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Summary and critical points on Aichi target implementation  
 
This IUCN position paper provides views and recommendations on selected issues on 
the agendas of WGRI 5 and SBSTTA18. The focus of the paper is on priority issues for 
IUCN in the light of the critical need to work for the achievement of the Aichi targets in 
the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020; highlights of IUCN’s contributions to its 
overall implementation through various activities and processes are also presented. 
Recommendations of a general nature on priority issues are also proposed. Some 
specific suggestions for text edits or changes are also presented.  
 
Halfway through the International Decade of Biodiversity and at the midpoint of the 
period of The Strategic Plan for Biodiversity much remains to be done to achieve the 
Aichi targets; a quantum leap in effective action for implementation is needed.   
 
Target 2: Valuation of ecosystem services: It is now necessary to move from case 
studies to the systematic application of ecosystem assessment and valuation at all 
levels for decisions relating to development, investment and equity. 
 
Target 6: IUCN urges Parties to address the emergence of biomass fisheries, which 
have no target species but are instead explicitly directed at catching all forms of life.   
 
Target 11: While the percentage coverage elements of the Target are receiving most 
attention, other elements of the target are fundamental to ensuring protected areas 
are a key tool to halt the loss of biodiversity and ecosystem services it provides. 
 
Target 12: Parties are encouraged to support work to assess species for The IUCN 
Red List of Threatened Species. Parties should undertake to achieve this target by 
developing and implementing multi-stakeholder species conservation recovery plans, 
 
Target 13: IUCN recognizes that although significant efforts have been put into 
achieving this target, the need to develop policies to support enhanced plant genetic 
resource conservation and use is of the utmost importance. National and regional 
conservation strategies for crop wild relatives crop landraces are essential elements of 
National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans (NBSAPs); 
 
Target 16: Nagoya Protocol: IUCN calls on all Parties to accelerate the ratification 
process but without losing sight of the need for strong national ABS frameworks to 
enable the effective implementation of the Protocol in the near future. 
 
Target 17: NBSAPs: IUCN reminds Parties that NBSAPs need to be adopted as policy 
instruments.  
 
Target 18: There is still much work that needs to be done at the national and 
international levels to realize the full intent of Target 18, particularly in terms of the 
full and effective participation of indigenous and local communities (ILCs) at all 
relevant levels. 
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Introduction  
 
The Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 
and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets were adopted 
in response to the critical need to address the 
ongoing loss of biodiversity. On the occasion of 
the mid-term review of the Strategic Plan, this 
paper presents a “balance sheet” of progress 
towards its achievement as well as information 
on IUCN’s efforts to support its implementation. 
Whilst good progress has been made to avoid 
further loss of biodiversity, halfway through the 
International Decade of Biodiversity, much 
remains to be done and it is clear that and efforts 
need to be stepped up considerably.  
 
This year’s WGRI and SBSTTA take place as 
the target date of the Millennium Development 
Goals approaches and governments turn their 
attention to the negotiation of Sustainable 
Development Goals. IUCN, as an organization 
whose mission is to influence, encourage and 
assist societies throughout the world to conserve 
the integrity and diversity of nature and to ensure 
that any use of natural resources is equitable 
and ecologically sustainable, has been actively 
working for biodiversity conservation as a 
contribution to sustainable development and 
poverty reduction. IUCN calls attention to the 
utility of nature to many of society’s biggest 
challenges. Such nature-based solutions can 
help alleviate the effects of climate change, 
reduce the risk of disasters and contribute to 
food security to name but some. The 
conservation of nature is mission critical for the 
future wellbeing of people on this planet.  

WGRI5 
Progress in the revision and 
implementation of NBSAPs - Target 
17 (Agenda item 4) 
 
As presented in detail in UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/2, 
since the adoption of the Strategic Plan for 
Biodiversity 2011-2020 the majority of Parties 
have started to revise their National Biodiversity 
Strategies and Action Plans (NBSAPs) in line with 
Aichi Target 17 and Decision X/2. IUCN 
commends the twenty-five Parties that have 
submitted their revised NBSAPs to the Secretariat 
as well as the fifty-four that have finalized and 
submitted their fifth national reports. IUCN 
encourages those Parties that are still to revise 
and finalize their NBSAPs and national reports to 
do so as soon as possible. 
 
IUCN believes that it is important to take stock 
now, in 2014, of progress made and the 

challenges encountered in this process in order to 
take targeted actions that will support the full 
achievement of Target 17 by 2015.  
 
IUCN considers two elements of paramount 
importance for effective NBSAPs; firstly, their 
development must rely on a participatory process 
engaging all relevant stakeholders; and secondly, 
emphasis must be made on ways and means to 
enable proper mainstreaming of biodiversity into 
economic development, other sectors and plans. 
IUCN also reminds Parties that NBSAPs need to 
be adopted as policy instruments.  
 
National (and sub-national) policies, plans and 
strategies that are based on a truly participatory 
process and take into consideration differing  
views and perspectives, have a broader societal 
uptake and therefore better implementation 
chance. In the same vein, integration of 
biodiversity issues in the plans and policies of 
different sectors (mainstreaming) can help ensure 
that biodiversity and its ecosystem services are 
safeguarded.  
 
In spite of the numerous workshops and capacity 
building sessions organized by the Secretariat and 
supported by many partner organizations including 
IUCN, which have made possible the exchange of 
national experiences, lessons learnt and obstacles 
encountered, it is still necessary to promote more 
of these exchanges and more importantly, to 
systematically document those experiences and 
testimonies. In this way, capacity is continuously 
built and shared.  
 
In this vein IUCN has recently started, together 
with the CBD Secretariat, a study to document 
these underlying participatory processes in the 
NBSAPs framework. This analysis will be made 
available to Parties at COP12.  
 
