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Executive Summary

The Global Strategy for Plant Conservation (GSPC) was adopted in 2002 with the ultimate and long term goal to halt the current and continuing loss of plant diversity. The Strategy consists of 16 outcome targets to be met by 2010 contained in the annex to decision VI/9. The objective of the Strategy is to provide a framework to facilitate harmony between existing initiatives aimed at plant conservation, identify gaps where new initiatives are needed and promote mobilisation of necessary resources. 
In adopting the Strategy, the meeting of the Conference of the Parties put forward a number of requests to (i) Parties to guide implementation, and (ii) the Executive Secretary and organisations to assist in implementation and monitoring progress (decisions VI/9 and VII/10).
The Executive Secretary prepared this note, in line with the general guidance for in-depth reviews provided in annex III to decision VIII/15, to facilitate the work of SBSTTA in undertaking the in-depth review requested by the seventh meeting of the Conference of Parties (VII/31).
The Executive Secretary undertook a review of the progress in the implementation of the Strategy at national, regional and international level based on information gathered from the third national reports, additional information submitted by Parties and other stakeholders and Partners (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX1 and UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX2). 

Also, in preparation for the in‑depth review, the Executive Secretary convened, in collaboration with the Global Partnership for Plant Conservation, a meeting of a liaison group in Glasnevin, Dublin, Ireland, from 23rd to 25th October, 2006, to review the status of implementation of the Global Strategy. The report of the meeting is presented in UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX3. The Liaison Group meeting also reviewed a draft proposal for the toolkit (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX4); recommended the publication of the plant biodiversity outlook as a communication tool on the progress in the implementation of the Strategy (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX5), deliberated on the role of the strategy in contributing to the achievement of the Millennium Development Goals, the CBD 2010 biodiversity targets and in responding to the drivers of biodiversity loss as highlighted by the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX6) and explored options for the Global Strategy post 2010 (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INFXXX3). 


The main findings of the review are outlined here.

i. The Strategy has stimulated the development of national strategies, for example, in Ireland, Philippines, Seychelles, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; national responses such as in South Africa; plant conservation committees in the Republic of Ireland and in the Philippines and national target setting processes such as in China, Honduras, and Spain (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX1).
ii. At a regional level, the Strategy has been harmonised with regional initiatives such as the European Plant Conservation Strategy (EPCS) by the Planta Europa Network; and new regional responses explored in the Arabian Peninsula, Caribbean Region, in Latin America through the Latin American Botanical Congress and in Asia through the 3rd World Botanic Gardens Congress.
iii. Various national , regional and global networks have been established and/or mobilised to facilitate implementation of the Strategy. For example, the Australian and New Zealand Networks for Plant Conservation, various national and regional botanic gardens networks in Africa, Asia, Europa, South America and North America, various IUCN Species Survival Commission Plant Specialist Groups as well regional Plant Genetic Resources Networks, amongst others.
iv. The Global Partnership for Plant Conservation, launched at the seventh Meeting of the Conference of Parties, held its 1st international conference on the focused on supporting national implementation in Dublin, Ireland, in October, 2005, bringing together national, regional and international stakeholders (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX2), while a symposium on the Strategy was held at the 17th World Botanical Congress in Vienna, in 2005.
v. The Strategy has provided a useful framework to harmonize and focus various initiatives and programmes in plant conservation, and has added value, bringing together multiple stakeholders and actors at different levels and scales., for example through new GSPC focused programme development within major plant conservation agencies (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX2). 
vi. In addition, various projects and initiatives have been developed and resources mobilised by various international organisations to facilitate national implementation. For example, over $ 50 million has been mobilized by Bioversity International (formerly International Plant Genetic Resources Institute, IPGRI), and up to 11 million US dollars by Botanic Gardens Conservation International (BGCI) from private sector funding (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX3) to support activities related to various targets at national, regional and international level.
vii. The national implementation of the Strategy however, has been constrained due to various factors including limited institutional integration, lack of mainstreaming, supporting policies and legal framework. Parties cited technical (lack of data, tools and technologies), institutional (limited sectoral collaboration and coordination) and resource (financial and human) challenges as the major bottlenecks in various national efforts to address the targets of the Strategy (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX1).
viii. The integration of the targets of the Strategy into national plans, programmes and strategies including the National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans remains a continuing challenge even though various agencies at national level are already working towards the respective targets, and where possible, incorporating actions towards achieving targets into existing work programmes. However, there has been limited integration between the documentation and conservation sectors with those of agriculture, forestry and sustainable use (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX3). Another challenge has been to integrate efforts at both the national and global levels. There is much work being done at national levels, but the major challenge is to integrate the different approaches adopted by national partners into consolidated global outputs. 

ix. With regard to national reporting on the progress in the implementation of the Strategy, Parties indicated that the national report format was so structured making it difficult to elaborate actual progress into the required format. Target by target necessary reporting was useful, but different sectors work independently and have different reporting structures and mandates.  As such, existing initiatives in varied sectors (such as plant conservation, agriculture, forestry, etc.) were difficult to report in the original 16-target matrix format of the third national report template. 
x. A summary on the progress in implementation by target is presented in the review on national implementation (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX1), and progress in implementation by international organisations and partners (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX2).
xi. Due to limited target setting at the national level and further elaboration of sub targets, indicators and milestones at the national level, there is limited quantitative data on progress in achievement of the targets at that level. While there was generally a good sample of responses to target 1, linked to the Global Taxonomy Initiative, not all targets had as many responses. Many of the responses were qualitative rather than quantitative hence difficult to consolidate and derive the global status for progress in implementation. There were also limited responses to questions related to targets 6, 10, 12 and 13.
xii. Whilst a number of sub-targets and milestones were defined for each of the targets 6, 8, 9, 12 and 13 through the stakeholder consultations, it is difficult to ascertain the progress at global level in achieving them since no precise mechanism was established to monitor progress. In some cases, additional work may be required to further define criteria and refine the sub targets themselves to the level that they can be properly monitored. 
xiii. Overall, with respect to conservation activities the time frame for this review has been rather short. It takes time from the adoption of a programme to obtain and mobilize the necessary resources (financial, personnel and infrastructure), and to initiate the work needed. For some targets, such as target 2, the monumental number of plant species, relatively few and dispersed experts and a lack of financial resources have been major constraints. 
xiv. Meanwhile, there is need to take into consideration these MA findings when prioritising action at national, regional and global level, given that progress made in achieving the various targets of the GSPC will potential assist in securing the plant resources and thus provisioning services, especially with regard to target 1 and 2 (baseline studies); targets 4-7 (situ conservation) and targets 8-9 (ex situ conservation). A focus on targets 10-13 will allow communities to continue to derive benefits from plant diversity especially for food, medicines, fuel, fibre, wood and other uses.
xv. Various opportunities exist at national level for addressing the Millennium Development Goals especially poverty reduction (goal 1), the health crisis (goal 6) and environmental stability (goal 7) in the context of national implementation of the Strategy. Appropriate linkages and integration could enhance the Strategy’s relevance and options for mobilising additional resources at national and regional level. For most developing countries, target 12 and 13 provide a strategic link between national implementation of the GSPC and the national MDG implementation processes. 
xvi. Given that Climate Change is likely to have negative impacts on habitats and ecosystems and therefore compromise in certain instances the conservation, social and economic gains made through national implementation of the targets of the GSPC, the Report of the Gran Canaria Meeting on 'Climate Change and Plant Conservation' by the members of the Global Partnership for Plant Conservation) may present some useful options in this regard (see UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX).
xvii. While, the current Strategy provides a useful framework for action during the period 2000-2010 and that there is a need to maintain focus on achieving the 2010 targets, it may be useful to  develop new measures that will take into account climate change impacts, other emerging challenges and constraints and therefore consider the options beyond 2010. 
xviii. The review of the progress in implementation of the strategy may contribute useful baseline information and experiences beneficial to the review of the 2010 biodiversity target.  However, there are gaps in relation to sub target 4.2 (Unsustainable consumption, of biological resources, or that impacts upon biodiversity, reduced) and the sub targets under goal 7 (Address challenges to biodiversity from climate change, and pollution) (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX6).
Suggested recommendations

