ANNEX 1: BIODIVERSITY FOCAL AREA STRATEGY FOR GEF-6
BACKGROUND
Biodiversity Status

1. The Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) defmbiodiversity as “the variability
among living organisms from all sources includimger alia, terrestrial, marine and
other aquatic ecosystems and the ecological coraplekwhich they are part; this
includes diversity within species, between spe@asd, of ecosystems.”

2. The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment and TEEB (Téden&mics of Ecosystems and
Biodiversity) demonstrated that biodiversity undesgecosystem goods and services that
are required for the survival of human societies fam the future of all life on the planet.
In addition, biodiversity generates considerablenemic value through the provision of
goods such as food, water, and materials, andcssrguch as climate regulation,
pollination, disaster protection, and nutrient aygFf

3. Governments, civil society organizations, the pevsector, indigenous people and local
communities, and others have made some progresssiainably managing biodiversity
and ecosystems at local and national levels, buatthe scale necessary to stem the
ongoing tide of biodiversity loss globally. Currezdtimates indicate that species loss is
occurring at 1,000 to 10,000 times the natural gemknd rate. Of all the global
environmental problems facing the world today, biedsity loss is the only one that is
likely irreversible.

4. The global target set for 2010 by the CBD “to aghiby 2010 a significant reduction of
the current rate of biodiversity loss at the globagional and national level as a
contribution to poverty alleviation and to the binef all life on Earth” was not met.
The Global Biodiversity Outlook 3 reported the éoling sobering analysis:

€)) Species that have been assessed for extinctioanesén average moving closer
to extinction. Amphibians face the greatest risid aoral species are
deteriorating most rapidly in status. Nearly a t¢eraof plant species are estimated
to be threatened with extinction.

(b)  The abundance of vertebrate species, based orsedgespulations, fell on
average by nearly a third between 1970 and 20@6¢antinues to fall globally,
with especially severe declines in the tropics ambng freshwater species.

(c) Natural habitats continue to decline in extent imwelgrity, although the rate of
loss for tropical forests and mangroves has slosigificantly in some regions.

! Convention on Biological Diversity, UNEP/CBD/94/1.

2 Millennium Ecosystem Assessment 2005, Ecosysteistaman Well-being: Synthesis, Island Press, Wiagsbi
DC; TEEB (2010) The Economics of Ecosystems andliBe&rsity: Mainstreaming the Economics of Nature: A
synthesis of the approach, conclusions and recomatiems of TEEB.
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Freshwater wetlands, sea ice habitats, salt marebes reefs, seagrass beds, and
shellfish reefs are all showing serious declines.

(d) Extensive fragmentation and degradation of forestsrs, and other ecosystems
have also led to loss of biodiversity and ecosystemnaices.

(e)  Crop and livestock genetic diversity continueséglihe in agricultural systenis.
Drivers of Biodiversity Loss

5. The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment highlightedfitreemain direct drivers of
biodiversity loss: habitat change, overexploitatiwrunsustainable use, invasive alien
species (particularly in island ecosystems), clav@tange, and polluticnMore recent
analyses, including the Global Biodiversity Outldakeported that these five drivers
remain the principal causes of biodiversity losd are either constant or increasing in
intensity. An analysis of the proportion of threed species on the IUCN Red List
(mammals, birds, amphibians) affected by each dsliewed that more than 80% are
under threat from habitat loss, 70% from overexpt@mn and unsustainable use, and
almost 30% from invasive alien species. Althoudmate change is an emerging driver,
less that 20% of threatened species are affectetibgite change and only 10% by
pollution?

Conference of the Parties (COP) Guidance to the GEF

6. The guidance to the GEF from COP-11 covering GEE0d4-2018) directed the GEF to
support the implementation of the Strategic PlarBiodiversity 2011-2020, including
the new Strategic Plan for biosafety and the §edtof guidance provided to the GEF
from the Open- ended Ad Hoc Intergovernmental Catemifor the Nagoya Protocol on
Access and Benefit-sharing (ICNBlowever, the COP did not prioritize the elements of
the Strategic Plan or the Aichi Targets that GEsusthsupport during GEF-6.

7. The Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 amel guidance provide to the GEF is
ambitious, comprehensive, and potentially expengivenplement. At COP-11, an
estimate of the resources required to implemenstifaéegic plan and achieve the Aichi
Targets within GEF-eligible countries was preseritg@n external expert group. The
estimate of the amount of resources required ®GRF-6 period ranged from $ 35-87
billion in total for GEF-eligible countries, andtex applying various co-financing ratios,
the GEF incremental amount ranged from $5 billm&29 billior.

Rationale and Approach

8. The GEF-6 strategy does not explicitly addressliadict or indirect drivers of
biodiversity loss. The strategy prioritizes thesthprincipal direct drivers — habitat loss,

3 Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Divigr§2010) Global Biodiversity Outlook 3. Montré&k pages.

* Millennium Ecosystem Assessment 2005, Ecosysteisiaman Well-being: Synthesis, Island Press, Wiagbh
DC.

®H. M. Pereira, L. M. Navarro, and I. S. Martin§ltbal Biodiversity Change: The Bad, the Good, tred
Unknown,” Annual Review of Environment and Resosra®l. 37, no. 1, pp. 25-50, Jan. 2012.

® UNEP/CBD/COP/DECI/XI/4.
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overexploitation, and invasive alien species —cWwhemain the most critical for the
achievement of the Aichi Targets and are largetpoasible for current trends of
biodiversity loss and ecosystem degradation. Tiysaach will provide the best
opportunity for GEF to exploit the intersection®@EF's mandate and the Strategic Plan
and the associated Aichi Targets, and will enshwie GEF investments achieve impact at
scale while delivering global environmental bergefihe current drivers of biodiversity
loss require a multi-pronged strategy to sustamdibersity through a combination of
protection, sustainable use, and biodiversity ni&@asing.

9. GEF's response recognizes that effectively manpgetcted area systems — a
cornerstone of conservation for more than 100 yeansiake significant contributions to
achieving many of the Aichi Targets. Protected ayestems provide economically
valuable ecosystem goods and services and hencerarelements of a country’s
ecological infrastructure. Development and resousgeexternal to the protected area
estate, however, often degrades biodiversity andystem goods and services. Targeted
threat reduction and the promotion of the sustdeabe of biodiversity can help secure
the protected areas themselves while contributirtge sustainable management and
climate-resiliency of the surrounding landscapeas seascapes.

10. Biodiversity mainstreaming is the process of emipggltiodiversity considerations into
policies, strategies, and practices of key pubiit private actors that impact or rely on
biodiversity. Mainstreaming enables biodiversitytrsist across entire landscapes and
seascapes. The societal failure to adequatelg greseconomic value of biodiversity has
undermined the long-term sustainability of mairetneng efforts, which have often
focused too narrowly on threat mitigation and fadilie attempts to offset biodiversity
loss. GEF support to biodiversity mainstreaminiipas that addresses this systemic
failure is paramount.

11.Ecosystem-based adaptation includes “the susta@mahhagement, conservation and
restoration of ecosystems to provide serviceshbht people adapt to the adverse effects
of climate change®. GEF will continue to support activities — pririathrough
Programs 1,2, and 9 — thathile generating global biodiversity benefits asith
primary purposealso may provide nature-based adaptation sokitidinese activities
must be operationally feasible and help strengdeasystem resilience and maintain
biodiversity in the face of climate change. Thisukbinclude, for example, support to
improving protected area management, and protectadsystem and site design
(Programs 1 and 2) and biodiversity mainstreamingroduction landscapes and
seascapes (Program 9), among other potential painys. Furthermore, the biodiversity
strategy seeks to maintain biodiverse landscapgseascapes at sufficient scale and
extent to strengthen terrestrial and oceanic etesystegrity and the significant role
these ecosystems play in the global carbon cyliteyiag these ecosystems to serve as
major carbon stores and sinks. Securing ecosystegrity through these programs will
help maintain essential ecosystem services thptgezple cope with changes in water

8 Connecting Biodiversity and Climate Change Mitigatand Adaptation: Report of the Second Ad Hochhézal
Expert Group on Biodiversity and Climate Change nieal, Technical Series No. 41. Secretariat of the
Convention on Biological Diversity (2009).



supplies, fisheries, incidence of disease, andalgural productivity caused by climate
change.

12.The CBD Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-202/@ ats Aichi targets form the global
policy framework and entry point for harnessingexgy amongst the biodiversity-related
conventions. The Strategic Plan has been recognized as suarius COP decisions
or resolutions of the governing bodies for the othiediversity-related conventions and
ongoing work is under way in several conventionthaiview to aligning their respective
strategic frameworks even more strongly with that8gic Plan. Hence, due to the
inclusive and comprehensive nature of the GEF baydity strategy, ample opportunity
exists for the inclusion of pertinent GEF-eligilaletivities, as prioritized in the country’s
revised National Biodiversity Strategy and Actidar’d (NBSAPS), to exploit this
synergy amongst the conventions and advance sbhjedives.

13. A contributing element for promoting sustainabilitfybiodiversity is opportunistic
engagement with the private sector. In the past@BEF biodiversity focal area has
supported numerous projects that demonstrate ssfatesivate sector engagement and
have attracted significant private sector co-finmgcConsistent with the GEF-6 private
sector strategy, this focal area will encourageugeof a range of intervention models,
including support for enabling policy environmerdsyporate alliances, and capacity
building/incubation for innovation as appropriateativance the goals of the Strategic
Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020. Each model maybed in different ways across
several categories of private sector players, dioly capital providers, financial
intermediaries, and other key partners (large catpms, small and medium enterprises,
resource user groups, cooperatives, and indivifllalghin that context, the biodiversity
focal area will support projects that propose iratoae engagement with the private
sector and that aim to complement rather than cegdablic sector support.

Gender

14.Rural women and men each play important but difféaéed roles in biodiversity
management, use, and conservation through thé&s tasl responsibilities in food
production and provision, spanning the realm ofcadfure, fisheries and forestry
management. The type of knowledge resource manpgssess varies by age, gender,
and an individual's associated roles and respditgbi As daily natural resource
managers, they influence the total amount of gerd#iersity conserved or used.
Consequently, they have different needs, priotitesl perspectives about the use of
crops, plants, and animals. Access to or contrel oesources and biodiversity as well as
education, training, information and control of tienefits of production also influences
the type of knowledge that rural men and women l@aehow they use that knowledge.
Women often take the lead in selection and impraargrof local plant varieties, as well
as seed exchange and management, and thus pléigad aole in the sustainable use of
plant and genetic resources. In many areas thegiswehe primary collectors of wild

° The biodiversity-related conventions are: Comantn International Trade in Endangered Speci&¥ilif Fauna
and Flora (CITES), Convention on the ConservatioMigratory Species of Wild Animals (CMS), Interiatal
Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food andcAtitire (ITPGRFA), The Ramsar Convention on Wettarsahd
the World Heritage Convention (WHC).
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foods in forests and they possess extensive kngeletitheir location and
characteristics. In spite of the important conttidms that women make to the
conservation and sustainable use of forest bioslityeeind agrobiodiversity, women’s
roles and knowledge are often overlooked or undierated in biodiversity programs,
projects and policies related to management otthes other ecosystems.

15.The CBD recognized the important role of womendhi@ving the objectives of the
Convention from its initiation, and in the thirtékmparagraph of its preamble, Parties
recognize “the vital role that women play in theservation and sustainable use of
biological diversity and affirm the need for thél foarticipation of women at all levels of
policy making and implementation for biological drgity conservation”. Subsequent
decisions by the COP and recommendations from whsi8iary Body on Scientific,
Technical and Technological Advice (SBSTTA) havagitd to ensure women’s
participation in conservation and sustainable dd®aaliversity, particularly agricultural
biodiversity, and identify gender-specific waysahich to document and preserve
women’s knowledge of biological diversity. Implentation of Article 8(j) calls for “Full
and effective participation of women of indigen@nsl local communities in all activities
of the programme of work”. The Nagoya Protocol grares “the vital role that women
play in access and benefit-sharing” and calls paldr attention to this role in its Articles
12 (traditional knowledge), 22 (capacity) and dBghcial mechanism and resources).
The preamble calls for the participation of womemécision- and policy-making
surrounding access and benefit-sharing.

16.By and large, these decisions and recommendatiangyrfocus on participation as
opposed to gender equality. In 2008, a Gender éfl&ation was approved at COP-9 to
move the agenda forward towards gender equalit0liD, in adopting the Strategic Plan
for Biodiversity 2011-2020, the COP requested Bartio mainstream gender
considerations in the implementation of the Striat®gn and its associated goals, the
Aichi Targets, and indicators”; and recognizedrbed for capacity-building, including
on gender mainstreaming, for effective nationaloactAt COP-11, Parties further
emphasized “the importance of gender mainstreamiaj programmes of work under
the Convention as important to achieving the objestof the Convention and the
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020".

17.Therefore, consistent with the GEF policy on gendaimstreaming, GEF projects
funded under this strategy will not only acknowledgender differences within their
design but determine what actions are requireddmpte both women and men’s roles
in biodiversity management as this is fundamematiistaining biodiversity, particularly
in specific ecosystems and project interventioresywhere specialized knowledge and
management responsibilities have historically aedro either women and men,
respectively. Although comprehensive and systengatipirical knowledge on how
women and men manage biodiversity in all ecosysisnmadequate at present, the
critical role that each play in the managementastipular ecosystems and project
intervention types has been well-documented, fangle, women'’s role in the
management of agrobiodiversity and men'’s role endiwstainable use of wildlife, and
these opportunities will require particular focuAl project designs will seek to avoid



adverse consequences for the most vulnerable groghsding indigenous peoples and
local communities, especially women.

18. Project proponents will be required to conduct gerahalysis as part of the socio-
economic assessment during project preparationdore that the intervention design
incorporates and recognizes the differences betweahwomen’s and men’s labor,
knowledge, needs, and priorities. Projects will geeder-sensitive indicators and collect
sex-disaggregated data and this will be systengicallorded, reported and integrated
into adaptive management responses at the prejesit In addition, projects will use the
GEF gender mainstreaming core indicators which balaggregated for portfolio level
monitoring and reporting purposes. Finally, givleat the knowledge base on gender and
biodiversity management is still evolving and betoglified, the GEF will undertake
periodic reviews of the portfolio and highlight besactices in mainstreaming gender in
biodiversity projects.

GOAL AND OBJECTIVES

19.The goal of the biodiversity focal area strategipisaintain globally significant
biodiversity and the ecosystem goods and serviwgsttprovides to society. To achieve
this goal, the strategy encompasses four objectives

(a) improve sustainability of protected area systems;
(b) reduce threats to biodiversity;
(c) sustainably use biodiversity; and

(d) mainstream conservation and sustainable use oiveiity into production
landscapes/seascapes and sectors.