IUCN recommends WGRI to: 
 
 Amend the draft decision contained in 

UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/2, and to add, as follows: 

“3. Bis Encourages those Parties who have 
already revised their NBSAPs in light of the 
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 to 
continue to share their experience, positive 
examples and  lessons learnt on 
participatory processes and the effective 
mainstreaming of biodiversity into public 
policies, other sectors and plans; 

 
Implementation of selected Aichi 
Targets (Agenda item 5) and IUCN’s 
current efforts  
 
Target 1  
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IUCN, through its Commission on Education and 
Communication (CEC) has contributed extensively 
to the achievement of Aichi Target 1. Working 
through a series of partnerships, CEC has not only 
aimed at transmitting strategies in communication 
to practitioners and empower sustainability 
professionals with online e-courses on strategic 
communication and storytelling, but has also been 
involved in advancing the “human dimensions” of 
biodiversity conservation by promoting a positive 
approach in which emotions, rather than solely 
facts and figures, play the main role, especially 
when reaching out to the general public. In line 
with this, CEC is co-leader of the ‘Inspire New 
Generation’ stream at the forthcoming IUCN World 
Parks Congress, which supports the public’s 
discovery of, and connection to nature. 
 
Target 2  
Progress on the implementation of Target 2 has 
been substantial; there has been increased 
understanding of nature as a stock of 
biodiversity providing ecosystem services that 
are essential for human well-being, by much of 
the conservation community, governments and 
the private sector. The measurement of these 
stocks and flows and their valuation and 
integration into decision-making at all levels and 
across the public and private sectors is essential 
for sustainable economic growth.  The 
conceptual foundations and methodologies for 
ecosystem assessment and valuation are well-
established or being developed. It is now 
necessary to move from case studies to the 
systematic application of ecosystem assessment 
and valuation at all levels for decisions relating 
to development, investment and equity. Equally 
important is that ecosystem measurement and 
valuation is used within an appropriate context -
economic values estimated should be 
considered alongside the broader values 
associated with biodiversity and ecosystems and 
their implications for local livelihoods and cultural 
practices linked to biodiversity. 
 
Target 3 
IUCN welcomes the proposals in UNEP/CBD/ 
WGRI/5/4/Add.1 for the modalities and milestones 
to operationalize Target 3. IUCN sees the reform, 
phasing out and removal of environmentally 
harmful subsidies as a critical means to 
discourage environmentally harmful behavior, 
remove distortions in national economies, alleviate 
pressure on scarce public money and promote 
social objectives. If funds previously used to 
finance subsidies are redeployed as funds for 
biodiversity, there is a significant additional benefit 
to society from the removal of environmentally 
harmful subsidies.  
 

IUCN concurs that while tackling environmentally 
harmful subsidies is essential, this process must 
be based on good data and careful analysis and 
consideration of the distribution of costs and 
benefits of change, and the impacts on livelihoods 
of stakeholders, particularly indigenous and local 
communities.  Exploring options for implementing 
positive incentive schemes, such as payments for 
ecosystem services, biodiversity-based business 
and green markets, and community based natural 
resource management is also encouraged. 
 
UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/4/Add.1 recommends that 
national studies make use of the findings of TEEB, 
existing work on environmentally harmful subsidies 
(UNEP, OECD, IUCN, WTO) and the compilation 
of good practice cases in CBD Technical Series 
No. 56 http://www.cbd.int/doc/publications/cbd-ts-
56-en.pdf. IUCN has played a prominent role in 
the compilation of national studies and good 
practice cases and stands ready to assist Parties 
in the preparation of national studies.  
 
Furthermore, implementation of Target 3 is closely 
linked with Target 2 as an informed assessment of 
appropriate incentive mechanisms to manage 
natural resources sustainably must be rooted in a 
good understanding of the value of biodiversity 
and the integration of biodiversity values into 
decision-making, including development planning 
and poverty alleviation. Including biodiversity 
values into accounting, whether at national, 
regional or corporate level, has additional benefits 
and builds on the bio-physical assessment and 
economic valuation work that is essential for the 
implementation of Target 2. 
 
Target 5 
IUCN, through its Commission on Ecosystem 
Management (CEM), within the framework of the 
developing Red List of Ecosystems (RLE), is 
currently working on risk assessment for the 
Americas (from Alaska to Patagonia), which will be 
completed by the end of 2014 for the continental 
area of the Americas and the Caribbean. This is 
being carried out in more detail for two watersheds 
and for at least eight countries. In addition, IUCN, 
together with European partners, is about to 
embark on the Red List of Habitats for the twenty-
eight Member States of the European Union. Case 
studies on RLE www.iucnredlistofecosystems.org  
indicate that risk assessments not only inform the 
status of services that might be provided by the 
ecosystems under study but also suggest areas 
where ecosystem restoration might be best 
achieved. 
 
Target 6 
In an effort towards greater coherence in the 
reporting for this Target, IUCN and the marine 
biodiversity conservation community have 
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engaged with the FAO Technical Consultation 
where the FAO Deep Sea Fishery Guidelines 
were negotiated. Indeed, Target 6 refers to all 
the biodiversity aspects of fishing for which it is 
important to harmonize concepts such as 
“significant adverse impacts” and “overfishing” in 
order to be able to achieve it.   
 