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice may wish to:
1. Note that the Strategy has provided a useful framework for harmonisation and focusing of various initiatives and programmes in plant conservation; stimulated the development of national strategies and responses, as well as national, regional and international initiatives; and enhanced mobilisation of new resources for plant conservation
2. Recognise that there are useful experiences and case studies for enhancing implementation of the Strategy at national level and that  further progress in achieving the targets of the Strategy is a useful contribution to achieving of the 2010 biodiversity target;

3. Note that while there is considerable progress and some successes so far in the implementation of the Strategy by Parties, other Governments, relevant international and regional organisations and networks, there are many challenges and constraints including the major challenge to integrate the different national outcomes and approaches into consolidated global outputs.  
4. Recognise that emerging issues such as the impact of climate change may compromise the investment made in achieving the current targets; and therefore there may be a need to refine the existing targets and/or set new targets post 2010, building on the useful lessons learnt and synergies created; 

5. Recognize the contribution of the GSPC in meeting the 2010 biodiversity target, MDGs and reducing the drivers of change indicated by the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment;  
6. Welcome the results of the in depth review of the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation outlining the progress in the implementation of the Strategies, challenges and obstacles encountered and proposals to address these bottlenecks;

7. Welcome the Gran Canaria Declaration on Climate Change and Plant Conservation communicated to the Executive Secretary for further consideration.
Encourage Parties, other Governments  and Partners to:

1. Provide additional information, especially quantitative data, on the progress made towards achieving the targets of the Strategy to refine the analysis and consolidation at a global level of the progress in achieving the targets  of the Strategy for the ninth meeting of the Conference of Parties;
2. Develop national and/or regional strategies, and establish relevant targets as these may provide a useful framework to bring together relevant programs, and provide an effective platform to mobilize national resources as necessary to enhance the national implementation. 
3. Consider the integration of the targets of the Strategy during the development and/or revision of National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans (NBSAPs) and other relevant national and regional policies and action plans 

4. Provide additional information on the key priorities for developing the toolkit and examples of good practices, relevant case studies and selected national experiences for further development of the toolkit and publication of the Plant Biodiversity Outlook.

5. Incorporate, where appropriate, considerations on the likely impacts of climate change on plant diversity including species survival, species assemblages and the genetic diversity, in the implementation of the strategy. 

6. Relate and integrate the targets of the Strategy with the Biodiversity 2010 target, Millennium Development Goals and other national and regional initiatives focused on sustainable use and improvement of livelihoods, taking into consideration the findings of the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment. 
Request the Executive Secretary to:

1. Publish and disseminate the toolkit in multiple languages and platforms (websites and CD-ROMs, and print publications) to enhance national implementation and publish the Plant Biodiversity Outlook as a useful and strategic communication tool on the outcomes of the implementation of the Strategy.

2. Use the existing flexible coordinating mechanism to explore options for the elements, revised objectives and targets for GSPC post 2010 incorporating inputs from all stakeholders, to address the important challenges of the conservation of plant diversity in the light emerging challenges, constraints and opportunities.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Global Strategy for Plant Conservation (GSPC) was adopted in 2002 to halt the current and continuing loss of plant diversity. The Strategy consists of 16 targets to be met by 2010 contained in the annex to decision VI/9. 
The Executive Secretary  prepared this note, in line with the general guidance for in-depth reviews provided in annex III to decision VIII/15, to facilitate the work of SBSTTA in undertaking the in-depth review requested by COP 7 (VII/31). Section II reviews how Parties, the Executive Secretary  and organisations responded to COP requests. Section III summarises the achievements under each of the targets and identifies challenges, opportunities and obstacles. Section IV presents some proposals on way forward.
II. PROGRESS IN IMPLEMENTATION.

A review of the progress in national  implementation
i. National Focal Points:

1. The seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties encouraged Parties to nominate focal points for the Strategy, or designate from among existing focal points (Decision VII/10 para 6). To date 56 nominations have been received from 55 Parties, (http://www.biodiv.org/doc/lists/nfp-cbd-GSPC.pdf).

2. The GSPC national focal points in Germany, Ireland, Philippines, Seychelles, Spain and United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland have brought together various stakeholders through national workshops and consultations to establish national baselines in plant conservation and sustainable use and deliberate on national responses to the Strategy. Others, such as Belgium, Canada, Costa Rica, Germany, Ireland, Mali, Mexico, Philippines, Singapore, Tajikistan, Tunisia, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern have participated in liaison group meetings of the Strategy as well as regional and international meetings related to the Strategy including the 1st meeting of the Global Partnership for Plant Conservation that was held in October, 2005 in Dublin, Ireland.  http://www.botanicgardens.ie/gspc/gppc/dbnpresent/summary.htm
ii. National and Regional Strategies

