people worldwide. Toyota’s support for the IUCN Red List is the first project to conserve species to be 
implemented under the company’s scheme to reduce the environmental impact of automobiles, the 
Toyota Environmental Challenge 2050.  
   
During the event, Toyota explained how this partnership work contributes to the Toyota Environmental 
Challenge 2050, which embraces not only biodiversity conservation but also climate change as two 
sides of the same coin. The event also covered Toyota’s environmental sustainability work in North 
America, including Mexico, and the work of the corporation’s partners in Mexico.  
 
The event was concluded by the car key handover ceremony to Pronatura Sur, BirdLife International’s 
partner in Mexico and to Water Forest Initiative, Conservation International Mexico. A reception was 
organized following the conclusion of the event.  
 
The event’s on-demand webcast service is now available for viewing on the CBD website: 
http://flux.live/cop/copvod/public/player/117 
Event photos: https://goo.gl/photos/zrZzJ3QPdUKUS53eA 
Published event article: https://www.iucn.org/news/iucn-toyota-partnership-delivers-new-knowledge-
biodiversity-and-food-security  
 
The Darwin Initiative – Protecting Biodiversity for 25 years, 7 December 
The project, lead by IUCN Species Programme, “Safeguarding Mesoamerican crop wild relatives” 
funded by the Darwin Initiative was presented during this side event that celebrated 25 years of 
Darwin funded projects that have helped many countries on the implementation of CDB, its Nagoya 
Protocol, CITES and other international conventions. 
 
Signing of the agreement IUCN with the German Cooperation Bank (KFW), 9 December  
The representative of the German Bank for Cooperation (KFW) and Grethel 
Aguilar signed during this event a cooperation agreement that marks the start of the project 
“Conservation of the Mayan Forest” (Selva Maya) which will benefit to Mexico, Guatemala and Belize 
as it will focus on the conservation of this strategic ecosystem. The Selva Maya, a key ecosystem 
recognized at all levels for its natural characteristics, plays a relevant role In processes of adaptation 
and mitigation to climate change. https://www.facebook.com/UICN-México-América-Central-y-el-
Caribe-495708757199181/?fref=ts 
 
Future directions for the European Overseas Initiative BEST, 12 December 
IUCN leading the BEST consortium organised a dedicated BEST event and contributed to the GLISPA 
High Level event. As a result, the European Commission with the Deputy Premier of the British Virgin 
Islands launched the BEST Challenge, the first interregional challenge to be promoted through 
GLISPA, during a high level event at the COP. The BEST Challenge is a commitment to promote 
conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity and ecosystem services, including ecosystem-based 
approaches to climate adaptation and mitigation in the EU overseas. This will be achieved through 

http://flux.live/cop/copvod/public/player/117
https://goo.gl/photos/zrZzJ3QPdUKUS53eA
https://www.iucn.org/news/iucn-toyota-partnership-delivers-new-knowledge-biodiversity-and-food-security
https://www.iucn.org/news/iucn-toyota-partnership-delivers-new-knowledge-biodiversity-and-food-security
https://www.facebook.com/UICN-México-América-Central-y-el-Caribe-495708757199181/?fref=ts
https://www.facebook.com/UICN-México-América-Central-y-el-Caribe-495708757199181/?fref=ts
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/biodiversity/best/index_en.htm
http://www.glispa.org/images/SpotlightCBD.pdf
http://glispa.org/11-commitments/199-best-challenge
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strengthening collaborations between sovereign island nations, countries with islands and EU 
overseas entities by sharing island-led solutions to global challenges. The Challenge also aims to 
inspire others in the international community to join the movement to build resilient and sustainable 
island communities around the world. 
 
Global Support Initiative for Indigenous and Community Conserved Territories and Areas 
(ICCAs), 12 December  
IUCN co-organized this event with the UNDP-GEF Small Grants Programme and the ICCA 
Consortium.  Progress in several countries with undertaking governance assessments at national 
scales, as well as the issue of areas where ICCAs overlap with protected areas was discussed.  
Trevor Sandwith spoke on IUCN’s priority to conduct governance assessments for protected and 
conserved areas at national scales, and to enhance the recognition of ICCAs and other effective area-
based conservation measures, as well as to support better understanding of equity considerations in 
Target 11. 
 
Integrating Gender Considerations in NBSAPs, 12 December 
The side-event involved approximately 30 participants, including speakers from the CBD (ES Braulio 
Dias, Tanya McGregor), the Japan Biodiversity Fund, and country representatives from Brazil, Mexico 
and Uganda. In it, both innovative pilot projects and IUCN methodology for integrating gender were 
highlighted, as well as new EGI data on NBSAPs and CBD reporting. In addition, two EGI products 
(NBSAP brief and fifth national reports factsheet) were launched. IUCN developed outreach and 
dissemination campaign around releasing new EGI data, including scheduled social media blasts and 
a supporting blog. 
 