IUCN urges Parties to address the emergence of 
biomass fisheries, which have no target species 
but are instead explicitly directed at catching every 
form of life.  Such ‘free-for-all’ fisheries are 
becoming common in Asia but also likely to arise 
elsewhere.  Bottom trawlers and gill nets grab an 
indiscriminate assortment of fish and invertebrates 
and sell the entire lot, often for reduction to 
fishmeal or fish oil.  Biomass fisheries are of great 
concern for many species in their paths and for the 
marine habitats that are repeatedly flattened and 
gouged.  The usual imperative for wise fisheries 
management – to maximize long-term yield of a 
population – disappears.  The likely end point is a 
barren wasteland that deprives artisanal fishers of 
livelihoods.  Worryingly, such fisheries can sound 
confusingly benign because they “have no 
bycatch”, since all life is of some economic value. 
 
IUCN strongly encourages Parties to bring illegal 
fishing under control and develop and implement 
strategies that will constrain trawling effort.  New 
(and increasingly affordable) technology and 
spatial management will be helpful. 
 
Target 9  
Progress and recommendations on Target 9 are 
below under the SBSTTA18, Agenda item 5.  
  
Target 10 
Ocean acidification is a direct result of 
unremitting carbon dioxide emissions. It is 
necessary to promote Marine Protected Areas 
(MPAs) in order to contribute to the resilience of 
coral reefs and other vulnerable ecosystems. 
IUCN has contributed to capacity building in this 
area by undertaking workshops on climate 
change and MPAs.   
 
Target 11  
IUCN is very concerned about the slow pace of 
countries in making progress towards the 
achievement of Target 11. While the percentage 
coverage elements of the Target are receiving 
most attention, the other elements of the target 
are fundamental to ensuring protected areas are 
a key tool to halt the loss of biodiversity and the 
ecosystem services it provides. 
 
However, there is a significant shortfall in what 
nations aim to protect by 2020 and what they 
have protected to date. Only 31% of nations 
have reached 17% protection. Progress towards 

Target 11 for marine protected areas is even 
slower. Only 11% of nations have achieved 
protection of 10% of their Exclusive Economic 
Zones.  
 
For areas of importance to biodiversity, only 28% 
of Important Bird & Biodiversity Areas and 22% of 
Alliance for Zero Extinction sites (sites that hold 
>95% of the global population of a Critically 
Endangered or Endangered species) are 
adequately covered by existing protected areas.  
IUCN is finalizing consolidation of globally agreed 
criteria for the identification of Key Biodiversity 
Areas (KBAs) as an overarching framework for 
identification of areas of importance for 
biodiversity.  
  
IUCN thus calls on WGRI to:  
 
 Strongly encourage Parties to apply the KBA 

methodology to guide their implementation 
of Target 11. 
UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/17/INF/10 

 
Achievement of Target 11 will require use of the 
full range of IUCN protected area governance 
types. Research for a forthcoming IUCN report 
shows an increased potential for privately 
protected areas (PPAs), owned and managed by 
all groups of society. Although increasing in 
number, these areas are often unreported to the 
World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA).  
 
IUCN recommends that WGRI: 
 
 Actively encourages Parties to recognise well-

managed PPAs in reporting against the Aichi 
Targets and submit their reports to the WDPA, 
as a positive contribution to Aichi Target 11. 

 
IUCN and WCPA High Seas Marine Protected 
Areas Specialist Group have in turn been working 
on the application of Target 11 in marine areas 
beyond national jurisdiction (ABNJ), by 
considering existing regimes, experiences and 
best practices for area-based management in 
ABNJ.  As currently practiced, the site-specific 
approach to establishment of protected areas in 
ABNJ is necessary but not sufficient to protect 
regional and global biodiversity and ecosystem 
structure and function. This needs to be 
complemented by regional and global networks of 
representative marine protected areas and other 
seascape level conservation approaches. 

IUCN also highlights the important role played by 
the CBD–facilitated regional workshops to 
describe marine areas of ecological or biological 
significance (EBSAs) in compiling and facilitating 
access to important scientific information and 
technological tools and building capacity at the 
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national and regional level (see SBSTTA18 
section on Agenda item 4.1). The identification of 
marine Key Biodiversity Areas should serve as 
fundamental input data into these processes. 

Target 12  
Target 12 effectively breaks down into two 
components:  
1) The knowledge about what is threatened, for 

which the most obvious tool is the global 
IUCN Red List of Threatened Species and 
the various national red lists (or equivalent) 
in many countries;  

2) Targeted conservation action to bring about 
the recovery of species utilising species 
action plans. 

Parties are encouraged to support work to 
assess species for The IUCN Red List of 
Threatened Species. The global Red List 
enables countries to see those species for which 
they have global responsibility (single country 
endemics, as in many tropical countries) or for 
which they have particularly important roles to 
play in preventing extinction and bringing about 
recovery. It also provides information on the 
threats that each species faces and the priority 
actions required in order to address these, 
improve the status of threatened species, and 
prevent extinctions. In short, The IUCN Red List 
provides a global context on national situations, 
and provides information that is essential to 
enables Parties to identify the most important 
sites for conserving species, including their 
Alliance for Zero Extinction (AZE) sites, 
Important Bird and Biodiversity Areas, and other 
Key Biodiversity Areas (see Target 11).  
 
Parties should further enhance their work on 
national red lists, or start national red lists if they 
have not already done so. If Parties wish to be 
able to compare the findings of their national red 
lists, then it is important to standardize the 
methodology, and IUCN provides the most 
commonly used global standard for this. Parties 
are also encouraged to participate in IUCN’s 
new National Red List Working Group, and to 
share their data on the National Red List website 
http://www.nationalredlist.org/  
 
Parties should undertake to achieve this target by 
developing and implementing multi-stakeholder 
species conservation recovery plans, taking note 
of the methodology that has been developed by 
IUCN called “Strategic Planning for Species 
Conservation” 
http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/scshandbook_2
_12_08_compressed.pdf In particular, such plans 
should focus on the species most at risk of 
extinction, as identified in the global IUCN Red List 
and in national red lists. 
 