20.The GEF-6 biodiversity strategy is composed offgsrgrams that directly contribute to
implementing the Strategic Plan and achieving tloliAT argets through a continuum of
measures that address the most critical drivelsoofiversity loss across entire
landscapes and seascapes. The programs includeatireservation/protection, threat-
reduction, sustainable use, and biodiversity megasting approaches. Each program
provides a response to threats and opportunitesatie spatially and thematically
targeted, i.e., providing a focused and calibragsgonse in a specific ecosystem or
location in a landscape or seascape. In additarthe first time, the strategy addresses
the most critical underlying driver of biodiversiss; the failure to account for and price
the full economic value of ecosystems and bioditxers

21.In addition to the ten programs presented in tretesgy, GEF will also provide support
through the focal area set aside to countriesdduymre their 8 National Report to the
CBD as well as national reporting obligations uniher Cartagena Protocol and Nagoya
Protocol that will be identified during upcoming €10Ps and that will come due
during the GEF-6 period. The overwhelming majoatyGEF-eligible countries (95%)
have received support during GEF-5 to revise tNRBSAP to be aligned with the
Strategic Plan and the Aichi Targets. However félweremaining countries that have not
been able to submit a project proposal will rengigible for support to revise their
NBSAP during GEF-6. Consistent with past practiced the GEF project review criteria,
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projects submitted for funding in GEF-6 will hawvedemonstrate that the thematic areas
addressed within the project have been prioritizélin the NBSAP and are
appropriately aligned with the Strategic Plan drelAichi Targets.

22.In order to provide greater return on investmdrg, dtrategy prioritizes a series of
Programs that meaningfully contribute to all fooals of the Strategic Plan and 14 of the
20 Aichi Targets. These programs also have theegepotential for a “knock-on” effect
to help achieve other Aichi Targets. Although rngbleitly highlighted in the Aichi
Targets, the strategy also incorporates elemerttseaiew Strategic Plan on Biosafety,
with a focus on implementation of National BiosgfEtameworks (NBF) as this remains
unfinished business from previous GEF phases.

23.1t is important to note that while Aichi Targets8l,17, 18, 19 and 20 are not supported
through a targeted and specific biodiversity progréaey will still receive direct and indirect
support during GEF-6. First, awareness-raisinglastified in Target 1 will be supported
as an element of GEF projects and programs as jaiguiey but not as a stand-alone
activity. Experience from GEF's biodiversity pofifohas demonstrated that investments in
awareness-raising are not effective unless linkéddan actual project intervention on
biodiversity management or policy development. &dcaontributions to Target 8 will be
made both directly and indirectly through the inmpéantation of the International Waters,
Chemicals, and Land Degradation Focal Area stresegespectively. Third, GEF will
have funded the development of revised NBSAPs du&BF-5 in almost all countries.
Therefore, the implementation of priority actionshm each country’s revised NBSAP
will be supported through the entirety of the GEBi&diversity strategy and specific
GEF-6 integrated approaches, thus contributingatigdt 17° Fourth, both Targets 18
and 19 are deemed as operational means to an dril@nintegration into the project
design and implementation process will be encouragerelevant to specific project
designs. With regards to Target 20, GEF will triduk total amount of co-financing
leveraged through GEF biodiversity projects andvalt encourage and promote such
leverage, including through multi-focal area prégeand other GEF projects that
contribute directly and indirectly to the Aichi Tats. In sum, the breadth of the GEF-6
strategy provides ample opportunity for countreeptioritize GEF-supported
investments, as defined in the revised NBSAP, tieae the Aichi Targets.

24.The four objectives of the GEF strategy responeatliy to the four goals of the Strategic
Plan, but do so in a targeted way to help enswtttie GEF contribution to each goal
and the associated targets will have the greatgsdt per dollar invested. Annex 1
demonstrates the contribution of the objectives@odrams of the GEF biodiversity
strategy to the goals of the Strategic Plan andsd#seciated Aichi Targets.

25.1In addition, the following GEF-6 integrated approes; Taking Deforestation out of
Commodity Supply Chains and Fostering Sustainglalitd Resilience for Food Security
in Africa, will also make contributions to achiegithe Aichi Targets, as will other GEF

9 The GEF-6 integrated approaches are distinct franbiodiversity strategy and are described irdibeument,
“GEF-6 Programming Directions” under the sectiotitld “Integrated Approaches to the Global Envirent for
the Implementation of Multilateral Environmental lkgments and Promoting Sustainable Development”.
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focal areas. Contributions of each pilot on intégplaapproaches and other GEF focal
area strategies are also presented in Annex 2.

BD 1: Improve Sustainability of Protected Area Systms

26.GEF support to the establishment and managemembtected area systems and
associated buffer zones and biological corridossdrguably been GEF's greatest
achievement during the last 20 years. Supportiagrthnagement of protected areas is
not only a sound investment in biodiversity conaéipn and sustainable use, but also
provides significant additional economic and envimental benefits beyond the
existence value of biodiversity.

27.The GEF defines a sustainable protected area sgsteme that: a) effectively protects
ecologically viable and climate-resilient represgine samples of the country’s
ecosystems and provides adequate coverage ofeéheshspecies at a sufficient scale to
ensure their long term persistence; b) has suffi@ad predictable financial resources
available, including external funding, to suppautected area management costs; and c)
retains adequate individual and institutional catgdo manage protected areas such that
they achieve their conservation objectives.

28. GEF support under this objective will strengtheesihfundamental aspects of protected
area system sustainability: finance, representatiod capacity building leading to
effective management. GEF will continue to pronmtbeparticipation and capacity
building of indigenous peoples and local commusjtespecially women, in the design,
implementation, and management of protected akgaqts through established
frameworks such as indigenous and community coesesiveas: GEF will also promote
protected area co-management between governmeimdigdnous peoples and local
communities where such management models are apgisp

29.Developing climate-resilient protected area systesngins a challenge because the
scientific understanding and technical basis ftormed decision-making on adaptation
or resiliency measures are in their nascent stalgsgite this significant challenge, GEF
will initiate support for the development and int&gpn of adaptation and resilience
management measures as part of protected area emamaigprojects; the first generation
of projects of this type were seen in GEF-5.

Program 1: Improving Financial Sustainability and &ective Management of the National
Ecological Infrastructure

30.GEF began to invest in improving financial susthihty of protected area systems in
GEF-4, but system-wide funding gaps remain at ttenal level in many GEF-eligible
countries. Restricted government budgets in manyties have reduced the financial

YA protected area system could include a natiorstesy, a sub-system of a national system, a muritspel
system, or a local level system or a combinatiocthe$e.
2 Indigenous and Community Conserved Areas are alatiies, resources and species’ habitats consérved
voluntary and self-directed ways by indigenous pe®pnd local communities.
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support for protected area management and marchasaically underfunded and
understaffed. Thus, new financing strategies fotguted area systems are critical to
reduce existing funding gaps and improve managerkenthermore, protected area
agencies and administrations are often ill-equipgpe@spond to the commercial
opportunities that protected areas provide thrabhglsustainable use of biodiversity.
Hence targeted capacity building is also required.

31. Although considerable progress has been made ileimgmting GEF's protected area
finance and management strategy in some countiiegpplication of the strategy has
been uneven regarding the systematic closing dinlhecing gap at the national level
and ensuring that increased revenues are beingetireowards more effective
management of globally significant habitat. Therefon GEF-6, support to improving
protected area financial sustainability and effecthanagement will be explicitly
directed towards globally significant protectedaasrevithin the national system, per the
criteria in Annex 3. Projects will identify the pgiezted areas to which increased funding
will be directed to improve management as a rediilie GEF investment while
recognizing that a proportion of any revenue inseeaill be absorbed by system-level
administration and management costs.

32.The GEF-6 strategy prioritizes the developmentianglementation of comprehensive,
system-level financing solutions. Previous GEF gty have too often been focused on
business plans and strategy development, with naingmoject resources or time
dedicated to actual implementation of the finanatrgtegies. In addition, experience in
the portfolio since GEF-4 has demonstrated the fareal long-term plan for reducing the
funding gap for protected area management, thdsjidual GEF projects must be part
of a larger sustainable finance plan and context,a@untries may require a sequence of
GEF project support over a number of GEF phases.

33. GEF-supported interventions will use tools and nesemechanisms that are responsive
to specific country situations (e.g., conservatimst funds, systems of payments for
environmental services, debt-for-nature swaps, @oanvaluation of protected area
goods and services, access and benefit sharingragres, etc.) and draw on accepted
practices developed by GEF and others. GEF will afecourage national policy reform
and incentives to engage the private sector (coimes private reserves, etc.) and other
stakeholders to improve protected area financislasability and management.

Program 2: Nature’s Last Stand: Expanding the Reaohthe Global Protected Area Estate

34. TEEB noted that protected areas provide ecosystewices worth more than the costs,
including the opportunity costs, of setting up amahaging those areas. Nevertheless, the
time window for expansion of the protected areatedb bring under-represented
ecosystems and threatened species under protetionted and a sense of urgency
remains as land-use pressure increases and popslaxpand’ In many countries,
opportunities for expansion of the protected astate may lie in IUCN categories V-

13 TEEB (2010) The Economics of Ecosystems and Bersity: Mainstreaming the Economics of Nature: A
synthesis of the approach, conclusions and recomatiems of TEEB.
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VI, thus placing increasing importance of usingtpcted areas to promote sustainable
use of biodiversity.

35. This program will contribute to the achievemenfafhi Target 11 to conserve 17% of
terrestrial and inland water, and 10% of coastdlmarine areas. However, the program
will require that protected areas established WEF support are globally significant, as
defined by the criteria in Annex 3. This progranil] allow for expansion of the estate
and management of these new sites. Projects widkpected to link plans for expansion
with the associated financing strategies suppdhexigh Progran®ne, as has been the
practice in GEF-5.

36.0nly about 2.35 million kr%, 0.65% of the world's oceans and 1.6% of the totaine
area within Exclusive Economic Zones, are currepibtected? The GEF will continue
to address this disparity through investments tosiase the representation of globally
significant marine ecosystems in protected areesys GEF will support efforts to
address the marine ecosystem coverage gap withionablevel systems through the
creation and effective management of coastal andstere protected area networks,
including no-take zones, to conserve and sustainedd marine biodiversity. As per
Program 6, a particular focus of expanding mariea @overage will be to increase the
area of coral reefs within Marine Protected ArddPAs) thus making a direct
contribution to the achievement of Aichi Target T@e program will target the
identification and establishment of MPA networksbfarge MPAs whose management
will help reduce pressures on coral reefs.

37.Many countries have also identified national gapthe coverage of terrestrial
ecosystems and threatened species, which coinéideexisting global representation
gaps. GEF will support the creation of new protéeteeas to expand terrestrial and
inland water ecosystem representation within ptetearea systems. Conserving habitat
for landraces and wild crop relatives of speciesahomic importance may also be
included as part of this effort to reduce represtdon gaps as referenced in Program
Seven. GEF will also support the creation of neotguted areas that improve the
coverage of the spatial range of threatened species

BD 2: Reduce Threats to Globally Significant Biodiersity
Program 3: Preventing the Extinction of Known Thréened Speci€s

38.Target 12 of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets statieat “by 2020 the extinction of known
threatened species has been prevented and thegrgation status, particularly of those
most in decline, has been improved and sustaireztdrding to IUCN, as of 2013 there
were over 20,000 threatened species globally. Taie threats to these species involve
a) habitat destruction and fragmentation; b) claratange; c) introduction of exotic

14 Assessing progress towards global marine protetiimets: shortfalls in information and actionulsa J. Wood,
Fish Lucy, Laughren Josh, Pauly Daniel, 2008, Vau#®2, Oryx.
15 Critically endangered (CR), Endangered (CN), antherable (VU) per the IUCN Red List.
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species; d) pollution; e) over-exploitation of reszes; and f) hunting, poaching, illegal
trade of endangered species. Among many illusgakamples are the Chinese giant
salamanderAndriasdavidiana$ previously widely distributed in China but nowralst
completely wiped out due to over-exploitation asdpand the leatherback sea turtle
(Demochelysoriaceg considered Critically Endangered due to the tbkéggs, illegal
hunting, loss of nesting habitat and the ingestibplastic debris. While other GEF
programs actively address many of these threatiiti@uhl effort is required to address
hunting, poaching and illegal trade of endangepsties in particular.

39. lllegal trade in wildlife and wildlife parts is a@merging driver of biodiversity loss. The
problem is particularly acute in Africa, where itomammals are under siege. Over the
past several years, elephant and rhino populaliams fallen as poachers slaughter them
for their tusks and horns to be sold on the blaekket, mainly in Asia (see Annex 4).
The impact of the loss of the largest terrestriagarvertebrates still roaming the planet
goes beyond their enormous intrinsic value. Fpsitected areas devoid of elephants and
rhinos will face increased opportunity costs brdugjtout by reduced tourism revenue
and result in greater pressure to convert protemteds to alternative land-uses that do
not support biodiversity. Second, poaching isrendious activity that weakens
institutions and governance systems that are eabtorteffectively managed protected
area systems. In addition, poaching at the cugeale undermines the rule of law and
economic development generally. Third, elephantsraimos are keystone species that
maintain the balance of other species in the eamdbgommunity. The richest wildlife
communities in Africa are found where woodland aadanna ecosystems meet and
become interspersed with each other. Elephantariicplar are one of the most
important agents influencing the dynamics of thadtune, and their activities generally
increase the overall biological diversity of thieabitat. While rhinos are not as robust
environmental engineers as elephants, they alsoaplamportant role in opening up
pathways and seed dispersal avenues in densetthibla¢ are otherwise impenetrable to
antelope and other species. In addition, rhinoacithsignificantly to the heterogeneity of
the system and increase biodiversity by makinglalvls new ecological niches, such as
grazing areas.

40. Armed militias are using increasingly sophisticatedhmunication technologies,
weapons, and transport that are overwhelming thaaity of Governments to stop them.
Sharp increases in the incidences of poaching testdted in a call by national and
international organizations to increase effortsttp poachers that threaten not only
wildlife but also humans while undermining the eaanc development that wildlife-
based tourism brings to rural communities and natigovernments. Of equal
importance is the need to tackle the illegal tckifig of and demand for these products
in the markets of Asia and elsewhere, includinglogarkets.

41.This program will address both supply and demaipects of poaching to build
monitoring and enforcement capacity and using $ooglia, education, and awareness-

8 Waldram, M. 2005. “The Ecological Effects of Gragby the White Rhino at a landscape scale.”, grsiity of
Capetown, 224 p.
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raising to staunch the demand for these producdesssure Governments to improve
enforcement of existing laws.