3. Four countries have developed national strategies, namely, Ireland (http://www.botanicgardens.ie/gspc/gspc.htm), Phillipines, Seychelles (http://www.geobot.umnw.ethz.ch/staff/Kueffer/PCANewsletter2SEND.pdf.) and Northern Ireland (http://www.plantlife.org.uk/uk/plantlife-saving-species-global-strategy-PDCC2006.html). South Africa has developed a national response which aims to provide a status report on the in the national implementation of the Strategy and provides a summary of actions that have to be taken to achieve the targets by 2010 (http://www.sanbi.org/biodivseries/1strategyplantcons.htm). There are ongoing initiatives aimed at developing national strategies in China, Germany, Honduras, Malaysia, and Spain. 
4. While there was an initial slow response to the development of national and/or regional Strategies by the Parties, there is a growing momentum with various approached being used including use of national workshops, consultations and use of consultants. In some countries, such as the UK, the global targets have been adopted into the national context, whereas in others e.g. Seychelles, they have been viewed as a flexible framework from which national targets have been developed. The targets European Conservation Strategy (http://www.plantlife.org.uk/international/plantlife-policies-strategies-epcs.html) which had a mid term review in 2004 and is due to a final review in 2007, has been harmonised with the GSPC. 
5.  Other  regional initiatives have focused on developing regional strategies and/or responses. These include the IUCN-SSC Arabian Specialist Group has held two regional meetings to explore the potential for an Arabian Regional Plant Conservation Strategy (in 2004 and 2005) while the Latin American Botanical Congress reviewed potential opportunities for regional and/or national responses to the Strategy (http://www.botanica-alb.org/).
6. Other initiatives which have developed targets based on the GSPC include the International Agenda for Botanic Gardens (http://www.bgci.org/worldwide/bg_targets/), the African Botanic Gardens Network (http://www.bgci.org/africa/bulletin/), the North American Botanic Gardens Strategy for Plant Conservation (http://www.azh.org/Conservation/NorthAmericanBotanicGardenStrategy2006.pdf), the Canadian Botanical Conservation Network (http://www.rbg.ca/cbcn/en/), Australian Network for Plant Conservation (http://www.anbg.gov.au/anpc/), New Zealand Plant Conservation Network (http://www.nzpcn.org.nz/) and Centre for Plant Conservation (USA) (http://www.centerforplantconservation.org/) amongst others. 

iii. Capacity building initiatives to enhance development of national and regional strategies.

7.  Various training and capacity building initiatives to support the development of national and regional strategies have been organised by the various members of the Global Partnership for Plant Conservation in collaboration with the Executive Secretary. The African regional expert training course in the implementation of the Strategy (2004) was organised by the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, UK, Makerere University, Uganda and the CBD Secreatariat; with support from the British American Tobacco Biodiversity Partnership, Kenya Airways,  Botanic Gardens Conservation International in partnership with HSBC ‘Investing in Nature’, World Agroforestry Centre, Bioversity International, Flora and Fauna International, IUCN-The World Conservation Union, Plantlife International and  Plant Talk. 

8. The  Caribbean Regional Workshop on the GSPC (2006) was held in Montserrat with support from the UK Government’s Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) through its WSSD Implementation Fund, and jointly organised by the Joint Nature Conservation Committee (JNCC), Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, the CBD Secretariat and Botanic Gardens Conservation International. 
9. The Global Partnership for Plant Conservation organized the Plants 2010 Conference in Dublin, Ireland, from 22-25 October 2005, whose focus was to strengthen national implementation of the GSPC(http://www.plants2010.org); while 
iv. National reports
10. As part of the third national reports, Parties provided relevant information with regard to their progress in the implementation of the Strategy, for each target (http://www.biodiv.org/reports/analyzer.aspx). 

11. Ninety two Parties provided answers in the format requested for various questions on the Strategy while seven Parties provided additional information. In general, only a limited number of Parties have set national targets corresponding to the global targets and this has limited further development of national indicators and/or milestones.  For example, from the sample of ninety two countries, the responses on national target setting and mainstreaming for target 1 of the GSPC are presented in the two figures below (a=Yes, b=No).
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12. Most of the responses highlighted the activities being undertaken at national level that were of relevance to the target rather than status of implementation of the targets and were qualitative rather than quantitative due to lack of national targets, baselines, milestones and indicators. Hence it is difficult to analyze and consolidate these into a global status of progress implementation. 
13. Some Parties indicated that the national report format was so structured that it was very difficult to elaborate actual progress into the required format. Target by target necessary reporting was useful, but different sectors work independently and have different reporting structures and mandates.  As such, existing initiatives in varied sectors (such as plant conservation, agriculture, forestry, etc.) were difficult to report in the original 16-target matrix format of the third national report template. Due to limited target setting at the national level and further elaboration of sub targets, indicators and milestones at the national level, there is limited quantitative data on progress in achievement of the targets

14. For all targets, the main constraints are technical (lack of data, tools and technologies), financial (limited funding available), institutional (poor sectoral coordination and limited institutional capacity and capability) and regulatory (lack of appropriate supporting policies and legal framework). The limited awareness at national level on plant conservation needs has been identified as a major setback in making progress towards setting national targets, implementing the GSPC and achieving the national, regional and global targets. While it has been noted that there are technical constraints especially limiting development of data, tools and technologies, 
15. A summary of the progress made by target is presented below:
IV: A SUMMARY OF THE PROGRESS IN THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE TARGETS OF THE STRATEGY.

a. Target 1. A widely accessible working list of known plant species, as a step towards a complete world flora
16. The strategy addresses the Plant Kingdom with focus on vascular plants (flowering plants and ferns) and Bryophytes (mosses and allies).  It excludes algae, lichens and fungi with the proviso that Parties may choose on a national basis to include lower taxa (COP Decision VI/9).

17. The Stakeholders recommended that the list should be an electronic product available on the Internet, free at the point of access for non-commercial users.  To ensure maximum accessibility, especially in developing countries, the list should also be available in other digital and non-digital forms (e.g. CD-ROMs, hard copy of subsets of data).
18. The majority of the baseline data available have been prepared on a national or regional rather than a global basis.  Regional baselines exist for some areas e.g. Euro + Med Checklist, List of East African Plants, Vascular Plants of Russia and adjacent countries, Moss Flora of Central America.  There are significant gaps in coverage of biodiverse tropical areas.  Large Flora projects such as Flora Neotropica, Flora Malesiana, Flora Zambesiaca, Flora of Tropical East Africa, Flore de Madagascar et des Comores, and Flora Mesoamericana and large botanical institutes with a regional or global outlook are important mechanisms for stimulating the production of regional checklists.
19. At national level, comprehensive accepted name checklists are available for some countries, for example, Catalogue of the Flowering Plants and Gymnosperms of Peru, Catalogue of the Vascular Plants of Ecuador, Checklist of the Plants of the Guianas, Flora of China, A Catalogue of the Vascular Plants of Malaya, Flore de Senegal, Flora de Hepaticas e Antoceros do Brasil.  The Southern African Botanical Diversity Network (SABONET) has stimulated national and regional checklists within Southern Africa.  National botanical institutes play an important role in producing national checklists.
20. Various measures have been taken to achieve the target including capacity building in China, Ghana and India, seeking new funding in Nepal, employing new taxonomists in St. Lucia, reviewing policies in Uganda and setting national targets in UK. The main constraints noted were lack of funds, limited investment in taxonomy,  lack of institutional capacity, lack of legislative framework, lack of taxonomists/experts and weak collections.

21. Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew has been working closely with New York Botanical Gardens and Missouri Botanical Gardens to produce a global checklist of plant species to meet target 1. The current status of work towards the working list can be summarised as follows: Ferns and Fern allies -  completed; Gymnosperms - completed (conifers hard copy); Bryophytes - nearing completion; Flowering Plants - 53% completed (by the end of 2007) including the 10 largest families. Overall this represents 60 percent completion by the end of 2007.
22. About 40% of the working list online now and by end of 2007, it is expected that 70% of the checklist to be on-line, and that whole target will be achieved by 2010. A gap analysis of the electronic catalogue of plants and status of taxonomic checklists is available on the Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF) website (http://circa.gbif.net/irc/gbif/ecat/info/data/plantae.html). 
b. Target 2: A preliminary assessment of the conservation status of all known plant species, at national, regional and international levels
23. Thirty countries indicated having complete national red lists though over 75% of these were done pre-GSPC. Some of these were developed as part of national targets in NBSAP (Ethiopia) or general effort to assess biodiversity status, others related to CITES e.g. Indonesia, while others developed their lists in response to national and or regional regulations such as Denmark, linked to National and EU Habitats Directive.

24. Major constraints noted include lack of funding for field work and to support assessment activities, lack of experts (taxonomists/plant experts) to implement activities, limited collaboration, insufficient research and data, incomplete taxonomy of some families, limited herbaria and ex-situ facilities and lack of an active global or regional assessment initiative for vascular plants.
25. Of the 12,906 plants on the IUCN Red List, 8,563 are listed under the older 1994 version of the IUCN Red List Categories and Criteria (version 2.3) whereas only 4,343 are listed under the current IUCN Red List Categories and Criteria (version 3.1). Hence, apart from increasing the number of plants assessed, there is a considerable amount of work required to update the current listings.
26. At present, considerable confusion is created by having the 1997 IUCN Red List of Threatened Plants on line, along with The World List of Threatened Trees and the 2006 IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. Users cannot easily distinguish between them and don’t know which one is more up-to-date than the other. The next iteration of IUCN Species Information Service (SIS) could be used to facilitate a ‘one-stop shop’ to accommodate all these different assessments within the SIS, and be able to search on them separately or to search on various combinations.
27. Through the IUCN Species Programme, the Biodiversity Assessment Sub-Committee (BASC) of the Species Survival Commission has developed a two-stage methodology for preliminary plant assessments. A standardized approach to preliminary assessments will ensure their scientific rigour and allow smooth integration into the full IUCN Red List known as RapidList is under development. The IUCN Centre for Mediterranean Cooperation will work with the Mediterranean Island Plant Specialist Group and Plantlife International to test the approach in several Mediterranean countries through a three-year project (2006-08). 
28. Another strategy is the Sampled Red List (SRLI), sampling of several plant groups (1,500 species per taxonomic sample group) to add additional plant assessments to the IUCN Red List. Although these will be full assessments, the minimum documentation requirements for the SRLI species are slightly less rigorous than required for other full assessments but will include groups that have hitherto been poorly represented and offer the possibility of cross checking with other assessment methods. The five broad plant groups to be sampled include: bryophytes, pteridophytes, gymnosperms, monocots, and dicots. The Royal Botanic Gardens Kew (RBG Kew) has taken the lead for ensuring that the plants selected for the SRLI are assessed and that those assessments will be repeated at regular intervals.

29. There are also funded projects in the pipeline including the dedicated funding for full assessments include two projects funded by the Critical Ecosystem Partnership Fund (CEPF): Caucasus (ca. $350K for 1,600 spp) and Eastern Arc/Coastal Forests (ca. $110K  and additional funds for field work and data compilation to Missouri Botanical Gardens for 1,800 spp); Marisla Madagascar to Madagascar Plant SG through MBG ($90K for 3,000 spp); Indian Ocean palms to Palm Specialist Group from Conservation International to through Fairchild Tropical Botanical Gardens (ca. $12K for ca. 190 spp); Global Tree Specialist Group through FFI: oaks; cycads (South African Botanical Institute -SANBI from Conservation InternationaI); Peru endemics through the Field Museum funded by Moore; North American plants by NatureServe.  

30. In addition, many new species are now being published with conservation assessments in a number of taxonomic journals. In some cases, these assessments constitute full Red List assessments with accompanying documentation; in other cases, they would be considered preliminary assessments. Currently, only a very small proportion of these assessments are being captured by IUCN, and then only if the authors of the papers concerned send copies of their publications to the IUCN Red List Unit for consideration.

c. Target 3: Development of models with protocols for plant conservation and sustainable use based on research and practical experience.
31.
Various protocols, tools and technologies as well national experiences were highlighted in the national reports. Examples include in vitro propagation (Algeria), recovery planning and threat abatement (Austria and Australia), important plant areas designation, (Belgium, Romania and Slovenia),  ex situ and in situ conservation (Colombia, Chile, China, India Indonesia and Iran), forest tree breeding (Japan), GIS based conservation models and permanent ecological plots (Malawi), sustainable  forest management models (Malaysia), sustainable use models in community forest and pro-poor leasehold forests (Nepal), translocation of threatened species (Australia), greening using native seed (Australia) propagation and harvesting protocols (Chile), implementation of the ecosystem approach (Germany) and species action plans taking into consideration various national and international legislation and conventions (Hungary). 
31. Others include primordial botanic gardens and grand forest parks (Indonesia), wild relatives projects and integrated management of cedar forests (Lebanon), medicinal and useful plants (Nepal), Conservation of threatened species (Philippines), propagation and cultivation of South African threatened species (South Africa), special use forests (Vietnam) and economic valuation of forests (Malaysia).
32. Many international agencies have developed various tools and protocols related to various targets such as Bioversity International for target 1, 2, 8, 9, 13, 14, 15; Botanic Gardens Conservation International targets 1,2,7 8, 9, 10, 13, 14; FAO for targets 6, 8, 9, 12, 13, 14, 15; Global Invasive Species Programme for target 10; IUCN for target 2, 4, 5, 7, 10, 11, 16 and Plantlife International for target 5, and 15 to mention a few
d. Target 4: At least 10 per cent of each of the world’s ecological regions effectively conserved
33. While most countries have not set specific national targets, there are efforts for mainstreaming into the Protected Areas Network and NBSAPs as in Belgium, Ethiopia, Philippines, Thailand and Swaziland. However, regional processes such as Natura 2000, EU Habitats Directive, RAMSAR Convention and Emerald Network provided good frameworks for implementing this target at national level. Some countries have set national targets e.g. Canada and Thailand while Ireland and Netherlands indicated having already achieved this target at national level.
34. However, many constraints were noted, including conflict between conservation and land use, lack of a nationally agreed ecosystem/ecological region classification, lack of indicators for monitoring, conflict between economic development and conservation, quantity vs. quality, lack of adequate compensation mechanisms and conflicts between local communities who occupy/use the natural resources within a protected area and officials who have to protect/conserve the area and its resources.