Parties should consider seeking support from the 
GEF to support the implementation of this target at 
a greater scale than is currently the case. The 
GEF currently supports Save Our Species (SOS), 
which is undergoing mid-term review. It is clear 
that the huge over-subscription of high-quality 
proposals to SOS, and also to the Mohamed bin 
Zayed Species Conservation Fund, shows that the 
funding available for species recovery plans is 
particularly limited. In addition to increased support 
to the GEF, Parties should be encouraged to ramp 
up their own financial support to T12 funding 
mechanisms such as SOS.   
 
Target 13  
IUCN recognizes that although significant efforts 
have been put into achieving Aichi Target 13, the 
need to develop policies to support enhanced 
plant genetic resource conservation and use is of 
the utmost importance. In this regard, IUCN 
highlights two programmes of the IUCN SSC Crop 
Wild Relative Specialist Group that contribute 
significantly to implementation of Target 13. 
 
Firstly, the Harlan and de Wet Crop Wild Relative 
(CWR) is an inventory of global priority CWR taxa 
based on their use potential. The inventory 
database is web-enabled 
(http://www.cwrdiversity.org/checklist/) and can be 
used to facilitate in situ and ex situ conservation 
planning at global, regional and national levels. 
This resource will inform future CWR conservation 
and use, underpinning efforts to adapt agriculture 
to the environmental challenges related to climate 
change. The first global list of priority CWR 
species is already making a significant contribution 
to targeted conservation action. It will be now 
possible to plan and implement an effective 
worldwide in situ and ex situ conservation strategy 
for this critical global resource.  
 
Secondly, the threat assessment for 572 European 
species conducted in recent years showed that at 
least 11.5% (66) of crop wild relative species are 
threatened, the causes being unsustainable 
livestock farming and ranching, growing tourism 
and recreation use of rural areas and urbanization.  
 
Bioversity International is developing a monitoring 
system for in situ and on farm diversity for which a 
Red List of cultivated plants methodology has 
been proposed. 
 
In advancing the implementation of Aichi Target 
13, IUCN urges WGRI to call on Parties and all 
relevant stakeholders to:  
 
 Create national and regional conservation 

strategies for CWR and crop landraces (LR) 
and include these strategies in their National 
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Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans 
(NBSAPs); 

 Establish  CWR / LR in situ and ex situ 
conservation systematically at global, regional 
and national levels, in particular, a global in 
situ network with appropriate protection and 
governance; 

 Assess the conservation status (red list 
status) of the 1,392 species in the Harlan and 
de Wet CWR inventory of global priority CWR 
taxa; and  

 Develop a methodology for threat assessment 
of LR diversity. 

 
Target 14 
IUCN, including the Commission on 
Environmental, Economic, and Social Policy 
(CEESP) and many IUCN Member organizations 
and partners, is in the process of developing a 
new flagship knowledge product as a framework 
for the assessment of Human Dependency on 
Nature. This knowledge product stands to provide 
a valuable tool for guiding implementation of 
Target 14, and measuring progress towards it. 
 
Target 15  
IUCN and members of the Global Partnership on 
Forest Landscape Restoration (GPFLR) have 
been involved regional capacity building 
workshops (organized by the CBD Secretariat 
and FAO) which demonstrated the experience of 
countries in restoration, including opportunities 
and challenges, as well as the socio-economic 
perspective of restoration. IUCN highlighted 
country experiences in preparing the newly 
launched Restoration Opportunities Assessment 
Methodology handbook 
(http://www.iucn.org/ROAM) to guide how to 
identify and prioritize forest landscape 
restoration opportunities at the national, 
subnational and landscape-scales.  
 
Furthermore, through work on blue carbon 
scoping activities, IUCN is empowering Small 
Island Developing States (SIDS) with better 
adaptation strategies and promoting the critical 
contribution of coastal and marine ecosystems 
as carbon sinks and to climate change 
mitigation. 
 
IUCN is also actively collaborating with the CBD 
Secretariat to support the advancement of The 
Bonn Challenge, which calls for restoration by 
2020 of at least 15% of degraded ecosystems, and 
the UNFCCC REDD+ goal to slow, halt and 
reverse forest cover and carbon loss.  It also 
contributes to the land degradation neutral goal 
adopted by the Rio+20 Summit, as well as to the 
Global Objectives of the UN Forum on Forests 
(UNFF). A stream on Accelerating Forest 
Restoration has been integrated into the 

preparations for the September 2014 Ban Ki-Moon 
Climate Change Summit in New York, along with 
combating deforestation, procurement and 
geographies.  This integrates commitment to the 
Bonn Challenge target as one of the specific 
deliverables for the 
Summit.  (http://www.bonnchallenge.org)  
 
Target 16  
The thirty-six ratifications that the Nagoya Protocol 
received up to May 2014 and the progress reports 
presented at the last meeting of the 
Intergovernmental Committee of the Nagoya 
Protocol last February present an encouraging 
future for the entry into force of the agreement. 
IUCN views positively the recent adoption of the 
European Parliament and Council of the EU ABS 
Regulation and encourages the EU Member 
States to move forward in their national ratification 
processes. IUCN calls on all Parties to accelerate 
the ratification process but without losing sight of 
the need for strong national ABS frameworks to 
enable the effective implementation of the Protocol 
in the near future. 
 
However, IUCN views with some concern the 
number of open questions that still remain vis-à-vis 
the provisions of the Protocol and its implications 
when in force. Numerous calls for further support, 
capacity development and technical, policy and 
legal assistance are still voiced by Parties.  
 