Biodiversity and Peace Initiative, 13 December  
This side event was convened by the CBD Secretariat with the participation of IUCN, to report on 
progress with this initiative that promotes transboundary cooperation in protected areas globally. 
Through the Peace and Biodiversity Initiative, Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity share 
knowledge and best practices in transboundary cooperation. The initiative also aims to strengthen 
existing cooperation mechanisms or develop new ones facilitated by the CBD Secretariat and many 
partners with expertise in this regard.  A new phase of the Peace and Biodiversity Initiative was 
inaugurated with the signing of a new agreement between the Republic of Korea and the CBD 
Secretariat. 
 
Advisory Committee of Subnational Governments, work programme 2013-2015 and beyond, 13 
December 
This side-event presented an update on the achievements and progress made by the Advisory 
Committee lead by the CBD and with support of ICLEI and NRG4SD, highlighting the new Regions for 
Biodiversity Learning Platform.  A new Community of Practice has been launched to focus on the 
sharing of knowledge and best practices, capacity building and the unlocking of financing and 
collaboration between local and subnational governments and other key stakeholders. 

 
Innovative financial mechanisms for long-term biodiversity conservation: Insights from 
international cooperation experience, 14 December 
IUCN co-organized this side-event with GIZ and IDDRI, regarding innovative finance mechanisms. 
IUCN’s input, presented by IDDRI’s research team, was to showcase the results of a study conducted 
on IFMs in 3 African countries (Sierra Leone, Ivory Coast and South Africa), demonstrating a series of 
key success factors. 
 
The study is available in full, or as an “issues brief” here. The topic of IFMs remains relevant in the 
pursuit of Target 20 of the Strategic Plan (Resource mobilization), since, by all measures, 
conservation funding remains inadequate, and is in line with IUCN’s Resolution 5.122. 
 

Other events 
 
Green List Green Carpet field trip to Sian Ka’an Biosphere Reserve and Workshop, 11 
December  
IUCN together with CONANP (Mexico Protected Area Agency) convened a full day field trip to the 
Sian Ka’an Biosphere Reserve. This complex of protected areas is likely to be presented as a 
candidate for listing on the IUCN Green List of Protected and Conserved Areas, and CONANP was 
able to present its biodiversity and cultural management programmes to approximately 60 participants 
at COP13.  A local community tourism group conducted the field visit and arranged the lunch prepared 
by local community groups. In the afternoon, a workshop was conducted at which Dr Jane Smart and 

https://portals.iucn.org/union/sites/union/files/doc/egi-fs-nbsaps-web.pdf
http://genderandenvironment.org/resource/egi-fs-fifth-national-reports-cbd/
https://twitter.com/IUCN_Gender
http://genderandenvironment.org/2016/12/gender-convention-biological-diversity-policy-practice/
http://www.nrg4sd.org/regions-biodiversity-learning-platform/
http://www.nrg4sd.org/regions-biodiversity-learning-platform/
http://www.iddri.org/Publications/Innovating-for-biodiversity-conservation-in-african-protected-areas-a-study
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Trevor Sandwith outlined the purpose and programme of the IUCN Green List. This was followed by 
presentations by Marc Hockings, WCPA Vice-Chair for Science and Management and by the 
managers of two marine protected areas that will be submitted as the first Green List candidate sites.  
The participation of Mexico in the Green List programme was formally inaugurated. 
 
 
Side meeting on Resolution 6.080 on a category of Indigenous Protected Area in Mesoamerica 
Indigenous groups from Central and South America requested an impromptu meeting to discuss the 
WCC resolution recommending investigation of categories and governance types in Central America. 
The meeting was chaired by Grethel Aguilar and included Kathy MacKinnon, Trevor Sandwith and 
Claudio Maretti amongst others from IUCN; Naomi Kingston from UNEP-WCMC, plus many 
indigenous leaders and representatives. There was a constructive discussion and agreement that 
WCPA and CEESP would work together to develop proposals which would include a stocktaking of 
the current situation, work with the maps produced of protected areas and indigenous territories, 
discussion of the implications of OECMs and proposals for next steps. It was agreed that a meeting in 
the region will be needed reasonably early in 2017 to take the issue further forward, although 
resources need to be identified for this. It was also agreed that all options are on the table and that the 
Resolution, and the work preceding this, provides an exciting opportunity to advance conservation and 
human rights in the region. As a follow-up, participants to the meeting have recommended that a 
stock-taking process with the various groups in the region takes place, a short, clear explanation, in 
Spanish, about what is and is not “permitted” under the IUCN definition is developed alongside a 
range of alternative options about how the Resolution might be implemented, discussions with UNEP-
WCMC about the various options and a meeting in the region in 2017 as a major opportunity to 
develop strategies.  