42.Within the context of the CBD and Aichi Target GEF will support strengthening
decision making processes including legislation imdnplementation, strategic
planning, and capacity of national agencies inagsfengaged in reducing poaching and
illegal trade of tusks, horns, and associated loghpets. Support will include building the
capacity of environmental law enforcement agenaresthe judiciary to reduce poaching
inside and outside of the protected area systeninamebving border enforcement
through cross-sectoral collaboration. GEF wilbadsipport the preparation of action
plans where governments commit to an adequate btmigdeir implementation,
effectively contributing to the sustainability dfetse activities. GEF will also support
efforts to increase cooperation within and betwleenenforcement agencies and relevant
international organizations and to mobilize poétisupport for environmental law
enforcement.

43.Perhaps most importantly, efforts must be madedace consumer demand for illegally
traded wildlife by raising awareness of the scail@ ianpacts of illegal wildlife trade on
biodiversity and the environment, livelihoods, dnohan health, its links to organized
crime, and the availability of sustainable alteired. The erosion of the rule of law and
the use of illegal trade to finance conflict immadisproportionately on women and
children who are most affected by conflict and erale, loss of livelihoods and crime.
GEF will support activities to catalyze high-ledlitical will to fight wildlife
trafficking, and secure the shared commitment @egoment (at national and local
levels), private land owners, local communities] arternational stakeholders.

44.The program will make a concerted effort to resptantthe threat of extinction of species
that are critical for the ecological and econonuistainability of many protected areas in
sub-Saharan Africa. This will not preclude the sigsion of proposals from other
countries or regions where poaching and illegaldrposes an imminent danger to a
threatened species. For example, wildlife poachimgjillegal trade in Eurasia, including
Asia, Russia, and Central Asia, is also increadnagnatically. The demand for high-
value wildlife products in Asian markets has helfiggl a dramatic upsurge of poaching
of Asian elephants and rhinos, as well as tigedsather wildlife. GEF will complement
anti-poaching work in Africa through a similar ayraf interventions at source sites for
rhino and elephants and other wildlife in Asiafdgk will include:

(a) strengthening national legislation, institutionsgddaw enforcement to reduce
poaching;

(b)  strengthening science-based wildlife monitoringjeadion and awareness; and;
(c) reducing demand for illegal wildlife products.

45. This program will be developed and implemented piod to best evaluate how GEF
can engage with the relevant stakeholders, forgepagtnerships, and deliver financial
resources and the technical assistance required addressing illegal trade of wildlife

and other species. Lessons learned from PrograeeMaitl provide insights for possible
future GEF investments addressing threats to thnedat species.
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Program 4: Prevention, Control, and Management afasive Alien Species

46. Invasive alien species (IAS) are non-native orgasithat cause, or have the potential to
cause harm to the environment, economy and humathh@&he globalization of trade,
travel, and transport is greatly increasing the etwhich IAS move around the world, as
well as the diversity and number of species beinged.

47.1AS can exert a heavy economic toll on nationalegoments, industries, and the private
sector. For example, the estimated damage fronsiveapecies worldwide totals more
than $1.4 trillion or 5% of the global econoMyAS can impact human health through
disease epidemics, and pathogens and parasitethemgelves be IAS or may be
introduced by invasive vectors.

48. Despite the various COP decisions identifying thechfor Parties to address IAS as a
priority biodiversity management problem, only Ibjpcts focused on IAS have been
submitted for funding to GEF in the past 20 yeaid @nly one project in the first three
years of GEF-5. These national and regional prejeate benefited 30 countries,
including 20 island states and two continental ¢oes that invested in IAS management
in island archipelagos under their jurisdiction.

49.Islands are particularly susceptible to the impatt#\S. Islands are recognized as
having exceptionally high numbers of endemic seaigth 15% of bird, reptile and
plant species on only 3% of the world’s land afiéee conservation significance of
islands is highlighted by global analyses showtrag 67% of the centers of marine
endemism and 70% of coral reef hotspots are cehtsraslands.

50.The isolated nature of islands can also provideesadvantages in efforts to minimize
the spread and impact of IAS in a cost-efficienthmex. Terrestrial and freshwater IAS
have difficulty colonizing islands on their own acd. Furthermore, the contained nature
and relatively small size of islands enables thglémentation of cost-effective response
measures to prevent introductions, and to contrdlraanage IAS that become
established. Therefore, during GEF-6 this progralnfecus on island ecosystems. This
focus is driven not only by programming demand,liyuain ecological imperative: IAS
are the primary cause of species extinctions amasecosystems and if not controlled
can degrade critical ecosystem services on islands as the provision of water. The
focus also responds to the opportunity offeredneystronger interest to advance IAS
management on the part of island states and ceantiith island archipelagos, and the
opportunity that island ecosystems provide to destrate success in addressing the
problem of IAS. Such success may in turn genenaater attention and interest in the
comprehensive pathways management approach beinwped under this program.

51. GEF will support the implementation of compreheagivevention, early detection,
control and management frameworks that emphagisi& ananagement approach by
focusing on the highest risk invasion pathwaysgé@ted eradication will be supported in

" pimentel, D., McNair, S., Janecka, J., WightmanSiimmonds, C., O'Connell, C., Wong, E., RusselzZern, J.,
Aquino, T. and Tsomondo, T. 2001. Economic andremvnental threats of alien plant, animal, and ntiero
invasions. Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environn8ht1-20.
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specific circumstances where proven, low-cost, effettive eradication would result in
the extermination of the IAS and the survival aflgdlly significant species and/or
ecosystems. While the program will focus on islandsystems and will strongly engage
with island states to advance this agenda, progdimitted by continental countries that
address IAS management through the comprehensikre/gygs approach outlined above
will also be supported.

Program 5: Implementing the Cartagena Protocol ondBafety

52.The Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety (CPB) seekssore an adequate level of
protection in the field of the safe transfer, hamgiland use of living modified organisms
resulting from modern biotechnology that may hasreease effects on biological
diversity. While rooted in the precautionary apmimehe CPB recognizes modern
biotechnology as having great potential for thenpstion of human well-being,
particularly in meeting critical needs for foodyiaglture, and health care. The Protocol
sets the parameters to maximize the benefit tlddinology has to offer, while
minimizing the possible risks to the environmend é&mhuman health.

53. GEF'’s strategy to build capacity to implement tHeBJorioritizes the implementation of
activities that are identified in country stockitadkanalyses and in the COP guidance to
the GEF, in particular the key elements in the mdgeadopted framework and action
plan for capacity building for effective implemetia of the CPB at the sixth COP
serving as the Meeting of the Parties to the CRBR@10OP-6) and the recently adopted
Strategic Plan for Biosafety, 2011-2020 agreed@P@/1OP 6. By the end of GEF-5, as
many as 64 countries will have received supporimfgiementation of their National
Biosafety Frameworks (NBFs); however, another Tdil#e countries have yet to request
support to implement their NBFs. GEF-6 will provitdhe opportunity for these countries
to seek support for these initial phases of bagpacity building.

54.The implementation of National Biosafety Framewadrkghese remaining countries will
be undertaken when the characteristics of thelddigiountry, as assessed in the stock-
taking analysis, recommend a national approacth®rmplementation of the CPB in
that country. GEF will provide support to eligildeuntries through regional or sub-
regional projects when there are opportunitiestst-effective sharing of limited
resources and for coordination between biosafeipéworks to support CPB
implementation. GEF experience has shown that tkiesis of approaches are effective
where stock-taking assessments support the pdtétieoordinating biosafety
frameworks, interchange of regional expertise, @qhcity building in common priority
or thematic areas to develop the capacities ofpg@d countries lacking competences in
relevant fields.

55.The GEF will support thematic projects addressimges of the specific provisions of the
Cartagena Protocol. These projects should be deselat the regional or sub-regional
level and build on a common set of targets and dppities to implement the protocol
beyond the development and implementation of NBFs.
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56. The GEF will support the ratification and implemeidn of the Nagoya-Kuala Lumpur
Supplementary Protocol on Liability and RedrestheoCPB.

BD 3: Sustainably Use Biodiversity

Program 6: Ridge to Reef+: Maintaining Integrity ahFunction of Globally Significant Coral
Reef Ecosystems

57.Coral reefs cover only 0.2% of the ocean’s float, they contain 25% of all marine
species. For many countries, coral reef ecosysseeeritical to fisheries, tourism, and
coastal protection, and offer opportunities forestkinds of exploitation such as bio-
prospecting, fish aquaria, and jewellery. TEEBreated that coral reef ecosystems
provide society with living resources and serviaesth about $375 billion each year.

58. Despite their economic value, coral reef ecosystmshreatened by large disturbances.
The most recent survey (2008) conducted by the &lGbral Reef Monitoring Network
concluded that 19% of global coral reefs are @hjito recover, 15% are in a critical
stage (e.g., suffered a bleaching event, some htgrtand 20% are threatened by local
activity. The combination of local (e.g., over-&itation, physical damage), regional
(e.g. pollution and sedimentation runoff from tlieaent watersheds), and global threats
(e.g., ocean warming and acidification), make cogaf ecosystems increasingly
susceptible to disturbance or damage.

59. Overfishing is the most important local threateafing more than 55% of the world’s
coral reef ecosystem; coastal development and sfedrbased pollution each threaten
about 25%; and marine-based pollution and damage $hips threaten about 10%.
Annex 5 provides an overview of the status of cogaf ecosystems and threats in each
of five major coral reef regions.

60.Because coral reef resilience to bleaching andr atinessors can be improved by a
balanced biological and functional diversity withffecient species interactions, the
program will prioritize working in coral reef ecaggmes that fulfill the following criteria:

(@  Globally significant source population (site ispessible for the persistence of a
significant proportion of global population of cobraef); and

(b) Bioregionally restricted coral reef (site is respite for persistence of a
significant proportion of rare coral reef speciesngportant for the life history of
a coral reef ecosystem).

61. This program will support the development of thes¢hinter-dependent components
outlined below that are focused on threat reductioth sustainable use and that
complement the investments in Marine Protected #\tgmler Program One and Two.

62.The GEF will support increasing the area of coeafs situated within MPAs. An

important spatial factor for coral reef resiliens¢he connectivity among and within
coral reefs. Therefore, the development of MPA eks or of large MPAs will be
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targeted. Programs 1 and 2 will prioritize this &xgion and secure resources for the
management of these new areas.

63. GEF will support the development, adoption and ex@ment of policy and regulatory
frameworks and legislation to mitigate marine-bgseltlition and damage to coral reef
ecosystems. GEF will also support national andmatisonal trade regulations for reef
products, e.g., aquarium fish, corals, and sh€hig could include support to capacity
building and encouraging certification and monigrsystems.

64. GEF will support the implementation of integratedstal management that better
addresses local marine pressures on coral reefsgteass. This will include support for
the development of community-level rights-based ag@ment areas at the boundaries of
MPAs. There are many different types of systemsroperty rights and different ways in
which these are used to manage small scale nesg-B$loeries. Property rights in these
fisheries vary greatly in terms of their securiby quality of title), durability
(permanence), transferability, and exclusivity. 3&éur characteristics are the basis for
the legal empowerment that comes with rights bagpgdoaches to fisheries
management. In addition, holders of property rigiats also vary. Women have limited
property rights and that significantly impacts ttegiility to participate in developing
sustainable small scale fisheries, therefore, usiggnder perspective will be critical to
improve marine conservation and fisheries managerierer the GEF strategy,
Fisheries Right Based Management refers to angmsyst allocating fishing rights to
fishers, fishing vessels, enterprises, cooperatvéishing communities that ensures the
sustainable management of the targeted marinenasand its ecosystem. The income
generated by the payment for access to the righdsebmanagement areas will be used to
promote coral reef ecosystem conservation andisabla use. Both within and outside
marine management areas, GEF will focus on thasenadhat enhance coral reef health
and resilience at the boundaries of the MPAs, thiolyithe application of fisheries
management tools (restriction of fishing gear, tagons of fishing grounds and fishing
seasons), the implementation of regulations forisou (zoning, infrastructure
development), and shipping (discharge from shipippsng lanes, infrastructure
development).

65. This targeted support to Integrated Coastal Managémill address direct pressures on
coral reefs (the “+” of the Program), and therefooenplement current GEF-funded
Ridge to Reef projects which primarily aim to reduand-based pollution and promote
Integrated Water Resources Management.

Program 7: Securing Agriculture’s Future: Sustaitab/se of Plant and Animal Genetic
Resources

66. The conservation and sustainable use of the gediegcsity of cultivated plants,
domesticated animals, of their wild relatives ahdtber socio-economically and
culturally valuable species, including aquaticekir microbial and invertebrate genetic
resources, is central to achieving food securitymutrition of a growing world
population, improving rural livelihoods, developingpre sustainable agriculture
practices, and improving ecosystem function ancptbgision of ecosystem services in
production landscapes. As climates and productimr@nments change, in often
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unpredictable ways, genetic diversity is also esakto providing the necessary
adaptability and resilience.

67.Crop and animal genetic diversity in many produtsgstems have eroded significantly.

Threats to genetic diversity are associated wighctintinuing use of unsustainable
approaches that drive excessive use of fertiliaatspesticides, pollution of aquifers and
waterways, declining levels of groundwater, andmnaisagement of soils.

68.Land use changes and fragmentation threaten wadwes of domestic plants and

animals. There has also been significant lossay wild relatives (genetic and species
diversity) from production and natural ecosysteRregram Two of the biodiversity
strategy will provide support to establish protectior Crop Wild Relatives (CWR) in-
situ through CWR Reserves. Program One of the béoslity strategy may generate
revenues to support active management of CWR stiagiprotected areas and in future
CWR Reserves.

69.Annex 6 identifies priority genetic reserve locasdor wild relatives for 14 major global

food crops (finger millet, barley, sweet potatessava, banana/plantain, rice, pearl
millet, garden pea, potato, sorghum, wheat, falas beowpea and maiz&)The centers
of crop genetic diversity indicated by the enclobees are likely to contain other
priority sites for other crop gene pools. GEF stweent in CWR reserves would focus
on these areas; however, support to managingtpri&WwR reserves mapped and identified
at national level that complement global level ssseents undertaken by FAO and others
would also be eligible if the CWR in question wef@lobal significancé?

70. This program will focus its support on in-situ cengtion, through farmer management,

which allows continuing evolution and adaptatiorcoltivated plants and domesticated
animals. This approach also meets the needs dfaomamunities, including indigenous
peoples and local communities, especially womerg @ften depend on agricultural
biodiversity for their livelihoods through its coittution to food security and nutrition,
medicines, fodder, building materials and othewvioning services as well through
support for ecosystem function. Women'’s partiégratvill be particularly critical in this
program, given the primary role that women plaggnobiodiversity management. In-
situ conservation in production landscapes helgsonre sustainability and resilience. A
recent analysis confirmed that agricultural biods#y played a central role in the
strategies adopted by rural communities adaptirajneate changé

71. GEF will concentrate it support on the sustainaisie of plant genetic resources in

Vavilov centers of diversity. Results from thimgram may also generate important co-
benefits for the International Treaty on Plant GenResources for Food and

18 Second State of the World’s Plant Genetic Resaufiaré=ood and Agriculture. 2009 FAO, Rome.
19 A global approach to crop wild relative conserwatisecuring the gene pool for food and agricultRe4.0, Kew
Bulletin, Vol. 65: 561-576. Maxted, Nigel et. al.