Nevertheless, IUCN congratulates the Secretariat 
and Parties for the development of the Strategic 
Framework for capacity-building as a flexible living 
document to support the effective implementation 
of the Nagoya Protocol. IUCN welcomes the 
emphasis placed in this Framework on the specific 
needs of each country, as there is no doubt that 
the practical understanding of ABS-related issues 
and the Nagoya Protocol is intimately linked to 
each national context.  
 
Throughout the years, at national, regional and 
global levels, IUCN has been actively supporting 
Parties to better understand ABS frameworks in 
general and the Nagoya Protocol in particular 
(IUCN Explanatory Guide to the Nagoya Protocol 
on ABS) and we stand ready to continue to do so 
as we move towards the application of the 
Protocol.  
 
Target 18  
There is still much work that needs to be done at 
the national and international levels to realize the 
full intent of Target 18, particularly in terms of the 
full and effective participation of indigenous and 
local communities (ILCs) at all relevant levels. 
Capacity building to reach this Target remains a 
critical need since most countries and actors with 
relevant roles, including ILCs, continue to face 
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several challenges such as: limited research, 
documentation and knowledge on the topics; lack 
of government programmes to support 
communities; continued land alienation of 
indigenous territories for development purposes; 
and continued barriers to the full and effective 
participation of indigenous peoples in projects and 
policies directly impacting their customary use of 
biological resources and associated traditional 
knowledge, and practices. Efforts by the CBD 
Secretariat as well as Parties and agencies, need 
to be significantly boosted to meet the capacity 
building requirements in this area. 
 
An important field of development in the last few 
years has been the formulation of indicators. In 
the context of the Biodiversity Indicators 
Partnership (BIP), there has been some 
improvement of the identification of headline and 
operational indicators, and also the integration of 
potential tools such as the Vitality Index of 
Traditional Environmental Knowledge (VITEK) 
and the Index of Linguistic Diversity (ILD).  
 
However, application and testing of these tools 
remain very limited, is their utilization at the 
country level for measurement and monitoring of 
traditional knowledge retention. A more 
substantial and concerted effort is needed for 
development and deployment of indicators that 
can be applied at country and local levels to 
respond to the requirements of Target 18.  
 
Target 19 
IUCN considers of fundamental importance the 
development, maintenance, and dissemination 
of authoritative “knowledge products” as 
contributions towards Target 19. 
 
IUCN maintains six such “flagship” knowledge 
products. The IUCN Red List of Threatened 
Species, which this year celebrates its 50th 
anniversary, has provided invaluable information 
assessing the extinction risk for over 70’000 
species.  In addition, the IUCN World 
Commission on Protected Areas (WCPA) 
partners with UNEP-WCMC to mobilize the 
World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA), 
which powers the Protected Planet knowledge 
product.  
 
IUCN recognizes the data underlying the 
knowledge products mobilized through the Union 
as global public goods, consistent with the 
Preamble to the CBD, and is engaging with the 
World Bank, other International Financial 
Institutions and interested governments, to seek 
sustained investment in the development and 
maintenance of the knowledge products and 
their underlying data.  
 

Resource Mobilization – Target 20 
(Agenda item 6) 
IUCN acknowledges that there has been 
significant progress in the mobilization of financial 
resources for biodiversity, as is reflected in 
document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/4. However, the 
gap between what is required to implement the 
Aichi Targets and available finance for biodiversity 
persists. Further efforts are needed to mobilize 
additional funding for biodiversity as well as 
measures to ensure that existing finance is 
deployed in a manner which maximizes the 
benefits to biodiversity. 
 
IUCN urges Parties to adopt a broad view of 
resource mobilization, notably by mobilizing 
resources beyond international development 
assistance and the existing financial mechanism of 
the CBD. New sources of finance for biodiversity, 
particularly additional private sector funds should 
be explored.  
 
IUCN recognizes that incomplete data and tools to 
assess expenditure on biodiversity at the national 
level make it difficult for Parties to report on, 
mobilize domestically and integrate biodiversity 
into financial and development planning and 
action. IUCN supports ongoing efforts to compile 
better quality information and data, notably from 
the CBD, UNEP-WCMC, UNDP, and Conservation 
International to facilitate the assessment on 
biodiversity expenditures, thus allowing greater 
integration of biodiversity into financial and 
development plans. 
 
The preliminary reporting framework has proven to 
be a useful means to structure and classify 
biodiversity expenditure.  However, further support 
is required in the provision of standardized 
methodologies to collect and analyze data and 
strategies/frameworks to support data collection to 
tackle the scattered nature of funding sources and 
institutions which manage biodiversity funds. 
IUCN’s document on Identifying and Mobilizing 
Resources for Biodiversity Conservation (IUCN 
2012) provides a framework to assess resource 
mobilization, including direct and indirect support 
from public and private sources, at national and 
international levels. 
 
IUCN re-emphasizes the importance of 
adequate and timely financial resources for the 
implementation of the Convention. In this regard, 
we welcome the successful replenishment of the 
GEF as the financial mechanism of the 
Convention and call on all Parties to continue to 
identify other innovative ways of mobilizing 
resources in line with Aichi Target 20. 
 
IUCN wishes to note that IUCN, together with 
other partners including the CBD Secretariat, 
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contributed to the organization of the Second 
Informal Quito Dialogue Seminar on Scaling-up 
Finance for Biodiversity where it was 
acknowledged that , assessing the value of 
biodiversity solely in monetary terms may prove 
to be inadequate and even impossible as 
valuation of biodiversity is complex and 
multifaceted. Moreover, other than securing the 
financial means for the conservation of 
biodiversity, it is also important to consider 
safeguards in the implementation of financial 
mechanisms to minimize any negative impact 
they may have on local communities.  
 