 
6. Communications and Outreach  
 
IUCN held a Stand at the Exhibition Hall of the Moon Palace Arena from 1 – 10 December. The primary 
purpose of the IUCN Stand was to profile IUCN’s work through publications and videos, and to 
strengthen our relationship with our Members, particularly those in the region. Delegation members 
staffing the booth proactively engaged with visitors.  
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Annex 1: IUCN Delegation in Cancun 

 

 Name Programme/Unit/Region 
Dates of 

attendance 

1 Inger Andersen Director General  1 Dec – 5 Dec 

2 Grethel Aguilar ORMACC 1 Dec – 6 Dec 

3 Angela Andrade CEM 4 Dec – 12 Dec 

4 Nancy Arroyo ORMACC 1 Dec – 7 Dec 

5 Melesha Banhan ORMACC 1 Dec – 8 Dec 

6 Giulia Carbone Global Business and Biodiversity Programme 30 Nov – 6 Dec 

7 Nigel Dudley SSC/WCPA Protected Areas and Biodiversity Task Force 1 Dec – 10 Dec 

8 Naoya Furuta Strategic Partnership Unit 4 Dec – 13 Dec 

9 Serge Garcia CEM Fisheries Expert Group 4 Dec – 14 Dec 

10 Piero Genovesi SSC-ISSG 30 Nov – 7 Dec 

11 Mark Gnadt Global Communications Unit 3 Dec – 5 Dec 

12 Barbara Goettsch Species Programme 3 Dec – 11 Dec 

13 Maria Pía Hernández ORMACC 4 Dec – 8 Dec 

14 Marc Hockings WCPA 30 Nov – 12 Dec 

15 Harvey Locke WCPA 3 Dec – 9 Dec 

16 Kathy MacKinnon WCPA 4 Dec – 8 Dec 

17 Marc Magaud DGO 7 Dec – 14 Dec 

18 Carole Martinez Marine Programme 4 Dec – 17 Dec 

19 Arturo Mora SUR 4 Dec – 10 Dec 

20 Ursula Parrilla ORMACC 1 Dec – 6 Dec 

21 Sonia Peña Global Policy Unit 29 Nov – 17 Dec 

22 Ramón Perez-Gil  SSC Policy sub-committee 1 Dec – 4 Dec 

23 Domitilla Raimondo SSC 4 Dec – 7 Dec 

24 Jake Rice CEM Fisheries Expert Group 4 Dec – 14 Dec 

25 Victoria Romero Global Policy Unit 3 Dec – 18 Dec 

26 Maggie Roth Global Gender Office 11 Dec – 15 Dec 

27 Trevor Sandwith Global Protected Areas Programme 3 Dec – 17 Dec 

28 Cyrie Sendashonga Policy and Programme Group 30 Nov – 8 Dec 

29 Silvio Simonit ORMACC 5 Dec – 10 Dec 

30 Lydia Slobodian Environmental Law Centre 4 Dec – 11 Dec 

31 Jane Smart Biodiversity Conservation Group  3 Dec – 14 Dec 

32 Despina Symons CEM Fisheries Expert Group 3 Dec – 18 Dec 

33 Chantal Van Ham EU Office 9 Dec – 13 Dec 

34 Adriana Vidal Global Forest and Climate Change Programme 1 Dec – 14 Dec 

35 Stephen Woodley WCPA 5 Dec – 10 Dec 

36 Kaori Yasuda Strategic Partnerships Unit 4 Dec – 9 Dec 
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Annex 2: IUCN’s statements 
 

Opening statement, 5 December, 2016 
Delivered by: Inger Andersen, Director General 
 
Mr. Chairman, Distinguished Delegates.  Allow me first to express, on behalf of IUCN, my sincere thanks to the Government of 
Mexico for the gracious hospitality with which we have been received here in beautiful Cancun, Mexico. Allow me also to 
express our thanks to Braulio de Souza Dias for his leadership as well as to express a warm welcome to Cristiana Pasca 
Palmer. 
 
The 20 Aichi Biodiversity Targets articulate clearly what needs to be done to shore up the life support systems of this planet and 
IUCN salutes the many positive efforts to achieve them.  However, a great deal of progress is still needed.  
 