% Dunja Mijatovic, Frederik Van Oudenhoven, Pabla#&yuirre, and Toby Hodgkin. 2012, The role of agtical
biodiversity in strengthening resilience to climatenge: towards an analytical framework. Inteorati Journal of
Agricultural Sustainability.
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Agriculture. GEF will focus on innovations to cumtgoroduction systems and practices
that:

€)) Maintain and strengthen different production systemd their elements,
including agriculture practices based on local eaditional knowledge, that
allow continued evolution and adaptation (adegpafmulation sizes, seed
systems, movement of useful materials, and acoess-$itu materials);

(b) Link genetic diversity maintenance to improved feadurity and economic
returns for rural communities and farmers (inclgdiocal market access and
market regulations);

(c) Develop policies, strategies, legislation, and tagons that shift the balance in
agricultural production in favor of diversity ri@pproaches. These include
support for the adoption of appropriate fiscal amtrket incentives to promote or
conserve diversity on-farm and across the prododéindscape;

(d)  Strengthen capacity of the agricultural developmenttension and research
communities and institutions that are needed fesitun conservation, so that
agricultural biodiversity is embedded in sustaieabtensification and adaptation
to climate change; and

(e) Strengthen the capacities of community and smalbrolorganizations, and
farmers (both men and women) to participate initleatification, development,
and implementation of solutions.

Program 8: Implementing the Nagoya Protocol on Asseand Benefit Sharing

72.The Nagoya Protocol on Access and Benefit Shat@$ provides a legal framework
for the effective implementation of the third olijee of the Convention on Biodiversity
(CBD). Ninety-two CBD parties have signed and 28ehaatified the Nagoya Protocd!.
The Protocol will enter into force on the"™®@ay after the date of deposit of the 50th
instrument of ratification, acceptance, approvakacession.

73.The GEF will support implementation of the NagoyatBcol using resources from the
GEF Trust Fund and, in parallel, from the Nagoyatétol Implementation Fund (NPIF).
The future of the NPIF will be deliberated uporiret next CBD COP to be held after the
initiation of the GEF-6 cycle. The successful inmpéntation of ABS at the national level
has the potential to make considerable contribattorbiodiversity conservation and
sustainable use, and thus is relevant to all Aleligets and many of the programs
presented in the GEF biodiversity strategy. As spabjects developed for funding under
other GEF programs will be encouraged to exploeegittential and relevance of ABS to
contribute to specific project and program objextivHowever, given the incipient nature
of the thematic area, and the importance that tBe Bas placed on ABS both in the way
guidance is presented to the GEF and the stronfa&sigthat has been given on capacity

% The Nagoya Protocol was adopted by the Partiéiseo€onvention of Biodiversity at the 11th meetirighe
Parties on 29th October, 2010 in Nagoya, Japan.
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building at this stage, this program is presented discrete and important element of the
GEF biodiversity strategy and thus merits its owogpam of support.

74.GEF Trust Fund Support. Projects funded under tBE Grust Fund will support
national and regional implementation of the NagByatocol and, if still required,
targeted capacity building to facilitate ratificatiand entry into force of the Protocol. As
such, the GEF will support the following core aittes to comply with the provisions of
the Nagoya Protocol:

(@)  Stocktaking and assessment. GEF will support gatysis of ABS provisions in
existing policies, laws and regulations, stakehoidentification, user rights and
intellectual property rights, and assess instihala@apacity including research
organizations.

(b) Development and implementation of a strategy atidmplan for the
implementation of ABS measures. (e.g. policy, legat regulatory frameworks
governing ABS, National Focal Point, Competent biadil Authority,

Institutional agreements, administrative procedtwe®rior Informed Consent
(PIC) and Mutually Agreed Terms (MAT), monitorinfuse of genetic
resources, compliance with legislation and coopmrain trans-boundary issues);
and

(c) Building capacity among stakeholders (includinggedous and local
communities, especially women) to negotiate betweeniders and users of
genetic resources. Countries may consider ingiitaticapacity-building to carry
out research and development to add value to ¢lagirgenetic resources and
traditional knowledge associated with genetic resest The GEF will also
support the participation in the ABS Clearing-Housgchanism as soon as the
Clearing-house is operational, including in itopig.

75.The GEF will also enhance national implementatibthe Nagoya Protocol through
regional collaboration. Regional collaboration wabhklp build capacity of countries to
add value to their own genetic resources and toadit knowledge associated with genetic
resources and avoid duplication of regulatory maidms while encouraging intra-
regional collaboration. Regional collaboration edso address the financial and human
resource constraints faced by small or least dpeel@ountries through sharing
regulatory and scientific resources.

76.Nagoya Protocol Implementation Fund (NPIF) Suppbne primary objective of the
NPIF is to facilitate early entry into force aneate enabling conditions at national and
regional levels for implementation of the Protoddle NPIF will support opportunities
leading to the development and implementation oBAreements between providers
and users of genetic resources that actively infoatronal implementation of the
Nagoya Protocol. Providers would include Partieh®oCBD as well as those
stakeholders providing access to resources onrthend, including indigenous peoples
and local communities. Users can include Partigh@fCBD as well as those interested
in the resources including, for example, sectdes the pharmaceutical industry,
biotechnology, ornamental horticulture, naturalspeal care and cosmetics, museums,
academic institutions, and research collections.
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BD 4: Mainstream Biodiversity Conservation and Sustinable Use into Production
Landscapes/Seascapes and Sectors

Program 9: Managing the Human-Biodiversity Interfac

77.Protected areas are the conservation community& successful management response
to conserve and sustainably use biodiversity. Hangwotected areas do not exist as
isolated islands of tranquility where evolution@npcesses continue uninterrupted by
humans. Rather, protected areas are often locataked-use landscapes and seascapes
where natural resources are managed or exploited ties unsustainably — to satisfy
human needs for food, water, wood, energy, andnalisie These resource uses often
unintentionally degrade biodiversity within and side protected areas. In addition,
production landscapes and seascapes also prowndatta globally significant
biodiversity. Managing the human-biodiversity ifiéee requires additional and
innovative approaches that help maintain the intiegf the protected area estate while
ensuring persistence of biodiversity in more expangeographies.

78.GEF has for the past decade worked to embed biiiyeonservation and
sustainability objectives in the management of wigteduction landscapes and
seascapes through support to an array of polisiestegies, and practices that engage
key public and private sector actors in order tosspve and sustainably use biodiversity.
This process, referred to as “biodiversity mairestneng”, has focused primarily on the
following suite of activities: a) developing paftiand regulatory frameworks that
remove perverse subsidies and provide incentivelsiéaliversity-friendly land and
resource use that remains productive but that doedegrade biodiversity; b) spatial and
land-use planning to ensure that land and resaigeeés appropriately situated to
maximize production without undermining or degradimodiversity; c) improving and
changing production practices to be more biodivefsiendly with a focus on sectors
that have significant biodiversity impacts (agrtoué, forestry, fisheries, tourism,
extractives); and d) piloting an array of finanaiachanisms (certification, payment for
environmental services, access and benefit shagregments, etc.) to help incentivize
actors to change current practices that may beadegy biodiversity.

79. GEF will continue to support these activities dgri@EF-6 but with a renewed emphasis
on ensuring that interventions are spatially tardetnd thematically relevant to
conserving or sustainably using globally significaiodiversity. Through more careful
targeting, support under this program can bettevetemultiple conservation outcomes:
sustaining biodiversity in the production landscapd seascape which will
simultaneously secure the ecological integrity anstainability of protected area
systems. In addition, successful biodiversity magesning in the GEF portfolio has been
a long-term process, often requiring multiple anthplementary projects that span
numerous GEF phases. In order for biodiversity sta@aming to achieve impacts at the
scale necessary to advance the related Aichi Targeteries of investments by GEF and
other donors within a larger-scale planning andagament context may be required.
Projects in GEF-6 and onward will be required smie GEF’'s support to biodiversity
mainstreaming accordingly to increase the likelthobsuccess and impact.
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80. This program will also support ecosystem restoraitiospecific locations where
restoration is deemed essential to help ensurpdfststence of globally important
biodiversity in the production landscape and sgasgaarticularly in areas adjacent to
protected areas.

Program 10: Integration of Biodiversity and Ecosgsh Services into Development and
Finance Planning

81. The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment provided aept@l framework that facilitated
a comprehensive understanding of the values of\mosity to society beyond its mere
existence value (see Annex 7). Numerous organizaaod projects have used this
conceptual framework to estimate the value of hiediity to society through the goods
and services it provides, including the Wealth Agting and the Valuation of
Ecosystem Services (WAVES) partnership, The Nat@egdital Project, TEEB, the LAC
Biodiversity Superpower initiative and numerous GHfided projects. In addition, the
CBD Strategic Plan identifies Aichi Target 2, toieththis program will make a
considerable contribution, as critical target tdr@gsing a key underlying driver of
biodiversity loss.

82. Although a number of approaches are currently begsgl to recognize, demonstrate, and
capture the value of biodiversity and ecosystemices, a mismatch remains between
valuation and development policy and financing.0&sbn is not leading to the
development of policy reforms needed to mitigatedhvers of biodiversity loss and
encourage sustainable development through ther mesteagement of biodiversity and
natural capital, nor is it triggering changes ia tlse and scale of public and private
finance flows on the scale necessary to addresatirPolicy and finance reforms must
accompany valuation so that the finance and dewsop decisions that impact natural
ecosystems and biodiversity include incentivesine signals that result in more cost
effective and sustainable biodiversity management.

83. This program will complement the work undertake®mgram Nine and will pilot
national-level interventions that link biodiversitgluation and economic analysis with
development policy and finance planning. The outedrom these projects will be
biodiversity valuation that informs policy instrunte and fiscal reforms designed to
mitigate perverse incentives leading to biodivegrkiss. These may be linked to larger
policy reforms being undertaken as part of the gment policy dialogue,
development policy operations, or other effortsvilt also include specific support to
reform finance flows, for instance through pubbpenditure reviews, and to
operationalize innovative finance mechanisms sggbegments for ecosystem services,
habitat banking, aggregate offsets, and tradahleldement rights and quotas.

Biodiversity Focal Area Set-Aside

84.Countries will be able to access the focal areasele funds (FAS) to implement
enabling activities. Enabling activity support adle provided for all GEF-eligible
countries to produce their 6th National Reporti® €BD as well as national reporting
obligations under the Cartagena Protocol and Nagogtocol that will be identified
during upcoming COP-MOPs and that will come duenduthe GEF-6 period.
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85.The remaining funds in FAS will be used for a vearief priorities. The first is to
contribute to the Sustainable Forest Managememrano and to the following integrated
approaches to be piloted in GEF-6: Taking Defotastaout of Commodity Supply
Chains, and Fostering Sustainability and Resilidac&ood Security in Africa. The FAS
will also complement biodiversity investments at tiational level through participation
in global, regional or multi-country projects thmmeet some or all of the following
criteria:

(@)

(b)
(©)

(d)
()
(f)

(9)

support priorities identified by the COP of the CBBd in particular the Strategic
Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the Aichi Taige

relevant to the objectives and programs of the GbBkediversity strategy;

high likelihood that the project will have a broadd positive impact on
biodiversity;

potential for replication;
global demonstration value;

potential to catalyze private sector investmertiodiversity conservation and
sustainable use; and

contribute to global conservation knowledge throtagimal experimental or
guasi-experimental designs that test and evalbatbypotheses embedded in
project interventions.

BIODIVERSITY RESOURCE ENVELOPE

86. The biodiversity strategy is based on a resourgelepe of $1.296 billion that will be
used to support implementation of the biodiversitategy and provide contributions to
the GEF-6 pilots on integrated approaches. Dedaipresented in Table 1 below.
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BD Table 1 - Focal Area Objectives and Indicative Aocations per Program

Allocation
Focal Area Objective Focal Area Programs
($ million)
Objective One: Improve Program 1: Improving Financial Sustainability
sustainability of protected area | and Effective Management of the National 125
systems Ecological Infrastructure
Program 2: Nature’s Last Stand: Expanding the 125
Reach of the Global Protected Area Estate
Objective Two: Reduce threats tp Program 3: Preventing the Extinction of 80
globally significant biodiversity | Known Threatened Species
Program 4: Prevention, Control and
) : . 50
Management of Invasive Alien Species
Program 5: Implementing the Cartagena 30
Protocol on Biosafety (CPB)
Obijective Three: Sustainably us¢ Program 6: Ridge to Reef+: Maintaining
biodiversity Integrity and Function of Coral Reef 100
Ecosystems
Program 7: Securing Agriculture’s Future:
Sustainable Use of Plant and Animal Geneti¢ 75
Resources
Program 8: Implement the Nagoya Protocol pn
50
ABS
Objective Four: Mainstream Program 9: Managing the Human-Biodiversity
biodiversity conservation and Interface
sustainable use into production 338
landscapes and seascapes and
sectors
Program 10: Integration of Biodiversity and
Ecosystem Services into Development & 78
Finance Planning
Focal Area Set-Aside
(Convention obligations, global
and regional programs, including 245
Integrated Approaches, and
Sustainable Forest Management
Program)
Total Biodiversity 1,296

23




RESULTS FRAMEWORK

Goal:
@ Maintain globally significant biodiversity and teeosystem goods and services it
provides to society.
Impacts:*?
@ Biodiversity conserved and habitat maintained itiamal protected area systems.
(b)  Conservation and sustainable use of biodiversifyraduction landscapes and
seascapes.
Indicators:

€) Intact vegetative cover and degree of fragmentatiorational protected area
systems measured in hectares as recorded by resmdmg.

(b) Intact vegetative cover and degree of fragmentatigproduction landscapes
measured in hectares as recorded by remote sensing.

(c) Coastal zone habitat (coral reef, mangroves, etiagt in marine protected areas
and productive seascapes measured in hectaresoada@ by remote sensing
and, where possible, supported by visual or otkafigation methods.

Corporate Level Outcome Targets?

@ 300 million hectares of landscapes and seasaamder improved biodiversity
management.

Gender Indicators:

€)) Focal Area projects will use and incorporate GERd&e Indicators, which will
be monitored and aggregated at the Focal Areaghortind Corporate levelS.

22| ong term effects of the portfolio investmentgeirarea for impacts would be 300 million hectares.

% The achieved short-term effects of the portfoliagputs.

24 Refer to the core GEF Gender Indicators identifinder the gender section of the Strategic PositipRaper for
GEF-6 replenishment. The five Gender Indicators are

1. Percentage of projects that have conducted gemaddysis during project preparation.

2. Percentage of projects that have incorporatadeyesensitive project results framework, includigmder
sensitive actions, indicators, targets, and/or btdg

3. Share of women and men as direct beneficiafipsopect.

4. Number of national/regional/global policies,igtions, plan, and strategies that incorporagesigr dimensions
(e.g. NBSAP, NAPA, NAP, TDA/SAP, etc).