35. While progress in implementation is best articulated through the Programme of Work on Protected Areas, there has varied interpretation such as focus on biodiversity sensitive management in Europe (Natura 2000) vs. community focus and sustainable use in Nepal. In some instances,  many areas are small in size (1,000-10,000 ha) as last remaining fragments and though valuable, they are inadequate for maintaining large-scale processes. There are also huge gaps in existing Protected Area Networks and there remains too the focus on increasing size not effectiveness.

e. Target 5: Protection of 50 per cent of the most important areas for plant diversity assured
36. Various designations for most important areas for plant diversity have been used at national level including using Natura 2000 sites in Belgium, bio regions in Australia, endemic and refuge areas in Bosnia and Herzegovina,  EU Habitats Directive in Denmark and Germany, as well as  Globally Significant Biodiversity Areas in Ghana.

37. Sixty-seven countries around the world have participated in Important Plant Area (IPA) initiatives focusing on target 5 since the endorsement of the Global Strategy in 2002. Greater than 50% of these countries have taken steps to identify IPA and 24% (16 countries) have ongoing programmes that are addressing conservation issues as well as documenting sites. Many of these national projects have been initiated as a result of regional workshops; in Central and East Europe, the Mediterranean, the Himalayas, the Caribbean, Arabia, South East Asia and southern Africa. 
38. PlantLife International has developed Guidelines to identifying Important Plant Areas (IPAs) which are available in a number of languages including French, English and Spanish. Criteria for most important areas for plant conservation have been developed and a database is now available (www.plantlife.org.uk) to provide a baseline for monitoring the identification and protection of IPA at national and, increasingly, global levels. 
f. Target 6 At least 30 per cent of production lands managed consistent with the conservation of plant diversity
39. Measures undertaken at national level to implement this target include use of Good Agriculture Practices, Good Forestry Practices and National Certification Schemes. Sub-targets proposed include: Sub-target 1: Cultivated land, Sub-target 2: Forests designated for wood production and Sub-target 3: Pastureland and range. Other proposed sub-targets related to the base-line data, e.g. for crop lands - for example, a sub-target can be 10% certified and 30% “managed consistent with plant diversity”.
40. This target has been broadly mainstreamed but implied in National Forestry and Agriculture policies linked to the implementation of the Programmes of Work on Agricultural Biodiversity and Forest. Over 40 countries have put in place various mechanisms e.g. the establishment of a Network of Protected Areas for Agriculture and Agro-Industrial Development (NPAAAD) of the Department of Agriculture and through the Revised Master Plan for Forestry Development of the Philippines; incorporated in NBSAP addendum especially linked to agrobiodiversity in Lebanon; linked to poverty reduction strategy and NBSAP in Lesotho; in National Land Use Policy in Malawi, and in  Netherlands, the target has been met though focus on bird conservation. Singapore and Israel indicated no need for this target.

41. The Global Forest Resources Assessment 2005 results show that 11 % of total forest area designated primarily for the conservation of biological diversity while 65% percent of the total forest area has conservation of biodiversity as one of the designated functions. However, the figure addresses all biological diversity including both plant and animal diversity.

42. FAO is developing and implementing indicators to assess the 2010 Indicator of the Convention on Biological Diversity “Area of forest, agricultural and aquaculture ecosystems under sustainable management”. These indicators have an ecosystem and integrated scope including all components of agricultural biodiversity. Since the scope includes the sustainable management of agricultural biodiversity, it could be used as a proxy for assessing progress towards implementing target 6 at the global level. 

g. Target 7 60 per cent of the world’s threatened species conserved in situ;

43. Various national initiatives have been developed in response to this target. Some countries hav incorporated threatened species into their protected areas e.g. Armenia and Latvia. Lesotho has protected with community involvement 21 spiral Aloe populations, Lithuania has created 33 botanical reserves, while in South Africa threatened and endemic plants were used in determining priority areas for conservation in 2005 National Spatial Assessment.  Malaysia held the 1st workshop on plant threat assessment in 2005 as a basis for defining this target. 
44. Through the crop wild relative project, Bioversity International is working in 5 countries to improve the in situ conservation of crop wild relatives. Ecogeographic studies have been carried out on 37 genera of crop wild relatives and protected areas identified for their conservation. In situ conservation of amaranth (Peru), millets (India and Nepal) and aloe (Yemen) has been undertaken under Bioversity’s project on neglected and underutilized project funded by International Fund for Agriculture. 
45. The lack of national red lists has hampered progress in the implementation of this target. Other constraints include lack of data, lack of national targets, focus on Protected Area Networks and not their constituent taxa, conflict in land use and access, as well as institutional, technical, social, financial and  legislative bottlenecks.
h. Target 8 60 per cent of threatened plant species in accessible ex situ collections, preferably in the country of origin, and 10 per cent of them included in recovery and restoration programmes;

46. There are various National Plant Genetic Resource Centres, Tree Seed Center, Botanical Gardens and and  threatened Plants Programme.  In general, there was a concern of limited physical, technical and financial resources to achieve this target (e.g. Botswana and Armenia). 
47. There are various regional initiatives such as the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew Millenium Seed Banl Projects in Africa, Americas, Australia and Mexico; the European ENSCONET Project. PlantNetwork, the plant collections network of UK and Ireland focuses on using member gardens to grow the threatened plants of Britain and Ireland ex situ and to link them to conservation work in situ. 
48. BGCI has developed the PlantSearch Database as a means to identify plants in cultivation in botanic gardens (www.bgci.org) in 2003.  The database currently holds records for over 150,000 taxa, provided by nearly 700 botanic gardens.  The plant records are presently linked to five databases – the 1997 and 2006 IUCN Red Lists of threatened plant species, the International Plant Names Index (IPNI), a list of Crop Wild Relatives and the Tree Conservation Database. In addition, the database is also linked to Google’s image search service to enable pictures of each taxa to be found on the internet.  The database allows individual institutions to upload and manage their own data and provides a valuable means for in-country organizations to manage and review data on their own and on other national collections.
49. Activities relevant to the achievement of this target have been undertaken by Bioversity with partners in over 20 countries and involve work on the maintenance of crop diversity, associated biodiversity and home garden diversity. The approach has increasingly been concerned with exploring ways in which optimum use of agricultural biodiversity can support rural livelihoods, sustainability, ecosystem service provision and conservation. Also, Bioversity is responsible for the maintenance of the world collection of banana and plantain. It produced the first version of the Global Conservation Strategy for Musa in 2006 which sets out a framework for conserving the Musa gene pool in ex situ collections (in vitro at a global level, and in field collections (and possibly also in botanic gardens) in the country of origin). 
i. Target 9 70 per cent of the genetic diversity of crops and other major socio-economically valuable plant species conserved, and associated indigenous and local knowledge maintained;