Despite the fundamental importance of biodiversity, it continues to be lost. With less than four years left, IUCN stresses the 
critical need to urgently scale up efforts to achieve the Aichi Targets by 2020.  
 
IUCN also stresses that the implementation of the Aichi Targets is essential for the accomplishment of the SDGs.  Nature 
conservation and human development are not mutually exclusive: in other words, the accomplishment of the SDGs depends on 
the achievement of the Aichi Targets. 
 
We welcome the emphasis of COP13 on mainstreaming and the integration of biodiversity across key economic sectors. The 
time has come to translate this long-standing theory into practice. IUCN reiterates that such mainstreaming is a pre-condition for 
sustainable development across relevant sectors. IUCN urges Parties to step up efforts to mainstream biodiversity through the 
implementation of national biodiversity strategies and action plans (NBSAPs) by all relevant stakeholders.   
 
In this context, we strongly endorse the work and efforts of youth, indigenous people and civil society organizations as well as 
the critical role of women in biodiversity conservation. 
 
The theme of the 2016 IUCN’s World Conservation Congress in September in Hawai’i - Planet at the Crossroads - reflects the 
serious choices that the world needs to make to reverse environmental declines and secure a healthy and liveable planet. IUCN 
brings forward to Cancun the Hawai’i commitments - an inspirational declaration which addresses critical issues for conservation 
for the coming decades. Allow me to mention a few highlights: First, the imperative of better understanding of the conservation – 
agriculture intersect.  Secondly, the imperative of ocean conservation. Third, the nexus between nature and culture. Fourth, the 
power of youth in conservation leadership. And fifth and more broadly, the threats to biodiversity from habitat loss, climate 
change, invasive alien species, unsustainable exploitation, and pollution.  
 
We are pressed for time. Achievement of the Aichi Targets requires the collective engagement of all parts of society, 
governmental agencies, non-governmental organisations and the private sector alike. We know conservation does work. We 
now urge that this gathering becomes a clarion call for the imperative to scale up ambition and commitment and put in place 
more concrete actions to achieve all targets across all Strategic Goals.  
 
I thank you, Mr. Chairman 
 
 

Review of progress towards Target 16 (Agenda item 9 of COP13, agenda item 5.1 MOP2), 6 
December, 2016, Delivered by: Sonia Peña Moreno, GPU 
 
Thank you Chair 
 
IUCN welcomes progress made so far to advance in the full implementation of all parts of Target 16.  
 
IUCN reminds Parties that in order for the Secretariat to be able to have a full picture of the measures taken at the national level 
to implement the Protocol and advance Aichi Target 16,  as well as to respond to calls from Parties for support, specific national 
information needs to be shared with the Secretariat on a regular basis.  
 
Submissions from Parties to the Protocol (and non-Parties) in response to notifications from the Executive Secretary are not 
enough.  
 
We agree with the proposed decision. 
 
IUCN would like to make 3 recommendations to Parties to: 
 
 Share with the Secretariat, on a regular basis, all relevant national information on the progress made to establish 

institutional structures and/or measures taken to develop and revise legislative, administrative or policy measures on ABS; 
 

 Make use of the Access and Benefit-sharing Clearing House to share this information as appropriate; and  
 

 Use every opportunity to communicate gaps, specific needs and challenges encountered in implementing the Protocol at 
the national level so that these can be addressed in the best way possible. 

 
Thank you Chair 
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Capacity-building and capacity-development (Agenda item 10 COP MOP2, Nagoya Protocol), 7 
December, 2016, Delivered by: Sonia Peña Moreno, GPU  
 
Thank you Chair 
 
IUCN supports the elements for a draft decision as proposed in COP/MOP2/8 but would like to highlight a few points for 
consideration of Parties.  
 
Capacity-building to support the implementation of the Nagoya Protocol is fundamental to advancing the application of the 
Protocol at the national level. Such capacity-building should be demand driven, target-group specific, hands-on and 
complementary to other existing efforts.  
 
IUCN thus notes the importance of matching the needs and expectations of countries with existing resources. Partnerships with 
actors working in support of the Protocol are essential to achieve a more holistic approach to mobilizing resources for the 
implementation of the Protocol.  
 
Having participated in the two meetings of the Informal Advisory Committee on Capacity-building for the Nagoya Protocol, IUCN 
stresses the importance of establishing synergies among ongoing capacity-development projects in order to ensure added 
value, avoid duplication, make use of available resources, and put in place sustainable follow-up plans.  
 
Finally, IUCN highlights that capacity-building is not a short-term or one-off endeavour but a long-term, iterative process and we 
offer our support to Parties in this respect and as appropriate. 
 