5. Percentage of Project Implementation ReportR)Rid-term Evaluation (MTE) and Terminal Evaluati
Reports (TER) that incorporate gender equalityweothen's empowerment and assess results/progress.
Projects will use gender-sensitive indicators amddisaggregated data, and it will be systematiceltorded,
reported and integrated into adaptive managemepbreses at the project level. GEF will undertakiopée
reviews of the portfolio and highlight best praegdn mainstreaming gender in projects, includmgugh Annual
Monitoring Review and Learning Missions.
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Focal Area Objectives

Programs

Expected Outcomes and Indicators

Objective 1:
Improve sustainability of]
protected area systems

Program 1: Improving
Financial Sustainability and
Effective Management of
the National Ecological
Infrastructure

Outcome 1.1. Increased revenue for protected area
systems and globally significant protected areandet
total expenditures required for management.

Indicator 1.1: Funding gap for management of prteic
area systems and globally significant protectedsare

Outcome 1.2: Improved management effectiveness of
protected areas.

Indicator 1.2: Protected area management effeas®acore.

Program 2: Nature's Last

Stand: Expanding the Reac
of the Global Protected Are
Estate

Outcome 2.1 Increase in area of terrestrial andrmaar
ecosystems of global significance in new protecexhs
and increase in threatened species of global sagmite
protected in new protected areas.

Indicator 2.1 Area of terrestrial and marine ectays and
number of threatened species.

Outcome 2.2: Improved management effectiveness of
new protected areas.

Indicator 2.2: Protected area management effeas®acore.

Obijective 2: Reduce
threats to globally
significant biodiversity

Program 3: Preventing the
Extinction of Known
Threatened Species

Outcome 3.1: Reduction in rates of poaching ofakiand
elephants and other threatened species and indreasests
and convictions (baseline established per participaountry

Indicator 3.1: Rates of poaching incidents andsasrand
convictions.

Program 4: Prevention,
Control and Management of
Invasive Alien Species

Outcome 4.1 Improved management frameworks to
prevent, control, and manage invasive alien spéties).

Indicator 4.1: IAS management framework operaticeate.

Outcome 4.2 Species extinction avoided as a resiiS
management (if applicable)

Indicator 4.2 Sustainable populations of criticaliyeatened
species.

Program 5: Implementing
the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety (CPB)

Outcome 5.1Adequate level of protection in the field of the
safe transfer, handling and use of living modifiedanisms
resulting from modern biotechnology that may hasreease
effects on the conservation and sustainable ublafgical
diversity, taking also into account risks to hunhaalth (both
women and men), and specifically focusing on transilary
movements

Indicator 5.1: National biosafety decision-makiygtems
operational score.

U
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Focal Area Objectives

Programs

Expected Outcomes and Indicators

Obijective 3: Program 6: Ridge to Reef+:| Outcome 6.1. Integrity and functioning of coralfree
Sustainably use Maintaining Integrity and ecosystems maintained and area increased.
biodiversity Function of Coral Reef
Ecosystems Indicator 6.1 Area of coral reef ecosystems that
maintain or increase integrity and function as
measured by number of coral species and abundance
both outside and inside MPAs.
Program 7: Securing Outcome 7.1 Increased genetic diversity of globsigificant
Agriculture’s Future: cultivated plants and domesticated animals thasaseinably
Sustainable Use of Plant an| used within production systems.
Animal Genetic Resources
Indicator 7. 1. Diversity status of target species.
Program 8: Implement the | Outcome 8.1: Legal and regulatory frameworks, and
Nagoya Protocol on ABS administrative procedures established that enalnless to
genetic resources and benefit sharing in accordaitbethe
provisions of the Nagoya Protocol
Indicator 8.1: National ABS frameworks operatiogebre.
Obijective 4: Program 9: Managing the | Outcome 9.1 Increased area of production landscapeds
Mainstream Human-Biodiversity seascapes that integrate conservation and sudtaimsbof
biodiversity Interface biodiversity into management.

conservation and
sustainable use
into production
landscapes and
seascapes and
production sectors

Indicator 9.1 Production landscapes and seaschpes t
integrate biodiversity conservation and sustainabkeinto
their management preferably demonstrated by meattigna
or international third-party certification that orporates
biodiversity considerations (e.g. FSC, MSC) or supgad by
other objective data.

Outcome 9.2 Sector policies and regulatory framésor
incorporate biodiversity considerations.

Indicator 9.2 The degree to which sector policied a
regulatory frameworks incorporate biodiversity ddesations
and implement the regulations.

Program 10: Integration of
Biodiversity and Ecosystem
Services into Development
& Finance Planning

Outcome 10.1 Biodiversity values and ecosystemicerv
values integrated into accounting systems andriatized in
development and finance policy and land-use plapamd
decision-making.

Indicator 10. 1 The degree to which biodiversitiues and
ecosystem service values are internalized in devednt,
finance policy and land-use planning and decisiaking.
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ANNEX |. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN STRATEGIC PLAN FOR BIODIVERSITY 2011-2020.ND GEF
BIODIVERSITY OBJECTIVES AND PROGRAMS

Programs

Relationship between Strategic Plan for Biodiversit 2011-2020 and GEF Biodiversity Objectives and

Strategic Plan Goals and Associate
Aichi Targets

GEF Biodiversity Objectives and
Program Alignment

Other Aichi Targets Impactéd

Goal A. Address underlying causes

GEF Objectividldinstream
biodiversity

1) Raise awareness of biodiversity
values

BD Programs 1-10 (integration into
project design and implementation as
appropriate and useful)

All targets

2) Integrate biodiversity and
development

BD Programs 9 and 10

All targets

3) Address incentives harmful to
biodiversity

BD Program 10

1,2,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12

4) Sustainable production and
consumption

BD Program 9

1,2,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,1314,15

Goal B. Reduce direct pressures

GEF Objective prdne Sustainability
of Protected Area Systems
GEF Objective 2: Reduce threats to
biodiversity
GEF Objective 3: Sustainably Use
Biodiversity
GEF Objective 4: Mainstream
biodiversity

5) Halve rate of habitat loss

BD Programs 1, 2, 9

6,7,8,11,12,13,14,15,16

6) Achieving sustainable fisheries

BD Program 2 @nd

4,5,7,8,10,11,12,14

7) Sustainable agriculture,
aquaculture, forestry

BD Program 7 and 9

4,5,6,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,
16,18

8) Reduce pollution to safe levels

4,5,6,7,10,11,12,14,15

9) Achieve effective IAS managem

B Program 4

5,6,7,9,10,11,12,13,14 , 15

other vulnerable ecosystems

10) Minimize pressures on reefs anBD Program 2 and 6

6,12,13

% Report of the High Level Panel on Global AssessméResources for Implementing the Strategic Ftan
Biodiversity 2011-2020, UNEP/CBD/COP/11/14/Add2*
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Relationship between Strategic Plan for Biodiversit 2011-2020 and GEF Biodiversity Objectives and

Programs

Strategic Plan Goals and Associate

Aichi Targets

GEF Biodiversity Objectives and
Program Alignment

Goal C. Enhance state of biodivers

IBEF Objective 1: Improve Sustainabili
of Protected Area Systems

GEF Objective 2: Reduce threats to
biodiversity

GEF Objective 3: Sustainably Use
Biodiversity

GEF Objective 4: Mainstream
biodiversity

Ly

11) Expansion of Protected Area
Networks and Effective Managem

BD Programs 1,2,7, and 9

1,2,5,6,7,8,10,12,14,15

12) Prevent extinctions and improv@D Programs 1, 2, 3,4, 5, and 9 5,11, 13
status of threatened species

13) Maintain gene pool of plant andBD Programs 1 and 7 2,7,12

animal genetic resources

Goal D. Enhance benefits of GEF Objectives 1,2,3, and 4

ecosystem services

14) Restore and safeguard essenti@8D Programs 2 and 9 5,10,11,12,13
ecosystem services ]B

15) Enhance ecosystem resilience g Programs 1, 2, 9 and 10 5,11,12,13

carbon stocks

16) Achieve entry into force of ABS

Protocol

BD Program 8

Goal E: Enhance implementation

Integrated throug®EF Programmin

$]

17) Implementation of revised
NBSAP:

NBSAF development funded during
GEF-5. Implementation supported by 4
GEF-6 BD programs.

All targets
all

18) Traditional knowledge

Integrated into projeesidn and
implementation as appropriate in all
GEF-6 BD programs.

7,13,14,15,16,19

19) Knowledge-base and science (Integrated into project design and All targets
applied implementation as appropriate in all
GEF-6 BD programs.
20) Resource mobilization GEF will identify, makseuof, and All targets
report on all financing leveraged through

GEF BD programs and integrated

approaches piloted in GEF-6.

28

Other Aichi Targets Impactéd

1,245, 10, 11, 12, 13, 18, 19
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ANNEX Il. CONTRIBUTIONS TO ACHIEVING THE STRATEGIC PLAN FOR BIODIVERSITY 2011-
2020BY THE GEF INTEGRATED APPROACHES AND OTHER GEF FocAL AREAS

and other GEF Focal Areas

Contributions to Achieving the Strategic Plan for Bodiversity 2011-2020 by the GEF Integrated Approaaes

Strategic Plan Goals and Aichi
Targets

GEF Integrated Approaches and
Focal Area Alignment

Other Aichi Targets Impacted

Goal A. Address underlying causes

1) Integrate biodiversity and
development

Amazon SFM Program

5,10, 12, 14, 15

2) Address incentives harmful to
biodiversity

Commodities Integrated Approach

1,2,4,5,6,7,8,9102

3) Sustainable production and
consumption

Commodities Integrated Approach

1,2,4,5,6,7,8,9102,13,14,15

Goal B. Reduce direct pressures

5) Halve rate of habitat loss

Commodities Integiadpproach

Sustainable Forest Management
Program

6,7,8,11,12,13,14,15,16

6) Achieving sustainable fisheries

Internationaltéva Focal Area

4,5,7,8,10,11,12,14

7) Sustainable agriculture,
aquaculture, forestry

Food Security Integrated Approach

Sustainable Forest Management
Program

Amazon SFM Program

4,5,6,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16, 18

8) Reduce pollution to safe levels

Land Degradation Focal Area

Chemicals, madonal Waters, an@,5,6,7,10,11,12,14,15

10) Minimize pressures on reefs arn
other vulnerable ecosystems

bhternational Waters Focal Area

6,12 and 13

Goal C. Enhance state of biodivers

ty

11) Expansion of Protected Area
Networks and Effetive Managemen

Amazon SFM Program

1,2,5,6,7,8,10,12,14,15

carbon stocks

Program
Amazon SFM Program

Commodities Integrated Approach

12) Prevent extinctions and improvémazon SFM Program 511,13
status of threatened species
Goal D. Enhance benefits of
ecosystem services
14) Restore and safeguard essentig@ustainable Forest Management [5,10,11,12,13
ecosystem services Program
Amazon SFM Program
Commodities Integrated Approach
15) Enhance ecosystem resilience @udtainable Forest Management [5,11,12,13
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Contributions to Achieving the Strategic Plan for Bodiversity 2011-2020 by the GEF Integrated Approaleces

and other GEF Focal Areas

Strategic Plan Goals and Aichi
Targets

GEF Integrated Approaches and
Focal Area Alignment

Other Aichi Targets Impacted

Goal E: Enhance implementation

17) Implementation of revised
NBSAP:

Forestrelated implementation supp
by the SFM program.

All targets

18) Traditional knowledge

Integrated into projeesidin and

SFM program.

implementation as appropriate in th

Targets 7,13,14,15,16,19
e

19) Knowledge-base and science [Sustainable Forest Management |All targets
applied Program
20) Resource mobilization GEF will identify, maksewof, and |All targets

report on all financing leveraged
through GEF SFM program and
integrated approaches
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ANNEX lll. SUMMARY OF GEF CRITERIA FOR DEFINING GLOBALLY SIGNIFICANT SITES FOR BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION 26

Criterion Sub-criteria Provisional Thresholds for GEF
Support
Vulnerability Not applicable Critically Endangered (CR) and

Endangered (EN) Species
Regular occurrence of a
globally threatened Vulnerable Species (VU)
species (according to the IUCN

Red List) at the site

Irreplaceability Restricted-range species Species with a globakrtess
than50,000 square kilometers
Site holds X% of a species' global
population at any stage of the species

5% of global population at site

lifecycle Species with large but clumped 5% of global population at site
distributions
Globally significant congregations 1% of global ptgiion seasonally at
site
Globally significant source Site is responsible for maintaining
populations 1% of global population

Bio-regionally restricted assemblages To be defined

% The global standards for identification of keydiiersity areas are currently under revision throadroad scientific consultation process convened
IUCN’s World Commission on Protected Areas/Spe8iessival Commission Joint Taskforce on Biodiversityrotected Areas. These will be launched at the
2014 World Parks Congress. In the interim, theedatand thresholds for key biodiversity area idimation as presented above will be applied.is ltkely that
the great majority of sites meeting these criteiihalso be considered key biodiversity areas urile new standard.
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ANNEX IV. LARGE SCALE | VORY SEIZURES, 2009-2011

MAURTANIA
MALI NGER
S S ERITREA
EN AL o |
BURKINA SUDA
—_— FASO e
[ GUINEA NIGERIA
GUINEA- 2.2 o ETHIOPIA
BISSAU H L Large-scale ivory seizures, 200911
| | | CauRoon  APRCAN
SEEARA BENIN ! A
Leone LBERA NORY | 1hao [ M UGANDA SOMALA SHARE OF SEIZED SHIPMENTS BY WEIGHT
coasT_ | — KENY A
GHANA -0 15.9 BY COUNTRY unknown
EQUATORIAL % OF ORIGIH
DEMOCRATIC \ :
GUINEA, | ol ol e \ OR EXPORT o 2 Cameroon
Range of the R : = * S !
G ANZA
African Elephant a 22’*:?:1:; \g‘:iEll\Gfg;Y .3 Uganda
SEIZED Tanzania - 37% 4 Nigeria
Known range
4 Zimbabwe
Possible range ANGOLA _
ZAMBIA Refja - SN G 5. Africa
ZIMBABWE
24 MALAWI BY COUNTRY i
HAMIBIA OF PRESUMED ?
BOTSWANA s MEITE DESTINATION 13
Thailand
S, AFRICA 12
an China -~ 54%
22 ... Either China
or Thailand

The map appeared in the New York Times, Septenthe2d12. Sources of information: Elephant StatusdrRe Convention on International Trade of
Endangered Species (CITES) and Elephant Tradenhafiion Systems (ETIS).
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ANNEX V. REGIONAL COVERAGE AND THREAT STATUS OF CORAL REEF ECOSYSTEMS

% of
Region % of world coral reef Coral Reef Major threats
threatened
Caribbean Region 10% 75% Disease, Overfishing,
High level of endemism Tourism, Land-based
pollution, Shipping
Indian Ocean 13% 65% Overfishing ,Tourism,
Land based pollution
Pacific (including Eastern | 25% 50% Overfishing, Tourism,
part of the Coral Triangle) Land-based pollution
Middle East 6% 70% Shipping, Marine based
High level of endemism pollution, Tourism industry
South East Asia 28% 95% Overfishing, Unregulated

(including Western half o

the Coral Triangle)

Most extensive and diverse
coral reef of the world

aguaculture, Land based
pollution
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ANNEX VI. GLOBAL PRIORITIES FOR GENETIC RESERVE L OCATIONS?’