50. At its 10th Session, the CGRFA accepted the invitation of the Conference of Parties to the CBD /
 (COP Decision VII/10), to consider how the Global Plan of Action can contribute to the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation, in particular Target 9 and the data to be reported in the Second Report of the State of the World’s Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture, expected to be published in 2008 will provide a useful reference for this target.
51. By combining ex situ and in situ methods in complementary ways and focussing on centres of diversity, it is expected that 70% of the diversity of the species that fall within the Multilateral System on Access and Benefit-Sharing of the International Treaty/
, will be effectively conserved. 
52. The 70% threshold may be difficult to achieve for genetic diversity of tree species, other wild socio-economic valuable species like medicinal, aromatic, ornamental and other ‘important’ species and crop wild relatives, and under-utilized and orphan species and commodities (UOCs). The genetic diversity of these species has only been described for a limited number of these species and little work has been undertaken on their genetic conservation so far. Conservation efforts will have to be made on a case-by-case basis, according to the conservation status, socio-economic importance, national and local priorities, capacity and available resources. More than 50 Country Reports developed on the State of Forest Tree Genetic Diversity. Data on genetic diversity of a few selected species have been collected in Europe and is available in the EUFORGEN database.
53. Maintenance of associated indigenous and local knowledge remains the aspect of Target 9 that probably presents the greatest challenge. Other major obstacles that stakeholders confirmed are a lack of tested methodologies and limited assessments of indigenous and local knowledge associated to plant genetic diversity. 
j. Target 10 Management plans in place for at least 100 major alien species that threaten plants, plant communities and associated habitats and ecosystems;

54. The Global Invasive Species Programme (GISP) Secretariat formed a Task Team to identify the best way forward to achieve Target 10.  Through funded consultations and workshops in five countries,  Chile (South America), Costa Rica, Senegal (West Africa), Tanzania (East Africa) and Vietnam; the matrix approach was tested for efficacy to refine it in order to stream-line the methodology to allow for ease of identification of the invasive species that pose the greatest threat to plants and plant habitats.
A funding proposal to further test this at global level has been developed to review over 500 different documents, accessible over the internet and that give some indication of management of invasive species where identified and over 400 consult some of the individuals  identified.  The information from this search will be fed into the internet dialogue.

55. Australia has identified and developed rigorous management strategies for twenty invasive species of national significance and most of the data is available online. Belgium has developed four management plans, Chile put in place control mechanisms for 10 exotic species while Ireland has management plans for 10 species and Ghana a national programme for two species.
56. Many botanic gardens are involved in projects that help in the management of alien invasive species including information campaigns about the dangers of growing non-native species, research on invasive species and management options, risk assessments, development of best practices for the control of invasive species, eradication of potentially invasive species from collections and nformation on native alternatives for gardening and amenity purposes.
57. The Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures (ICPM) recommended contracting parties and National Plant Protection Organizations (NPPOs), to: collect, where appropriate, information on the alien invasions of pests of plants (including plants that are invasive alien species); and forward this to the CBD national focal points, to assist in monitoring progress towards the 2010 biodiversity targets outlined in the COP-7 Decision VII/30.
k. Target 11 No species of wild flora endangered by international trade;
58. Many countries have indicated ongoing activities on target 11 linked to the national implementation of the CITES Convention and have adopted the global target. The Plant Committee of CITES, submitted to the Executive Secretary a report summarising CITES’ contribution to Target 11.
59. Under the process of Significant Trade Review, important listed plant groups such as Cycads, Agarwood, Tree Ferns and some medicinal plants have been analyzed, resulting in measures being taken to ensure that the international trade is sustainable. Even on non listed species such as Harpagophytum the Plants Committee has facilitated collaboration between range states to ensure that harvest on this species is sustainable in such a way that the inclusion in to CITES appendices is not needed.

60. Studies on biology and trade in taxa line: Guaiacum spp., Taxus spp., various timber species, Tillandsia xerographica., Hoodia spp., Mahogany, Orchidaceae, Cactaceae, Leaf bearing cacti, among others, have been undertaken to correctly reflect their conservation and management needs.

l. Target 12 30 per cent of plant-based products derived from sources that are sustainably managed; 
61. Sub-targets proposed for this target include: Sub-target 1: Agricultural products, Sub-target 2: Forest products (Sub-target 2.1: Wood products, Sub-target 2.2: Fuel wood products and Sub-target 2.3: Non wood forest products) or Sub-targets related to certification programmes or standards.
62. FAO has facilitated the collection, analyses and dissemination of national, regional and international statistics on all aspects of forest and forest industry resources, production and trade and other important socio-​economic variables and is providing support to all the nine regional criteria and indicators processes for monitoring progress towards sustainable forest management.
63. In implementing this target,  The German Federal Agency for Nature Conservation (BfN) supported the development of the “International Standard
 for Sustainable Wild Collection of Medicinal and Aromatic Plants (ISSC-MAP)”( http://www.floraweb.de/proxy/floraweb/map-pro), which also addresses Target 6, 12, 13. 
64. In Uganda, the  BioTrade Initiative
 of UNCTAD (http://www.biotrade.org/Intro/bti.html),  which provides a useful model for refining and transforming Medicinal and Aromatic Plants (MAPS) products has focused promoting trade and investment in products and services derived from native or indigenous biodiversity. 
m. Target 13 The decline of plant resources, and associated indigenous and local knowledge, innovations and practices that support sustainable livelihoods, local food security and health care, halted;
65. While in the UK this has been identified as a low priority target, Philippines has developed a national target and developed the Traditional and Alternative Medicine Act and Thailand, a checklist or archived material and ethnographic records covering traditional practices with reference to plant material.  
66. China has ensured sustainable development of traditional Chinese Medicine; Jordan has developed a Conservation of Medicinal and Herbal Plants Project; in Kenya the policy process is being developed and Nepal has reduced barriers to improve food security and promotes utilization of plant products for health care. While in Tunisia the focus is on food security, in Indonesia it is community-based management where the Ministry of Health has increased cultivation of medicinal plants.  Morocco has developed national inventories on traditional practices and use of biodiversity.