Thank you Chair 
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Annex 3: Summary table of COP Decisions relevant for IUCN  

 
Decisions acknowledging and/or giving IUCN a mandate (specifically mention IUCN) 

XIII/2.  Progress towards the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12 

XIII/3.  
Strategic actions to enhance the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the 
achievement of the Aichi Targets, including with respect to mainstreaming and the integration of biodiversity 
within and across sectors 

XIII/13 Invasive alien species 

XIII/22 Framework for a communications strategy 

XIII/23 Capacity-building, technical and scientific cooperation, technology transfer and the clearing-house mechanism 

XIII/24 Cooperation with other conventions and international organizations 

XIII/28 Indicators for the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the Aichi Targets 

Decisions involving IUCN as member of large partnerships 

XIII/7 
Forest Biodiversity: the role of international organizations in supporting the achievement of the Aichi 
Biodiversity Targets (Collaborative Partnership on Forests) 

XIII/8 
Sustainable use of biodiversity: bushmeat and sustainable wildlife management (Collaborative Partnership on 
Sustainable Wildlife Management) 

XIII/27 National reporting (Biodiversity Indicators Partnership) 

XIII/28 
Indicators for the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the Aichi Targets (Biodiversity Indicators 
Partnership) 

XIII/30 
Scientific assessment of progress towards selected Aichi Biodiversity Targets (Biodiversity Indicators 
Partnership) 

Decisions calling on relevant organizations/international organizations 

XIII/1 
Progress in the implementation of the Convention and the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and 
towards the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets 

XIII/4 Biodiversity and climate change 

XIII/5 Ecosystem restoration: short-term action plan 

XIII/6 Biodiversity and human health 

XIII/9 Marine spatial planning and training initiatives 

XIII/12 Marine and coastal biodiversity: ecologically or biologically significant marine areas 

XIII/15 
Implications of the IPBES assessment on pollinators, pollination and food production for the work of the 
Convention 

XIII/16 Digital sequence information on genetic resources 

XIII/17 Synthetic biology 

XIII/18 Article 8(j) and related provisions “Mo’otz Kuxtal voluntary guidelines” 

XIII/19 Article 8(j) and related Articles: other matters related to the programme of work 

XIII/20 Resource mobilization 

XIII/29 GBO and IPBES 

XIII/31   Key scientific and technical needs related to the implementation of the Strategic Plan and related research 

 

Decisions related to IUCN Resolutions adopted in Hawai’i.   

COP Decision IUCN Resolution 

XIII/1 6.096 Safeguarding space for nature and securing our future: developing a post- 2020 strategy 

XIII/2 

6.041 Identifying Key Biodiversity Areas for safeguarding biodiversity 
6.030 Recognising and respecting the territories and areas conserved by indigenous peoples and 

local communities (ICCAs) overlapped by protected areas 
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Decisions related to IUCN Resolutions adopted in Hawai’i.   

XIII/3 6.060 Improving standards in ecotourism 

XIII/6 
6.064 Strengthening cross-sector partnerships to recognise the contributions of nature to health, well-

being and quality of life 

XIII/8 
6.025 Recognising, understanding and enhancing the role of indigenous peoples and local 

communities in tackling the illegal wildlife trade crisis 

XIII/9 6.049 Promoting regional approaches to tackle the global problem of marine debris (litter) 

XIII/17 6.086 Development of IUCN policy on biodiversity conservation and synthetic biology 

XIII/22 6.093 Connecting people with nature globally 

XIII/24 
6.037 Harmonising the integrated management of overlapping Ramsar sites, World Heritage sites, 

Biosphere Reserves and UNESCO Global Geoparks 
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Annex 4: Photo gallery  
 

 
   

            
 

       
 
Top: Members of IUCN Delegation / Middle (left to right): IUCN DG at the Business and Biodiversity Forum; Trevor Sandwith at 
the Rio Conventions Pavillion/ Bottom: Sonia Peña, Ursula Parrila and Inger Andersen at IUCN’s Stand; Jane Smart and Inger 
Andersen at the Plenary Room 
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I  

 
 

   

   
Middle rows: Meeting IUCN-indigenous people representatives; Grethel Aguilar signing the agreement with KfW/   
Bottom: Vicky Romero and Harry Jonas during Working Group II discussions/ Others: Around the venue 
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Top: Cyrie Sendashonga at the CEPA Fair; Arturo Mora and Sonia Peña at Working Group I/ Middle: IUCN Stand, Entrance to 
IUCN Delegation meeting room; Inger Andersen at Global Commons event/ Bottom: outside the venue 