On another front, IUCN is working in close 
collaboration with the European Commission for 
sustaining the Biodiversity and Ecosystem 
Services in Territories of the EU (BEST) initiative 
aiming at supporting the local actors of the 
European Outermost Regions and Overseas 
Countries and Territories as well as their 
neighboring countries. This initiative recognized by 
the CBD COP (Decision XI/15) is driven by a 
partnership approach for catalyzing synergies and 
developing leverage effect from different sources 
of funding. 
 
Biodiversity and the SDGs (Agenda 
item 8) 
IUCN envisions sustainable development as a 
path that leads to a just world which values and 
conserves nature by ensuring, through effective 
and equitable governance, that its resources are 
used sustainably. IUCN believes that nature 
provides indispensable and cost-effective solutions 
for development challenges such as water 
security, food security or health. Hence, in order 
for development goals to be sustainable, 
biodiversity and the ecosystem services it provides 
need to be protected.  
 
IUCN works hand in hand with the CBD 
Secretariat to support the SDGs process ensuring 
that the role of biodiversity and ecosystem 
services in sustainable development is properly 
included. 
 
IUCN is of the view that the SDGs should be 
formulated in such a way as to: 1) emphasize the 
interconnectedness between the different 
dimensions of sustainable development; 2) include 
a goal and targets on the preservation of 
biodiversity and ecosystem services as essential 
solutions based on nature (nature-based solutions) 
in addressing some global development 
challenges; and 3) build on relevant existing 
commitments made by the international 
community, such as the Aichi Biodiversity Targets. 
While IUCN acknowledges the equal importance 
of all Aichi targets, five of them have been singled 
out as most relevant and as a “minimum 

requirement” to be included in the SDGs 
framework: Targets 3, 11, 12, 13, and 14.  
 
Since its inception in 1948, IUCN has implemented 
projects that supported local livelihoods and 
poverty eradication and believes that existing 
experience should be shared widely and thus 
strongly supports paragraph 6 of the draft 
recommendation to be adopted by COP12 as 
presented in UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/6. 
 
IUCN thus recommends WGRI to call on Parties 
to:  

 Send a strong message to the Open Working 
Group on the SDGs process emphasizing the 
importance of adequately reflecting and 
interconnecting the different dimensions of 
sustainable development in all goals. The 
proposed recommendation could be amended 
as follows:  
4. Welcomes the information contained in the 
information documents,[ …] 
UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/12, and 
encourages Parties to promote this 
integration in their deliberations at the 
OWG meetings; and 
 

 Propose in the discussions at the OWG, the 
following wording as a goal on biodiversity 
and ecosystem services for the SDGs 
framework: “Enhance the benefits for all 
from biodiversity and ecosystem 
services in a just world that values and 
conserves nature.”  

IUCN’s analytical documents on the SDGs 
process are available online 
(www.iucn.org/SDGs).   
 
Gender mainstreaming (Agenda item 
9) 
IUCN is pleased to see that UNEP/CBD/ 
WGRI/5/7 presents a solid renewed Gender Action 
Plan, given its focus on financial and monitoring 
and evaluation aspects. It also reflects a strong 
engagement in relation to the implementation of 
the Gender Action Plan and commitment by 
Parties and the CBD Secretariat to achieve its 
objectives. Nevertheless, we see with some 
concern the lack of an appointed full time staff to 
act as Gender Focal Point within the Secretariat. 
 
IUCN is also pleased to see that the Environment 
and Gender Index (EGI) is having a concrete 
impact and contribution to the advancement of the 
gender mainstreaming agenda across the board.   
Indeed, the EGI provides the first quantitative data 
on governments’ performance translating the 
gender and environment mandates in the three 
Rio Conventions and the Committee on the 
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Elimination of Discrimination against Women 
(CEDAW) into national policy and planning.  
 
With respect to the recommended decisions for 
COP to adopt, IUCN wishes to put forward the 
following recommendations.  
 
IUCN recommends WGRI to: 
 
 Call on Parties to amend the proposed COP 

decision, paragraph 3. to read: 
 
3. Welcomes the 2015-2020 Gender Plan of 
Action of the Convention on Biological 
Diversity and requests the Executive Secretary to 
support its implementation, including through the 
appointment of a full-time Gender Focal Point; 
and 
 
 Call on Parties to consider replacing 

paragraph 4. as follows:  
 

4. Requests the Executive Secretary, in 
collaboration with relevant partners, to 
organize a gender mainstreaming and 
indicators training session for the Secretariat 
staff and National Focal Points, as appropriate.   
 
Engagement with Business (Agenda 
Item 12) 
IUCN acknowledges the progress that has been 
made in engaging business in the CBD since 
COP 11, especially through facilitating dialogue 
between stakeholders in the Global Partnership 
for Business and Biodiversity as well as through 
expanding and collating information on business 
and biodiversity through this and other activities.  
IUCN also welcomes CBD’s intention to engage 
in partnerships with business, Governments, 
NGOs, IGOs, academia and other relevant 
stakeholders for the creation of an enabling 
policy environment for progressive biodiversity 
management by business.  
 
IUCN further agrees that it is essential to 
encourage and document business contributions 
to the Convention and especially to the 
implementation of the Strategic Plan and the 
Aichi Biodiversity Targets. Since COP 11, IUCN 
has also engaged in a number of activities and 
developed tools which can support the CBD 
Secretariat’s activities in the aforementioned 
areas. For instance, the IUCN-WBCSD 
publication Biodiversity for Business - A guide to 
using knowledge products delivered through 
IUCN aims to expand business understanding 
and use of biodiversity information to help 
manage their environmental impact. Another 
IUCN guide published in 2014, Biodiversity 
management in the cement and aggregates 
sector: Regulatory tools is aimed at policy-

makers and regulators at the national level, who 
are in the process of adopting, reviewing and 
implementing relevant regulatory tools and 
provides guidance to strengthen biodiversity 
standards for the extraction of construction 
materials. Further to the development of these 
practical tools, IUCN is working at the landscape 
level to better understand the implementation of 
the mitigation hierarchy in different sectors. 
 