The Middie East - priority CWR genetic reserve
locations for garden pea (Pisum), wheat (Thiticum
and Asgilops) and faba bean (Vicia) wild relatives.

Central America — priority CWR
genetic reserve locations for sweet
potato (fpomoea), potato (Solanum) taat,
. and maize (Zea) wild relatives.

genetic reserve locations for pearl
millet (Pennisetum) and garden
pea (Pisum) wild relatives

Asia and the Far East - priarity
CWR genetic reserve locations
T for rice (Oryza) wild relatives.

Sub Saharan Africa and Madagascar - priority CWR
genetic reserve locations for finger millet (Eleusine) and
cowpea {Vigna) wild relatives

South America — priarity CWR genatic reserve
locations for barley (Hordeum), potato (Solanum) and
cassava (Manihof) wild refatives.

%" Second State of the World’s Plant Genetic ResaifiareFood and Agriculture. 2009 FAO, Rome.
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ANNEX VII. LINKAGES BETWEEN ECOSYSTEM SERVICES AND HUMAN WELL -BEING
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ANNEX 2: FULL-SIZED PROJECTS APPROVED UNDER BIODIVE RSITY FOCAL AREA (AMOUNTS IN US$) %

Argentina

FAO

BD-1
BD-2

Governance Strengthening for the Management §
Protection of Coastal- Marine Biodiversity in Key
Ecological Areas and the Implementation of the
Ecosystem Approach to Fisheries (EAF)

and 3,534,786

17,813,206

21,347,992

Argentina

UNDP

BD-2

Mainstreaming Sustainable Use of Biodiversity in
Production Practices of Small Producers to Prote
the Biodiversity of High Value Conservation Fore
in the Atlantic Forest, Yungas and Chaco

4,620,000

21,687,400

26,307,400

Brazil

UNDP

BD-2

Mainstreaming Biodiversity Conservation and
Sustainable Use into NTFP and AFS Production
Practices in Multiple-Use Forest Landscapes of H
Conservation Value

5,570,776

gh

27,800,000

33,370,776

Brazil

IADB

BD-4

Capacity Building and Institutional Strengthening
the National Framework for Access and Benefit
Sharing under the Nagoya Protocol

0 4,401,931

4,401,931

8,803,862

Cameroon

UNEP

BD-2

Participative Integrated Ecosystem Services
Management Plans for Bakassi Post Conflict
Ecosystems PINESMAP BPCE

2,739,726

10,500,000

13,239,724

Cabo Verde

UNDP

BD-1
BD-2

Mainstreaming Biodiversity Conservation into thej

3,664,640

Tourism Sector in Synergy with a Further

15,521,542

19,186,182

2 All figures in the tables include PPGs but not Agefees.
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Strengthened Protected Areas System in Cape V,

erde

Chile

FAO

BD-2

Strengthening and Development of Instruments f
the Management, Prevention and Control of Bea

(Castor Canadensis), an Invasive Alien Species in

the Chilean Patagonia

br 2,153,882
er

9,070,000

11,223,882

Chile

FAO

BD-2

Mainstreaming the Conservation, Sustainable Us
and Valuation of Critically Threatened Species ar

e 2,411,416
d

Endangered Ecosystems into Development-frontier

Production Landscapes of the Arica y Parinacota
and Biobio Regions

8,811,707

11,223,123

China

UNEP

BD-1
BD-2

Expansion and Improvement of Biodiversity
Conservation and Sustainable Use of Natural
Resources in the Greater Shennongjia Area, Hul
Province

2,739,726

ei

15,000,000

17,739,724

China

UNDP

BD-4

Developing and Implementing the National
Framework on Access and Benefit Sharing of
Genetic Resources and Associated Traditional
Knowledge

4,436,210

22,236,000

26,672,210

China

FAO

BD-2

A New Green Line: Mainstreaming Biodiversity
Conservation Objectives and Practices into Ching
Water Resources Management Policy and Plann
Practice

2,639,726
h'S
ng

25,975,000

28,614,724

Colombia

IADB

BD-1
BD-2

Sustainable Management and Conservation of
Biodiversity in the Magdalena River Basin

6,543,636

25,000,000

31,543,636

Colombia

FAO

BD-1
BD-2

Implementing the Socio-Ecosystem Connectivity
Approach to Conserve and Sustainable Use
Biodiversity in the Caribbean Region of Colombig

6,052,114

20,370,350

26,422,464

Colombia

IADB

BD-1

I ,154,000

Consolidation of the National System of Protecte

15,650,000

19,807,000
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Areas (SINAP) at National and Regional Levels.

Comoros UNDP | BD-1 Development of a National Network of Terrestriall 4,345,440 19,985,000 24,330,440
and Marine Protected Areas Representative of th
Comoros Unique Natural Heritage and Co-mana;Eeed
With Local Village Communities
Congo UNEP | BD-1 Creation of Conkouati Dimonika PA Complex and 2,889,434 15,000,000 17,889,434
BD-2 Development of Community Private Sector
Participation Model to Enhance PA Management
Effectiveness CDC&CPSPM
Congo DR | World | BD-1 Democratic Republic of Congo Conservation Trust 11,636,363 49,500,000 61,136,363
Bank Fund (AF for National Parks Network Rehabilitatipn
Project)
Dominican UNDP [ BD-2 Conserving Biodiversity in Coastal Areas 2,915,930 13,684,525 16,600,455
Republic Threatened by Rapid Tourism and Physical
Infrastructure Development
Ecuador UNDP | BD-1 Conservation of Ecuadorian Amphibian Diversity| 2,726,908 11,546,000 14,272,908
BD-4 and Sustainable Use of its Genetic Resources
Egypt UNDP | BD-1 Mainstreaming the Conservation and Sustainablg 2,634,338 10,440,000 13,074,338
BD-2 Use of Biodiversity into Tourism Development angd
Operations in Threatened Ecosystems in Egypt
El Salvador | UNDP | BD-1 Conservation, Sustainable Use of Biodiversity, and 2,191,781 8,791,000 10,982,781
Maintenance of Ecosystem Services in Protected
Wetlands of International Importance
Ethiopia UNDP [ BD-2 Mainstreaming Incentives for Biodiversity 3,316,455 16,000,000 19,316,455
Conservation in the Climate Resilient Green
Economy Strategy (CRGE)
Global UNEP | BD-3 UNEP-GEF Project for Sustainable Capacity 4,699,684 9,725,680 14,425,364

Building for Effective Participation in the Bios#ye
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Clearing House (BCH)

Global UNDP | BD-4 Strengthening Human Resources, Legal Framewprkd2,000,00q 12,000,000 24,000,000
and Institutional Capacities to Implement the
Nagoya Protocol
Global UNEP | BD-2 Mainstreaming Biodiversity Information into the 5,000,000 15,000,000 20,000,000
Heart of Government Decision Making
Global Cl BD-1 Effectively Mainstreaming Biodiversity 9,800,000, 84,500,000 94,300,000
BD-2 Conservation into Government Policy and Privatg
Sector Practice Piloting Sustainability Models to
Take the Critical Ecosystem Partnership Fund
(CEPF) to Scale
Guinea- UNDP | BD-1 Strengthening the Financial and Operational 2,374,429 11,610,000 13,984,429
Bissau Framework of the National PA System in Guinea
Bissau
India UNEP | BD-1 Integrated Management of Wetland Biodiversity and 4,246,575 20,217,000 24,463,579
BD-2 Ecosystem Services for Water and Food Security
India UNEP [ BD-2 Mainstreaming Agrobiodiversity Conservation ang 3,196,347 8,604,750 11,801,097
Utilization in Agricultural Sector to Ensure
Ecosystem Services and Reduce Vulnerability
Indonesia ADB BD-1 CTI: Coral Reef Rehabilitation and Management 8,200,000f 56,000,000 64,200,000
BD-2 Program-Coral Triangle Initiative, Phase 1lI
(COREMAP-CTI III)
Indonesia FAO BD-2 Mainstreaming Biodiversity Conservation and 6,192,694 31,106,000 37,298,694
Sustainable Use into Inland Fisheries Practices in
Freshwater Ecosystems of High Conservation Vdlue
Macedonia | UNEP | BD-1 Achieving Biodiversity Conservation through 3,360,731 14,720,000 18,080,731
BD-2 Creation and Effective Management of Protected

Areas and Mainstreaming Biodiversity into Land
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Use Planning

Madagascar | UNEP [ BD-1 Strengthening the Network of New Protected Areps 3,905,265 12,200,000 16,105,265
Madagascar | UNDP | BD-2 A Landscape Approach to Conserving and 5,650,0000 26,050,000 31,700,000
Managing Threatened Biodiversity in Madagascar
with a Focus on the Atsimo-Andrefana Spiny and
Dry Forest Landscape
Madagascar | UNEP [ BD-1 Conservation of Key Threatened Endemic and 5,329,452 14,010,103 19,339,555
BD-2 Economically Valuable Species in Madagascar
Mexico UNDP | BD-1 Strengthening Management of the PA System to| 5,625,043 30,700,000 36,325,043
Better Conserve Endangered Species and their
Habitats
Mexico UNDP | BD-4 Strengthening of National Capacities for the 2,283,105 8,429,862 10,712,967
Implementation of the Nagoya Protocol on Accesls
to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable
Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilizatido
the Convention on Biological Diversity
Myanmar UNDP | BD-1 Strengthening Sustainability of Protected Area 6,127,854 17,896,300 24,024,154
Management
Panama World | BD-1 Sustainable Production Systems and Conservation 09,589,0000 27,380,000 36,969,000
Bank BD-2 Biodiversity
Philippines | FAO BD-2 RicePlus-Dynamic Conservation and Sustainablg 2,182,631 9,200,000 11,382,631
Use of Agro-biodiversity in Rice-based Farming
Systems
Regional UNEP | BD-3 Multi-Country Project to Strengthen Institutional 3,860,000 6,546,500 10,406,500

Capacity on LMO Testing in Support of National
Decision-making (Angola, Lesotho, Madagascar,

Malawi, Mozambique, Congo DR)
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Russian WWEF- | BD-1 Conservation of Big Cats 12,707,550 60,000,000 72,707,550
Federation | US BD-2
Seychelles | UNDP | BD-1 Seychelles' Protected Areas Finance Project 2,776,900 12,050,000 14,826,900
South Africa | UNDP | BD-2 Mainstreaming Biodiversity into Land Use 8,277,730y 41,957,000 50,234,730
Regulation and Management at the Municipal Scale
Sri Lanka UNDP | BD-2 Enhancing Biodiversity Conservation and 2,626,690, 11,500,000 14,126,690
Sustenance of Ecosystem Services in
Environmentally Sensitive Areas
Sri Lanka FAO BD-3 Implementation of the National Biosafety 2,365,964 2,366,000 4,731,964
Framework in Accordance with the Cartagena
Protocol on Biosafety (CPB)
St. Kitts UNDP | BD-1 Conserving Biodiversity and Reducing Habitat 3,436,355 14,199,101 17,635,456
And Nevis Degradation in Protected Areas and their Buffer
Zones
Swaziland UNDP | BD-1 Strengthening the National Protected Areas System 5,540,0000 25,000,000 30,540,000
of Swaziland
Tanzania UNDP | BD-1 Enhancing the Forest Nature Reserves Network for 4,230,0000 17,500,000 21,730,000
Biodiversity Conservation in Tanzania
Turkey FAO BD-1 Conservation and Sustainable Management of 2,420,091 8,730,000 11,150,091
BD-2 Turkey's Steppe Ecosystems
TOTALS 236,326,304 993,981,957 1,108,052,321
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ANNEX 3: MEDIUM-SIZED PROJECTS APPROVED UNDER BIODI VERSITY FOCAL AREA (amounts in US$)

Algeria UNDF BD-4 Framework on Access to Genetic Resources and [« 1,940,00t 4,180,001 6,120,00t
Benefit Sharing and Traditional Knowledge in Linghw
the CBD and Its Nagoya Protocol in Algeria

Armenia UNEF BD-2 Enhancing Livelihoods in Rural Communities throt 883,242 3,740,00C| 4,623,242
Mainstreaming and Strengthening Agricultural
Biodiversity Conservation and Utilization

Bahamas UNEF BD-4 Strengthening Access and Benefit Sharing (A 1,900,00c 1,649,64¢ 3,549,64¢

Cameroon | UNEF BD-1 BD-2 | Sustainable Farming and Critical Habitat Conseovetd | 1,789,954 7,000,00(C 8,789,954
Achieve Biodiversity Mainstreaming and Protecte@#s
Management Effectiveness in Western Cameroon
SUFACHAC

Cameroon | UNDF BD-4 A Bottom Up Approach to ABS: Community Le\ 500,000 1,100,00t 2,040,00i
Capacity Development for Successful Engagement in (with
ABS Value Chains in CamerooBghinops giganteQs 440,000

from NPIF)

China UNDP BD-2 Payment for Watershed Services in the Chishui F 2,009,13%| 16,000,00(| 18,009,13:
Basin for the Conservation of Globally Significant
Biodiversity

Congo UNEF BD-1 Creation of Loungo Bay Mare Protected Area 767,12 2,600,001 3,367,122
Support Turtles Conservation in Congo

Dominica UNDFP BD-1 BD-2 | Supporting Sustainable Ecosystems by Strengthe¢he | 1,707,30¢€ 9,170,00C| 10,877,30¢
Effectiveness of Dominica’s Protected Areas System

Gambia UNDP BD-1 BD-2 | Gambia Protected Areas Network and Commu 1,324,31C 4,820,00( 6,144,31(
Livelihood Project

Global World BD-1 Fighting Against Wildlife Poaching and lllegal Teh 2,000,00C 1,800,00C 3,800,00C
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Bank

Africa The Case of African Elepha

Global UNDP/U | BD-5 Support to GEF Eligible Countries for Achieving Aic 1,700,00C 2,000,00(¢ 3,700,00(
NEP Biodiversity Target 17 Through a Globally Guided

NBSAPs Update Process

Global UNDP BD-1 Parks, People, Planet: Protected Arei Solutions tc 1,826,484 4,500,00( 6,326,484
Global Challenges