67. The Belgium Development Cooperation is funding programmes support indigenous communities in partner developing countries, including the recovery and the promotion of traditional knowledge and practices, most of which are implemented through third parties by NGOs, universities or multilateral organizations, while the Netherlands has supported publication of the Plant Resources of South East Asia (PROSEA) and Plant Resources of Tropical Africa (PROTA). 
68. FAO initiated with national partners,  several programmes that addressed the subject of the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity and associated local indigenous knowledge, including  FAO’s programme on the promotion and development of non-wood forest products; several studies completed in 2005 Tanzania, Swaziland and Mozambique to highlight the importance of local knowledge related to the use and management of local plant varieties and food security; organisation of . several community diversity seed fairs in Tanzania to provide farmers and extension staff an opportunity to show local seed varieties, exchange varieties and related local knowledge anda study on the impact of sugar cane production on the livelihoods of rural farmers in Swaziland, or highlighting the loss of local knowledge and local plant varieties due to loss of land and access to local seed varieties. 
69. Bioversity International has also developed methods and good practices regarding indigenous knowledge and community-based organization associated with the use and conservation of crop diversity in Nepal and the Sahel have been developed, tested and implemented as well as interventions to increase the cultivation and consumption of the diversity of leafy vegetables have been implemented in Kenya, Uganda, Tanzania, and Senegal. This set of interventions builds on local biodiversity to improve the nutrition and health of human populations
n. Target 14 The importance of plant diversity and the need for its conservation incorporated into communication, educational and public-awareness programmes;
70. Many Parties indicated active programmes on education and public awareness mainly linked to the NBSAPs, national environmental education programmes and policies and the CBD CEPA programme. However, it was apparent that a lot of these activities are mainly undertaken by the conservation, environmental and development NGOs. 
71. Further workshops on Target 14 were held in 2004 in the UK and at the 2nd World Botanic Gardens Congress in Spain and a series of stakeholder consultations were held in 2006 in Brazil, China, Indonesia, Russia, UK and USA.  A summary report of these consultations was provided at the Liaisont Group meeting that was held in Dublin Ireland 23-25 October 2006. Reports of the stakeholder consultation were also presented at the International Congress for Education in Botanic Gardens, Oxford UK, September 10-14, 2006.
72. Bioversity International launched the  "No end to the banana" exhibition of posters and artifacts concerning Musa diversity and the future of the banana, in 2005 and has been displayed in Leuven in Belgium, in Botanic Gardens in Edinburgh, UK, and Dublin, Ireland, and in the Eden Project in the UK. It was  transferred to the Annual General Meeting of the CGIAR in Washington and, thereafter, will be hosted in a World Bank building.

73. In support of national implementation, BGCI has focused on raising awareness of the GSPC at various levels – with an especial focus on policy makers and the conservation, scientific and botanical communities.  The text of the GSPC was published by BGCI as an attractive and accessible document and to date some 25,000 copies of this brochure have been distributed in English.  In addition, with the support of BGCI’s partners, the brochure has been translated and made available in a number of other languages including Chinese, French, Japanese, Portuguese, Russian and Spanish. Bahasa Indonesia, German and Arabic version are in the process of being published.  The GSPC brochure has been widely distributed at a series of major botanical and conservation meetings and is available for download from the BGCI website (www.bgci.org). In addition to the full text of the GSPC, a series of GSPC target bookmarks have been produced and widely distributed in English, French, Spanish, Portuguese, Arabic and Chinese.  BGCI has also produced leaflets on Targets 8 and 14 to raise awareness of these specific targets amongst a wide audience.  Copies of the GSPC bookmarks and Target 8 and 14 leaflets are provided as an Annex to this report.

74. A major symposium aimed at raising awareness of the GSPC was organised at the XVII International Botanical Congress held in Vienna, Austria from 17 – 23 July, 2005.  The Congress was attended by approximately 5,000 botanists from most countries of the world.  Copies of the GSPC brochure were provided to the Congress organisation for inclusion in all delegate packs.  A second symposium on the implementation of Target 8 of the GSPC was also included in the programme of the Congress.  The resolutions of the Congress included a strong statement in support of the GSPC, urging governments, inter-governmental bodies, organizations and institutions at all levels to support its implementation and make the achievement of its targets an urgent priority.

o. Target 15 The number of trained people working with appropriate facilities in plant conservation increased, according to national needs, to achieve the targets of this Strategy;

75. Most of the capacity building initiatives are linked to the academic sector and many gaps and challenges were highlighted in relation to this target. Many networks were also highlighted but these were predominantly regional, e.g. the ASEAN Centre for Biodiversity, the Biodiversity Collections Access Service for Europe (BIOCASE), the Southern African Botanical Network (SABONET), Planta Europa,, Plant Resources for Tropical Africa(PROTA), the SADC Biodiversity Support Programme, South East Asian Botanical Collection Information Network (SEABCIN), the Latin American Botanical Network and others. There were also regional and international networks for botanic gardens, plant genetic resources, protected areas, and plant conservation to which Parties or their stakeholders were affiliated. However, the national networks include the Australian Network for Plant Conservation Network, Irish Network for Plant Conservation, Indonesian National Biodiversity Information Network and Swedish Species Information Centre.
p. Target 16 Networks for plant conservation activities established or strengthened at national, regional and international levels. 

76. Overall, the GSPC has provided focus for different activities and has added value, providing a common and focused framework for multiple stakeholders and actors at different levels and scales. It has stimulated the establishment of national, regional and international programs and networks such as the Philippines Plant Conservation Committee, the German National GSPC Project and the Global Partnership for Plant Conservation, which have helped bring together a wide range of stakeholders.
77. The Global Partnership for Plant Conservation working together with the Secretariat, organised the Plants 2010 Conference, which focused on strengthening the implementation of the GSPC at the national and regional levels, in Dublin, Ireland, from 22-25 October 2005 and a symposium to review the progress on the GSPC and the challenges to implementation at the XVII International Botanical Congress from17-23 July 2005, in Vienna, Austria. Other activities by the members of the Partnership are summarised in UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX2.
IV: HIGHLIGHTS FROM THE IN DEPTH REVIEW AND PROPOSALS ON THE WAY FORWARD.
a.Analysis of outcomes of the in depth review
78. Overall, the Strategy has provided a useful framework for the harmonisation of various initiatives in plant conservation at the global, regional and national levels, but there are still major challenges in making progress in the national level implementation
79. . While the in depth review of the GSPC is not a snapshot of the state of plant conservation, it is noted that many Parties are implementing various activities aligned to the achievement of selected targets. Where present, national strategies are useful in bringing together relevant programs, with various players involved to establish national targets, and provide an effective platform to mobilize national resources as necessary. Already, various useful and relevant resources already exist at national, regional and international levels, such as national red lists, databases, models and protocols. The main bottleneck is in their effective dissemination.  Further workshops at national and regional level on the GSPC implementation may be effective for raising awareness and enhancing additional GSPC responses and target setting as well as integration.
80. A regional elaboration of targets may be a more practical approach in some instances, given the added value of regional cooperation and mobilisation of human, technical, financial and institutional resources that may be brought to bear. Regional approaches such as shown by the experience with the European Regional Strategy, by including a variety of stakeholders may provide a pragmatic option to enhance achievement of the targets by 2010.
(b) 
Proposals for elements for a toolkit including a checklist to assist Parties in integrating the targets into their strategies, programmes and plans