IUCN is supportive of the draft recommendation 
proposed for adoption by WGRI as contained in 
UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/10.  
 
IUCN further recommends that WGRI:  
 
 Calls on Parties to include in the decision to 

be adopted at the COP  a request for the 
Executive Secretary to work with business 
players to further define the business role 
in implementing the Strategic Plan, 
determine key milestones in the lead up to 
2020 and develop guidance for business 
to support implementation of the Aichi 
Targets;  

 Extend the role of the Global Partnership 
on Business and Biodiversity so that it 
contributes to the standardization of new 
and existing national and regional 
business and biodiversity initiatives and 
supports the development of time-bound 
conservation targets, measurable 
indicators and credible verification for 
these platforms; and 

 Develop processes that support the 
creation of an enabling policy environment 
for improved biodiversity management by 
business entities.  

SBSTTA18  
Global Biodiversity Outlook 4 (Agenda 
item 3.1) 
IUCN is grateful to the effort of those who have 
been working on development of the Global 
Biodiversity Outlook 4, and appreciates having had 
the opportunity to comment on drafts. IUCN is 
particularly encouraged to see the extensive use 
made of the knowledge products mobilized 
through the Union in the report, notably The IUCN 
Red List of Threatened Species, Protected Planet 
and its underlying World Database on Protected 
Areas, and the new Key Biodiversity Areas 
standard for identification of sites contributing 
significantly to the global persistence of 
biodiversity. 
 
Nevertheless, while recognizing the value of 
projecting indicators towards the Aichi Targets 
over the coming years, IUCN cautions against 
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over-emphasis on statistical extrapolation and 
modelling, at the expense of investment in 
ensuring sufficiency of the baseline data 
themselves. 
 
Global Strategy for Plant Conservation 
(Agenda item 3.2) 
IUCN strongly supports the consolidated update of 
the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation (GSPC) 
2011-2020 adopted at COP 10, and works with its 
Members and Commissions worldwide to support 
its implementation as reported in the mid-term 
review of the GSPC. IUCN remains highly 
committed to the achievement of the GSPC 2011-
2020, agrees with the conclusions in 
UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/18/3 on the progress in 
achieving the targets of the GSPC 2011-2020, and 
strongly supports the suggested recommendations 
in UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/18/3.  

IUCN further recommends SBSTTA to urge 
Parties to:   

 Use the IUCN Red List Categories and 
Criteria as a science-based and standardized 
system for developing or updating their 
National Red Lists and to share their 
experiences in developing Red Lists with 
other Parties  

 Include in their National Biodiversity 
Strategies and Action Plans (NBSAPs) the 
Red Listing of wild plants as an important 
contribution to achieving Target 2 of the 
GSPC. This will also help to implement the 
Target 12 of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 
2011-2020.  

 Draw from the identification of Important Plant 
Areas, as the subset of Key Biodiversity 
Areas of global significance for the 
persistence of plant biodiversity, as the basis 
for implementation of Target 5 of the GSPC. 
 

EBSAs (Agenda item 4.1) and KBAs 
(Target 11) 
In support of the designation of EBSAs, IUCN has 
been heavily engaged with the Global Ocean 
Biodiversity Initiative, through a Joint Task Force 
convened by IUCN-WCPA and IUCN-SSC, to 
consolidate a standard for the identification of Key 
Biodiversity Areas as sites contributing 
significantly to the global persistence of 
biodiversity. Based on this engagement, IUCN 
considers Key Biodiversity Areas in the marine 
environment as input information which 
governments may choose to consider in their 
designation of EBSAs. In freshwater ecosystems, 
information on Key Biodiversity Areas are used in 
a similar way by the Ramsar Convention on 
Wetlands – as a “shadow list” for Parties to 

consider in designating sites under the 
Convention. 
 
It is important to note that a very first analysis of 
the MPAs networks in the European Outermost 
Regions and Overseas Countries and Territories 
will be released for the CBD COP 12 providing a 
comprehensive analysis of the current efforts 
undertaken by the 34 political entities scattered all 
over the world in the 5 oceans of the blue planet. 
As the European Outermost Regions and 
Overseas Countries and Territories combined 
EEZs represent the largest marine domain of the 
world, this knowledge product will be valuable for 
fostering new actions and thus supporting the 
implementation of Target 11. 
 
With respect to the suggested recommendation 
from SBSTTA  (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/18/4), IUCN 
calls on SBSTTA to: 
 
 Recommend Parties to amend paragraph 5 as 

follows:  
 

5. Encourages Parties, other Governments and 
competent international organisations to make 
use of the scientific information regarding the 
descriptions of areas meeting EBSA criteria such 
as marine key biodiversity areas (KBAs), 
encompassing marine important bird and 
biodiversity areas (IBAs), important marine 
mammal areas (IMMAs), etc., including the 
information in the EBSA repository and information 
sharing mechanism, when carrying out marine 
spatial planning, development 
of representative networks of marine protected 
areas, and application of other area-based 
management measures in marine and coastal 
areas, as well as in developing conservation 
and management measures for marine areas 
beyond national jurisdiction with a view to 
contributing to national and international 
efforts to achieve the Aichi Biodiversity 
Targets, including through representative 
networks of marine protected areas. 
 