Global UNEF BD-1 BD-2 | Alliance for Zero Extiction (AZE): Conserving Easl 2,000,00C| 4,400,00C 6,400,00(C
Most Irreplaceable Sites for Endangered Biodiversit

Global Cl BD-2 Mainstreamiig Biodiversity Conservation ar 1,909,00C 5,800,00C 7,709,00(
Sustainable Management in Priority Socio Ecological
Production Landscapes and Seascapes

Global WWF- BD-1 Protected Areas Planning in the Era of Climate @b 1,804,862 2,467,00C| 4,271,86:

us (PAPEC)

Global UNDP BD-1 Rhino Impact Bonds An Innovative Financi 1,721,50C 5,164,50C 6,886,00(
Mechanism for Site-Based Rhinoceros Conservation

Global UNEF BD-2 Supply Change: Securing Food, Sustaining Fc 2,000,00t 2,725,001 4,725,001

Global UNEF BD-1 Knowledge for Action: Promoting Innovation Amo 913,24( 2,522,801 3,436,041
Environmental Funds

Global UNDFP BD-1 BD-2 | Transboundary Cooperation for Snow Leopard 1,070,001 4,500,001 5,570,00!
Ecosystem Conservation

Guyana UNDP BD-2 Enhancing Biodiversity Protection through Strength 803,65 3,538,61 4.,342,27!
Monitoring, Enforcement and Uptake of Environmental
Regulations in Guyana's Gold Mining Sector

Iraq UNEF BD-1 Initial Steps for the Establishment of the Natic 1,230,36¢ 3,450,00C 4,680,36¢
Protected Areas Network

Liberia Cl BD-1 BD-2 | Improve Sustainability of Mangrove Forests and @ 963,994 3,500,00C| 4,463,994
Mangrove Areas in Liberia through Protection, Plagn
and Livelihood Creation- as a Building Block Towsard
Liberia’'s Marine and Costal Protected Areas

Malaysia UNDP BD-4 Developing and Implementing a National Access 1,970,00C 5,833,00C 7,803,00C

Benefit Sharing Framework
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Malaysia

UNDFP

BD-2

Mainstreaming of Biodiversity Conservation into Bi
Management

1,464,00(C

7,530,00(C

8,994,00(

Mauritania

UNEF

BD-3

Stocktaking and Update of National Biosaf
Framework of Mauritania

878,000

930,00C

1,808,00C

Moldova

UNDP

BD-2

Mainstreaming Biodiversity Conservation into Tegrial
Planning Policies and Land-Use Practices

958,904

4,850,00(C

5,808,904

Morocco

UNDP

BD-4

Developing a National Framework on Access to
Benefit-Sharing of Genetic Resources and Traditiona
Knowledge as a Strategy to Contribute to the
Conservation and Sustainable Use of Biodiversity in
Morocco

812,785

1,400,00C

2,212,78¢

Philippines

UNDP

BD-1

Strengthening National Systems to Improve Govera
and Management of Indigenous Peoples and Local
Communities Conserved Areas and Territories

1,826,438

5,016,54

6,843,044

Regional

UNEF

BD-5

Advancing the Nagoya Protocol in countries of
Caribbean Region.

1,826,00(C

1,850,00(C

3,676,00(C

Regional

UNDP

BD-4

A Bottom Up Approach to ABS Community Le\
Capacity Development for Successful Engagement in
ABS Value Chains in Camerodthinops giganteuand
NamibiaCommiphora wildii

972,727

1,100,00C

2,072,72i

Regiona

UNEF

BD-2

Engaging Policy Makers and the Judiciary to Add
Poaching and lllegal Wildlife Trade in Africa

2,000,001

4,000,001

6,000,00t

Senege

AfDB

BD-1 BD-2

Project for the Restoration and Strengthening
Resilience of the Lake de Guiers Wetland Ecosystem
(PRRELAG)

1)

1,315,52¢

22,090,00(

23,405,52¢

Thailand

UNDP

BD-2

Conserving Habitats for Globally Important Florali
Fauna in Production Landscapes

1,758,904

9,140,00¢

10,898,90¢

Thailand

UNDFP

BD-2

Sustainable Management Models for Local Governr
Organisations to Enhance Biodiversity Protectioth an
Utilization in Selected Eco-regions of Thailand

1,826,48

7,530,001

9,356,48

Uzbekistar

UNEP

BD-2 BD-4

Conservation and Sustainable Use of Agricult

1,235,84¢

4,150,00(C

5,385,84:
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Biodiversity to Improve Regulating and Support
Ecosystem Services in Agriculture Production

Venezuela

UNEF

BD-3

Implementation of the National Biosafetyamework in
Venezuela in Accordance to the Cartagena Protatol ¢
Biosafety

1,860,00C

6,672,00(C

8,532,00(

Vietnam

UNDP

BD-4

Capacity Building for the Ratification al
Implementation of the Nagoya Protocol on Access an
Benefit Sharing

s

2,000,00C

7,690,(00

9,690,00(

TOTAL

57,909,825

191,689,106

249,598,931
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ANNEX 4: MULTI-FOCAL AREA FULL-SIZED PROJECTS WITH BIODIVERSITY FUNDING APPROVED (amounts in

US$)

Antigua &
Barbuda

BD-1

Sustainable Pathways
Protected Areas and
Renewable Energy

1,369,863

730,594

639,269

2,739,726

5,360,000

8,099,724

Armenia

BD-2

Mainstreaming Sustainable

Land and Forest Managemenmt

in Dry Mountain Landscapes

456,621

273,973

1,570,776

767,123

3,068,493

13,950,00

0

17,088,4

Bahamas

BD-1
BD-2

Pine Islands Forest/Mangro
Innovation and Integration
(Grand Bahama, New
Providence, Abaco and
Andros)

&,107,533

1,107,535

738,357

2,953,425

5,600,000

8,553,472

Bolivia

BD-2

Sustainable Management of
Forest Ecosystems in
Amazonia by Indigenous and
Local Communities to
Generate Multiple
Environmental and Social
Benefits

3,764,940

891,697

1,615,28

5,208,848

26,375,246

32,584,09

7=

Brazil

BD-2

Reversing Desertification
Process in Susceptibledas o
Brazil: Sustainable
Agroforestry Practices and
Biodiversity Conservation

1,535,379

1,661,301

863,475

4,060,159

15,966,80

0

20,626.9

Cambodia

BD-1
BD-2

Strengthening National
Biodiversity and Forest Carbg
Stock Conservation through

Landscape based Collaborat

3,500,000

ve

454,546

863,636

4,818,182

14,154,544

18,972,72

8
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Management of Cambodia’s
Protected Area System as
Demonstrated in the
Mondulkiri Conservation
Landscape (CAMPAS Projec

)

Chile

BD-2

Integrated National Monitorir
and Assessment System on
Forest Ecosystems (SIMEF)
Support of Policies,
Regulations and SFM Practic
Incorporating REDD+ and
Biodiversity Conservation in
Forest Ecosystems

01,120,096

n

3,690,167

1,603,421

6,413,684

25,248,346

31,662,03

Chile

BD-2

Protecting Biodiversity and
Multiple Ecosystem Services
Biological Mountain Corridors
in Chile’s Mediterranean
Ecosystem

2,739,726

1,615,675

1,451,80

5,807,201

19,350,000

25,157,20

=

China

BD-2

Sustainable Forest
Management to Enhance the
Resilience of Forests to
Climate Change

913,241

4,566,455

1,826,232

7,305,928

48,400,000

55,705,92

Colombia

BD-1
BD-2

Forest Conservation and
Sustainability in the Heart of
the Colombian Amazon

3,800,000

4,000,000

2,600,000

10,400,000

30,000,000

40,400,0d

0

Cook
Islands

BD-1
BD-2

R2R: Conserving Biodiversity
and Enhancing Ecosystem

Functions through a “Ridge t@

Reef” Approach

1,963,303

1,834,862

160,551

458,715

4,417,431

14,293,673

18,711,10

1=

Fiji

BD-1
BD-2

R2R: Implementing a “Ridge
to Reef” Approach to Presery
Ecosystem Services, Seques
Carbon, Improve Climate
Resilience and Sustain
Livelihoods

3,633,028
e
ter

1,834,862

160,550

541,284

1,467,9

9(H37,614

30,221,812

37,859,42
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Gabon

BD-1
BD-4

Sustainable Management of

Critical Wetlands Ecosystems

Project

4,623,000

D

1,130,000

1,918,00

7,671,,000

33,740,000

41,411,00

Global

BD-2

Global Forest Watch 2.0 FWj
2.0

1,849,315

1,369,863

890,411

1,369,86

5,479,452

68,300,000

73,779,45

N

Grenada

BD-1

Implementing a “Ridge to
Reef” Approach to Protecting
Biodiversity and Ecosystem
Functions within and Around
Protected Areas

1,363,636

1,026,364

741,666

3,131,666

15,426,879

2

184858,

Global

GEF SGP Fifth Operational
Phase - Implementing the
Program Using STAR
Resources |l

17,370,922

6,451,727

16,899,40

8,451,726

10,709,864

72,851,267

75,766,000

148,617,2

Global

BD-1
BD-2

GEF SGP Fifth Operational
Phase - Implementing the
Program Using STAR
Resources Il

549,138

765,424

2,678,98

1 492,482

1,174 5

51

61965

7,250,000

14,215,151

Haiti

BD-1

Increasing Resilience of

Ecosystems and Vulnerable
Communities to CC and

Anthropic Threats Through a
Ridge to Reef Approach to B
Conservation and Watershed
Management

3,835,616

|

5,479,452

9,315,068

43,000,000

52,315,06

8

Haiti

BD-1

Ecosystem Approach to Hait
Cote Sud

327,554

5,069,169

268,527

750,750

6,416,000

21,050,00

0

27,466.0

00

Indonesia

BD-2

Strengthening Forest and
Ecosystem Connectivity in
RIMBA Landscape of Central
Sumatra through Investing in

6,393,197

Natural Capital, Biodiversity

Conservation, and Land-baséd

1,370,000

1,858,566

9,621,763

37,777,052

47,398,81
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Emission Reductions (RIMBA

N

Kenya

BD-2

Development of SFM and
Support to REDD for Dryland
Forests

1,241,910

913,171

718,358

2,873,439

11,108,00(

13,981,43

89

Kenya

BD-2

Scaling up Sustainable Land
Management and
Agrobiodiversity Conservatio
to Reduce Environmental
Degradation in Small Scale
Agriculture in Western Kenyg

1,031,400

h

2,132,400

500,000

3,663,800

7,200,000

10,868,9

Kiribati

BD-1

R2R Resilient Islands,
Resilient Communities

1,706,460

159,250

1,826,350

1,177,9

9,870,030

12,250,000

17,120,03

o

Mauritius

BD-1
BD-2

Mainstreaming Biodiversity
into the Management of the
Coastal Zone in the Republic
of Mauritius

4,018,265

776,256

4,794,521

20,400,000

25,194,52

=

Micronesia

BD-1

R2R Implementing an
Integrated Ridge to Reef
Approach to Enhance
Ecosystem Services, to
Conserve Globally Important
Biodiversity and to Sustain
Local Livelihoods in the FSM

2,734,311

587,156

160,550

1,357,79

4,839,815

17,861,500

22,701,31

Mozambiqu
e

BD-1

Mozambique Conservation
Areas for Biodiversity and
Development Project

3,196,347

1,543,379

1,579,909

6,319,635

94,800,000

101,119,6

Mozambiqu
e

BD-2

Payment for Ecosystem
Services to Support Forest
Conservation and Sustainabl
Livelihoods

1,945,206

D

776,256

916,286

3,637,748

11,503,84

0

15,881 9

Nauru

BD-2

R2R: Implementing a “Ridge
to Reef” Approach to
Protecting Biodiversity and
Ecosystem Functions in Nau

1,376,147

(R2R Nauru)

733,945

160,550

458,716

2,729,358

6,353,000

9,082,358
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Nicaragua

BD-1

Strengthening the Resilience
Multiple-use Protected Areas
to Deliver Multiple Global
Environmental Benefits

1,925,873

1,970,163

779,763

5,272,512

20,149,000

N

26,421,51

Niue

BD-1
BD-2

R2R Application of Ridge to
Reef Concept for Biodiversity
Conservation, and for the

Enhancement of Ecosystem
Service and Cultural Heritagd

1,376,147

1,834,862

932,192

4,303,751

12,430,000

=

16,733,75

Pakistan

BD-2

Sustainable Forest
Management to Secure
Multiple Benefits in High
Conservation Value Forests

3,578,000

2,840,000

8,538,000

26,500,000

35,038,000

Palau

BD-1
BD-2

R2R: Advancing Sustainable
Resources Management to
Improve Livelihoods and
Protect Biodiversity in Palau

2,541,293

412,844

3,857,80

15,729,9

19,587,721

Papua New
Guinea

BD-1

R2R Strengthening the
Management Effectiveness o
the National System of
Protected Areas

10,385,320
f

844,038

11,229,358

42,600,000

(02

53,829,35

Peru

BD-1

Transforming Management g
Protected Area/Landscape
Complexes to Strengthen
Ecosystem Resilience

7,545,453

2,272,728

9,090,909

50,024,504

"~

59,115,41

Regional

BD-1
BD-2
BD-5

R2R Pacific Islands Ridge-to
Reef National Priorities —
Integrated Water, Land, Fore
and Coastal Management to
Preserve Biodiversity,
Ecosystem Services, Store
Carbon, Improve Climate
Resilience and Sustain
Livelihoods

2,596,331

St

14,816,514

623,853

18,519,050

333,046,7948B51,565,844

Regional

BD-2

Adaptation to the Impact of

1,266,4134

8,630,137

9,896,621

21,100,000

30,996,621
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Climate Change in Water
Resources for the Andean
Region

Solomon
Islands

BD-1

Integrated Forest Manageme
in the Solomon Islands

12,286,863

1,097,695

1,006,221

1,463,02

5,853,802

19,000,000

N

24,853,80

St. Lucia

BD-1
BD-2

lyanola Natural Resource
Management of the NE Coas

1,409,091
t

181,818

272,727

630,909

2,494,545

8,914,483

11,409,028

Thailand

BD-1

Maximizing Carbon Sink
Capacity and Conserving
Biodiversity through
Sustainable Conservation,

Restoration, and Managemeit

of Peat-swamp Ecosystems

453,505

2,054,795

836,100

3,344,400

12,960,000

16,304,400

Tonga

BD-2

R2R Integrated Land and
Agroecosystem Managemen
Systems

174,715

1,660,147

610,092

2,444,954

5,400,000

7,844,934

Tunisia

BD-2

Oases Ecosystems and
Livelihoods Project

1,148,858

4,611,872

5,760,730

59,048,000

64,808,73p

Tuvalu

BD-1
BD-2

R2R Implementing a Ridge t¢1,376,147

Reef Approach to Protect
Biodiversity and Ecosystem
Functions

1,834,862

160,551

541,284

3,912,844

10,225,000

14,137,844

Vanuatu

BD-1

R2R: Integrated Sustainable
Land and Coastal Managemé

1,691,377
Nt

1,173,261

160,551

570,459

1,145,

32/40,680

14,000,000

o

18,740,68

Venezuela

BD-2

Sustainable Forest Lands
Management and Conservati
under an Eco-social Approad

3,656,621
ol
h

2,360,731

319,635

2,112,32

8,449,316

25,730,000

34,179,316

Vietnam

BD-1
BD-2

GMSFBP: Integrating
Biodiversity Conservation,
Climate Resilience and
Sustainable Forest
Management in Central

825,688

Annamite Landscapes

825,688

1,376,147

917,431

3,944,954

55,546,00

0

59,4909
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Yemen

BD-1
BD-2

Support to the Integrated
Program for the Conservation
and Sustainable Developmer
of the Socotra Archipelago

—

3,077,625

1,926,941

5,004,566

17,562,520

[®2)

22,567,08

TOTAL

121,185,21

L 7,217,15

| 79,610,25

i 8,387,861 47,125,22

D 322,150,148 1,149,626,05

01,470,776,20[7

ANNEX 5: MULTI-FOCAL AREA MEDIUM-SIZED PROJECTS WIT H BIODIVERSITY FUNDING APPROVED

(amounts in US$)

Bahamas

UNEF

BD-2

Implementing Land
Water and
Ecosystem
Management

431,62:

481,62:

913,24.