81. The second Liaison Group Meeting recommended a proposal on elements for a toolkit including a checklist to assist Parties in integrating the targets into their strategies, programmes and plans (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/!”/INFXXX3 and UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX4)). Given that the primary audience of the toolkit is the CBD and GSPC focal points, the core elements should be: (a) a clear and concise overview of the GSPC, (b) ways and means for developing national targets and incorporating them into national strategies, plans and programmes, (c) how to implement the GSPC at the national level, and (d) how to monitor and report on the progress in implementation. An outline of the toolkit is presented in UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX4
82. The Liaison Group Meeting also recommended publication of a  Plant Biodiversity Outlook which could be included as part of the toolkit, as well as links to relevant resources, software, case studies and other relevant initiatives. Further, the delegates recommended that Parties, CBD and GSPC focal points could be consulted on the key priorities in developing the toolkit so as to ensure that an adequate and relevant checklist to assisting Parties in integrating the targets is provided as part of toolkit. The outline for proposed Plant Biodiversity Outlook is presented in UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/ XXX5

(c)
The contribution of the Strategy in achieving the 2010 biodiversity target and the Millennium Development Goals and responding to the challenges arising from the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment

83. In many developing countries, a major concern is the use of biodiversity for improved livelihoods. There is need  to continue to relate and integrate the GSPC targets to MDGs, sustainable use initiatives, poverty reduction strategies and other programmes aimed at the improvement of livelihoods. Such integration is a useful mechanism to promote synergies and to demonstrate the relevance of the Global Strategy and its targets to national goals for poverty alleviation and sustainable development. 
84. A background paper on the contribution of the Strategy in achieving the 2010 Biodiversity targets, and the Millennium Development Goals and responding to the challenges arising from Millennium Ecosystem Assessment is presented as UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/xxx6. The Strategy provides a useful pilot for assessing progress towards the achievement of the 2010 target at national level. In turn, the review of the progress in implementation of the strategy will contribute useful baseline information and experiences beneficial to the review of the 2010 biodiversity target. Some of the GSPC targets relevant to the sub targets of the 2010 target are highlighted in the table in Annex 1 and UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX6.

85. There are gaps in relation to sub target 4.2 (Unsustainable consumption, of biological resources, or that impacts upon biodiversity, reduced) and the sub targets under goal 7 (Address challenges to biodiversity from climate change, and pollution). 
86.  For most developing countries, target 12 and 13 provide a strategic link between national implementation of the GSPC and the national MDG implementation processes. Thus, various opportunities exist at national level for addressing poverty reduction (goal 1), the health crisis (goal 6) and environmental stability (goal 7) in the context of national implementation of the Strategy and could enhance the Strategy’s relevance and options for mobilising additional resources at national and regional level.
87. The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA) project noted that most direct drivers of degradation in ecosystem services remain constant or are growing in intensity in most ecosystems and that the degradation of ecosystem services could grow significantly worse during the first half of this century creating a  barrier to achieving the Millennium Development Goals  (www.millenniumassessment.org/en/).  
88. The MA provides a useful framework  when prioritising action at national, regional and global level, given that progress made in achieving the various targets of the GSPC can assist in securing the plant resources and thus provisioning services, especially with regard to target 1 and 2 (baseline studies); targets 4-7 (in situ conservation) and targets 8-9 (ex situ conservation). A focus on targets 10-13 will allow communities and Parties to continue to derive benefits from plant diversity especially for food, medicines, fuel, fibre, wood and other uses.
(d)  
A review of the potential impact of climate change on the  implementation of the Global Strategy

89. Given that Climate Change is likely to have negative impacts on habitats and ecosystems and therefore compromise in certain instances the conservation, social and economic gains made through national implementation of the targets of the GSPC, the Report of the Gran Canaria Meeting on 'Climate Change and Plant Conservation' organized by the members of the Global Partnership for Plant Conservation) is presented for consideration (http://www.bgci.org/conservation/gcdccpc/  and http://www.bgci.org/conservation/climatechange ) (see UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX7)
90. The Liaison Group welcomed the Gran Canaria Declaration on Climate Change and Plant Conservation, noted that it was evident that climate change was likely to have a major impact on plant diversity including species survival, species assemblages and the increase of invasive species in many ecosystems and recommended that it be communicated to the Executive Secretary for further consideration and possibly to SBSTTA. 

(e)
Proposals on options for the Global Strategy after 2010

91. The Liaison Group Meeting, following a review on the progress in implementation of the strategy, barriers and capacity building needs as well as emerging challenges such as climate change, reviewed the adequacy of the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation till 2010 vis a vis its goal: to halt the current and continuing loss of plant diversity (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/XXX3). The meeting recommended that  given the increasing challenge of climate change, the worsening drivers of biodiversity loss as outlined by the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, the need to meet the Millennium Development Goals especially goals 1, 6 and 7 to which the GSPC can make significant contributions, the current pace of implementation of the Strategy will not be adequate to meet the targets and objectives of the Strategy. 
92. Also, given that the ninth meeting of the  Conference of Parties will undertake an in depth review of the GSPC and may make recommendations for actions  post 2010, it is anticipated that in addition,  a final review on the achievement of the targets of the strategy evaluate the real impact of the GSPC by 2010 and generate further recommendations. The meeting emphasized the continued need to address the important challenges of the conservation of plant diversity through an evidence-based, quantitative approach that involves multiple sectors and stakeholders, and that facilitates and supports national implementation of the GSPC post 2010.[image: image3][image: image4][image: image5]






* 	UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/10/1.


� Paragraph 76 of the Report of the Tenth Regular Session of the Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture (CGRFA-10/04/REPORT): ftp://ext-ftp.fao.org/ag/cgrfa/cgrfa10/r10repe.pdf


� the scope of the International Treaty covers all Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture


� This standard will bridge the gap between already existing but mostly abstract guidelines and management plans developed for specific local conditions. Stakeholders involved will receive an easy-to-handle list of criteria, indicators and verifiers that will enable them to check the sustainability of plant material collected from the wild.


� Biotrade refers to those activities of collection, production, transformation, and commercialisation of goods and services derived from native biodiversity under the criteria of environmental, social and economic sustainability.   Since its launch in 1996, the BioTrade Initiative has been promoting sustainable biotrade in support of the objectives of the Convention on Biological Diversity
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