Invasive Alien Species- Target 9 
(Agenda item 5) 
IUCN Invasive Species Specialist Group (ISSG) of 
the Species Survival Commission (SSC) is the 
lead agency in the development of invasive alien 
species indicators and as such, has provided 
updates on two key indicators of the fourth Global 
Biodiversity Outlook (GBO4), as well as being an 
active partner in the Global Invasive Alien Species 
Information through the ISSG’s Global Invasive 
Species Database. Within this framework, ISSG 
has developed the Global Register of Introduced 
and Invasive Species (GRIIS) which aims to 
provide a validated and verified global list of alien 
and invasive species presented as country-wise 
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annotated inventory. Furthermore, IUCN ISSG 
members have been key contributors in the 
development of the EU Legislation on invasive 
alien species. 
 
With regards to identification and management of 
invasion pathways, ISSG developed a framework 
that will set a global standard to describe such 
pathways thereby facilitating their identification, 
prioritization and management. Complementing 
this initiative ISSG is developing a resource that 
provides extensive information on species and 
their known pathways as well as the tools 
available for national governments to manage 
them. 
 
The notes prepared by the Executive Secretary of 
the CBD (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/18/8, 9 and 9 
ADD1) reflect the sustained collaboration between 
IUCN Invasive Species Initiative, ISSG and the 
CBD Secretariat, and acknowledges the efforts of 
the ISSG in terms of standardization of 
terminology on pathways, and on prioritization of 
invasive species. IUCN thus fully supports the 
suggested recommendations included in UNEP/ 
CBD/SBSTTA/18/8.  
 
In addition to these efforts, the IUCN Commission 
on Ecosystem Management (CEM) and its 
Thematic Group Ecosystems and Invasive 
Species is focusing on an ecosystem coordinated 
approach for the control and eradication of 
invasive species, incorporating legislation, 
governance, policy, capacity development, 
management and restoration with key links to 
health, livelihoods, well-being and indigenous and 
local communities (Target 14). The Group has also 
concentrated its work on control and eradication of 
invasive alien species through conservation and 
restoration to build resilient functioning 
ecosystems which will enhance biodiversity and its 
services (Target 15).  
 
A Four-Year Action Plan has been developed after 
extensive consultation and sets out a framework to 
incorporate legislation, governance, policy, 
capacity development into management and 
restoration projects to reduce the impact of alien 
invasive species in marine, aquatic and terrestrial 
ecosystems worldwide. 
 
IPBES and Target 19 (Agenda item 7) 
IUCN is very pleased that a work programme and 
budget for IPBES was agreed at the platform’s 
second plenary in Antalya, Turkey, in December 
2013, and continues to see IPBES as a potentially 
important public sector contribution to the science-
policy interface alongside existing government-civil 
society mechanisms like IUCN. 
 

However, IUCN is concerned that while IPBES 
was established to deliver four functions, of 
assessment, support to policy, knowledge 
generation, and capacity-building, the platform’s 
assessment function has been allocated two-thirds 
of the five-year budget, with the remaining one-
third to be divided among the rest. If IPBES is to 
support an effective science-policy interface, it 
must strengthen its attention to supporting policy, 
knowledge generation, and capacity-building. 
 
IUCN is also very concerned that deliberations in 
Antalya failed to address the crucially-important 
issues of stakeholder engagement (for which 
IUCN and ICSU had invested substantial efforts in 
developing a draft strategy, in response to a 
request from the first IPBES plenary) and of 
strategic partnerships. In spite of this, IUCN has 
made an offer of in-kind support to IPBES, 
including two dedicated half-time positions as well 
as meeting space in IUCN’s offices worldwide. 
 
Health and Biodiversity (Agenda item 
9.7) 
IUCN welcomes the document UNEP/CBD/ 
SBSTTA/18/17 and fully concurs with the view that 
work on biodiversity-health linkages contributes to 
the mainstreaming of biodiversity in general and in 
the post-2015 development agenda in particular. 
 
In support of the Convention’s activities on health 
and biodiversity, IUCN encourages the Convention 
to take a “One Health” approach that appreciates 
the links between humans, animals and the 
environment. This integrated approach will more 
effectively showcase and enhance our 
understanding of the inextricable connections and 
dependencies between health and biodiversity.  
 
The following actions would promote a One Health 
approach:  
 
1) Cross-Disciplinary Collaboration and Action: 
Firstly, the role of wildlife and environmental health 
should be more broadly integrated into the public 
and animal health communities. Establishing 
wildlife disease surveillance programs can provide 
more proactive information to guide early 
detection.   
 
IUCN thus calls on SBSTTA to: 
 
 Encourage Parties to work towards forming 

strong collaborations with public health, 
animal health, and environmental officials at 
the national level as such cross-disciplinary 
collaboration and resulting actions will also 
support the mainstreaming of biodiversity.  

 
2) Assessing and Protecting Health Services: 
Additionally, there is need for more thorough 
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understanding of the health services provided by 
biodiversity, and how human-mediated changes 
affect disease risks.  For example, there are 
health-promoting functions of conserved 
ecosystems (e.g. toxin remediation through 
wetland filtration) and biodiversity (such as in 
yielding both traditional and modern medicine 
inputs). Such functions warrant formal assessment 
and actions to ensure these protective benefits are 
maintained or enhanced.  

 
3) Proactive and Integrated Risk Assessment: 
While health and biodiversity are frequently viewed 
separately, many of the drivers of biodiversity loss 
overlap with the drivers of disease emergence, 
and thus should be considered for synergies, 
especially as these drivers increase in light of 
globalization and other human demands.  

 
Incorporating health impact analysis (such as via 
processes described in the IUCN-World 
Organization for Animal Health (IUCN-OIE) 
Guidelines to Wildlife Disease Risk Analysis and 
associated Manual of Procedures) into 
environmental impact assessment processes can 
assist in a more full understanding of the health 
and biodiversity risks, and their intersection, and 
how preventive or risk mitigating opportunities 
might be best implemented.  
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