997,00(

1,910,24.

Global

FAO

BD-1

ABNJ:
Strengthening
Global Capacity to
Effectively Manage
Areas Beyond
National
Jurisdiction (ABNJ)

506,22

493,77

1,000,00t

4,599,001

5,599,00(

Mali

UNEF

BD-2

Scaling up an
Replicating
Successful
Sustainable Land
Management
(SLM) and
Agroforestry
Practices in the
Koulikoro Region
of Mali

320,29°

172,64t

1,050,891

365,29

6,785,001

7,150,29
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Morocco

FAO

BD-2

Conservation o
Biodiversity and
Mitigation of Land
Degradation
Through Adaptive
Management of
Agricultural
Heritage Systems

268,10!

503,81:

771,91

7,850,00C

8,621,91¢

Morocco

FAO

BD-2

Conservation o
Biodiversity and
Mitigation of Land
Degradation
Through Adaptive
Management of
Agricultural
Heritage Systems

268,10!

503,81«

771,91t

7,850,00(C

8,621,91¢

Tonga

UNDP

BD-2

R2R Integrates
Land and Agro-
ecosystem
Management
Systems

174,715

1,660,147

610,092

2,444,95,

5,400,00(

7,844,954

TOTAL

6,291,41

172,64¢

493,773

4,918,30!

2,882,82(

6,291,41

21,089,78

89,760,203
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ANNEX 6: ENABLING ACTIVITIES APPROVED UNDER BIODIVE RSITY FOCAL AREA (ALL AMOUNTS IN US$)

Armenia GEFSEC( | Armenia: Convention on Biological Diversity Focatea (CBD FA 242,00C 237,00C 479,00C

Belize UNDP National Biodiversity Planning to Suppche implementation of th 220,00C 102,00C 322,00C
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan

Bolivia IADB National Biodiversity Strategy and Action P 440,00C 100,00C 540,00C

Brazil UNDP National Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implentation of the 249,00C 367,29C 616,29C
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan

China GEFSEC( | Update and Implementation of National Biodiver$Styategy ant 220,00C 340,00C 560,00C
Action Plan and Preparing Fifth National Reportite CBD

Colombia UNDP National Biodiversity Planing to Support the Implementation of 1 445,00C 181,998 626,998
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan

Congc UNEF Support to Congo for the Revision of the NBSAPd Bevelopmen 220,00C 212,00C 432,00C
of Fifth National Report to the CBD

Cook Islands | UNDFP National Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implentation of the 220,00C 270,00C 490,00C
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan

Cuba UNDP National Biodiversity Planning for Support in Impienting the CBL 220,00C 245,60C 465,60C
Strategic Plan 2011-2020

Eritrea UNEF Support to Eritrea for the Revision of the NBSARd ®evelopmen 220,000 216,00C 436,00C
of Fifth National Report to the Convention on Bigical Diversity
(CBD)

Fiji UNDP National Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implentation ofhe 220,00C 220,00C 440,00C
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CBD 201:-2020 Strategic Pla

Ghana UNEF Support to Ghana for the Revision of the Nationab&ersitty 220,00C 214,00C 434,00C
Strategy and Action Plan (NBSAPs and Developmeifiiftii National
Report to the Convention on Biological DiversityBD)

Guatemala | UNDF National Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implentation of the 221,00& 293,05C 514,05&
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan

Jamaice UNDP National Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implentation of the 220,00C 30,000 250,00C
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan

Jordan GEFSEC( | Revising the National Biodiversity Strategy andidwetPlan , 220,00C 460,00C 680,00C
preparing the 5th National report for CBD and utaléng CHM
activities

Mauritius UNDP Nationé Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implementatif the 220,00C 142,00C 362,00C
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan in Mauritius

Micronesia | UNDP National Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implentation of the 220,00C 304,724 524,724
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan

Nicaragua UNDP National Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implentation of the 220,00C 186,00C 406,00C
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan

Pakistan UNEF Support for the Revision of the NBSAPs and Develeptof Fifth 220,00C 245,00C 465,00C
National Report to the CBD

Panama UNDP National Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implentation of the 220,00C 140,00C 360,00C
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan

Paraguay UNDP Updating the National Biodiversity Strategy and Bleping the 220,80C 350,00C 570,80C
Action Plan to Support the Implementation of theBCB11-2020
Strategic Plan

Russian UNEF Support to Russian Federation for the RevisioleMNBSAPs an 370,00C 370,00C 740,00C

Federation Development of Fifth National Report to the Convamion Biological
Diversity (CBD)

Somalie FAO Support to Somalia for the Development of its IM&SAP and Fiftt 332,50C 470,00C 802,50C
National Report to the CBD

South Africa | UNDP National Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implentatiin of the 220,00C 356,00C 576,00C

CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan in South Africa
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South Sudan | UNDFP National Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implentation of the 220,00C 100,00C 320,00C
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan in South Sudan by Deweent of the
first National Biodiversity Strategy and Action RIENBSAP)

Sudan UNDP National Biodiversity Planning to Support the implentation of the 220,00C 100,00C 320,00C
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan in Sudan

Trinidad GEFSEC( | Revision of the NISAP and Preparation of the 5th National Repo 242,00C 27,700 269,70C

and Tobago the CBD

Tunisia UNDP National Biodiversity Planning to Support the Implentation of the 220,00C 100,40C 320,40C
CBD 2011-2020 Strategic Plan in Tunisia

Tuvalu UNEF Support t Tuvalu for the Revision of the NBSAPs and Developh 220,000 180,00C 400,00C
of Fifth National Report to the Convention on Bigikcal Diversity
(CBD)
TOTAL 7,162,305 6,560,762 13,723,067
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ANNEX 7: BIOSAFETY PROJECTS APPROVED (all amounts in USD$)

Global

UNEF

BD-3

UNEF-GEF Project for Sustainable Capac
Building for Effective Participation in the Bios&ye
Clearing House (BCH)

4,699,684

9,725,680

14,425,36¢

Mauritania

UNEF

BD-3

Stocktaking and Update of National Biosaf
Framework of Mauritania

878,000

930,00C

1,808,00C

Regional

UNEF

BD-3

Multi-Country Project to Strengthen Institutiol
Capacity on LMO Testing in Support of National
Decision-making (Angola, Lesotho, Madagascar,
Malawi, Mozambique, Congo DR)

3,860,00C

6,546,50(C

10,406,50(

Sri Lanka

FAO

BD-3

Implementation of the National Biosafe
Framework in Accordance with the Cartagena
Protocol on Biosafety (CPB)

2,365,96

2,366,00(C

4,731,964

Venezuel:

UNEF

BD-3

Implementation of the National Biosafe
Framework in Venezuela in Accordance to the
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety

1,860,00C

6,672,00(C

8,532,00(

Totals

13,663,64

26,240,18

39,903,82
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ANNEX 8: NPIF PROJECTS APPROVED (all amounts in US$

Argentina | UNDP | BD-4 Promoting the Application of the Nagoya ProtocolABS 958,90: [ 3,000,181 3,959,09
Bhutan UNDP | BD-4 Implementing the Nagoya Protocol on Access to GeResources ar 1,000,00C| 2,000,00C| 3,000,00C
Benefit Sharing
Cameroon | UNDFP (| BD-4 A Bottom Up Approach to ABS: Community Level Capgddevelopmen 940,00( | 1,100,001 2,040,00!
for Successful Engagement in ABS Value Chains im€&€aon Echinops (440,000
giganteu3 from
NPIF)
Colombia | UNDF | BD-4 The Development and Production of Natural Dyesh@én@hoco Region ¢ 1,000,09.( 1,516,50C| 2,516,59
Colombia for the Food, Cosmetics and Personal ahestries Under the
Provisions of the Nagoya Protocol
Cook UNDP | BD-4 Strengthening the Implementation of the Nagoyadealton Access t 930,137| 1,499,535 2,429,67=
Islands Genetic Resources and Benefit Sharing in the Cslakdls
Costa UNDF ([ BD-4 Promoting the Application of the Nagoya Protocabtigh the 979,566 4,619,30¢| 5,598,87¢
Rica Development of Nature-based Products, Benefit-sjaaind Biodiversity
Conservation
Fiji UNDP | BD-4 Discovering Natur-based Products and Build National Cajies for the 1,000,001 | 2,370,00C| 3,370,00!
Application of the Nagoya Protocol on Access to &rnResources and
Benefit Sharing
Gabon UNDF ([ BD-4 Implementation of National Strategy and Action RtenAccess to Genet 913,24: 1,790,001 2,703,24.
Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing oéfse\ccruing From
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Their Utilization

Global

UNEF

BD-4

Global Support for the Entry into Force of the Nga®rotocol on Acces
and Benefit Sharing

1,000,00(

627,50C

1,627,50C

Kenya

UNEF

BD-4

Developng the Microbial Biotechnology Industry from Kerg/@ode
Lakes in line with the Nagoya Protocol

913,265

1,751,84¢

2,665,11(

Panama

UNDP

BD-4

Promoting the application of the Nagoya ProtocoAgness to Geneti
Resources and Benefit Sharing in Panama

1,000,00(¢

3,422,00C

4,422,00C

Regiona

UNEF

BD-4

Supporting African Countries in Identifying Oppartties For Publi-
Private Partnerships During the Preparation ofyHRdltification and
Implementation of the Nagoya Protocol on ABS (Rating countries:
Benin, Egypt, Lesotho, Mauritania, Niger, Nigei$eychelles, Sierra
Leone, Swaziland, Togo, Tunisia, Tanzania, Uganda)

6,831,00(

4,322,50C

11,153,50(

Regional

UNEF

BD-4;

Ratification and Implementation of the Nagoya Pcotdor the Menber
countries of the Central African Forests CommissiI®MIFAC
(Participating countries: Burundi, Central AfricRepublic, Congo,
Cameroon, Gabon, Equatorial Guinea, Rwanda, Sae Bor Principe,
Chad, Congo DR)

1,762,557

8,300,00C

10,062,557

Regional

UNEF

BD-5;

Ratification and Implementation of the Nagoya Peotan the Countries ¢
the Pacific Region (Participating countries: Cosliahds, Fiji, Micronesia,
Kiribati, Marshall Islands, Nauru, Niue, Papua Néwinea, Palau,
Solomon Islands, Tonga, Tuvalu, Vanuatu, Samoa)

1,762,557

950,000

2,712,557

TOTAL

20,941,22

37,269,37

57,810,60
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ANNEX 9: SUMMARY DESCRIPTIONS OF FULL -SIZE PROJECT IN THE BIODIVERSITY FOCAL AREA
APPROVED DURING THE REPORTING PERIOD

Argentina: Governance Strengthening for the Managerant and Protection of Coastal-
Marine Biodiversity in Key Ecological Areas and thelmplementation of the Ecosystem
Approach to Fisheries (EAF) (FAO; GEF-BD Total: $35 million; Co-finance: $17.8
million; Total project cost: $21.3 million)

This project creates two new Marine Protected Areaduding sustainable financing and
participatory management plans, which will secheedoverage of marine ecosystems not
currently protected in the Patagonia region thatadso critical for sustaining fisheries and
protecting globally important migratory marine maais(orcas, southern right whales, etc.).
The project supports incorporating the ecosysteppsoach to fisheries into the regulatory
frameworks for coastal and marine fisheries managenin addition, the integration of the
Ecosystems Approach to Fisheries (EAF) into thelleggry frameworks and national policies
for coastal and marine fisheries management, wadhge fishery management plans covering
150,000-300,000 ha of seascapes in the ArgentiagdS@ more sustainable trajectory and will
include the introduction of biodiversity friendlgpture methods, fishing techniques, or
selectivity devices that minimize the impact on {target species. Sustainable fisheries
certification such as the MSC Standard will alssbpported to sustain the EAF management
approach through added market value for biodiversinservation efforts. Private fisheries
enterprises participating in the implementationhaf EAF management and Action plans will
provide $5.6 million in co-financing.

Argentina: Mainstreaming Sustainable Use of Biodivesity in Production Practices of Small
Producers to Protect the Biodiversity of High ValueConservation Forests in the Atlantic
Forest, Yungas and Chaco (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $4.fillion; Co-finance: $21.7 million:
Total project cost: $26.1 million)

This project will protect high-biodiversity valuerest in three globally significant forest
ecosystems (Upper Parana Atlantic, Yungas and hiase ecosystems provide services and
goods for a variety of production sectors, mairgyi@ulture and livestock, which play an
important role in the country's economy. The prbfrgalds on an existing land-use planning and
incentive framework that restricts land-use in §beel areas (the Native Forest Law) and will
overcome current governance and market constr@rptimize the Law’s contribution to

reduce conversion and degradation of native foresteease restoration, and foster connectivity.
In doing so the project will mainstream the sustbla production of non-timber forest products
in management plans developed under the Forestdmavbuild capacities of small-scale
farmers for biodiversity-based production combimegtth low impact agroforestry systems near
high conservation value forest. This will be furtBepported by improving access to existing
finance mechanisms and subsidies for NTFP and sitaesarkets for biodiversity friendly
products. To maintain production within ecosystemits it will strengthen the regulatory and
enforcement of sustainable-use of forest bioditeedithe provincial and national level.

Overall, the project strategy addresses thredigottiversity from existing small-holder
production practices while increasing the viabibfybiodiversity-based land-uses and providing
a buffer to forest areas under strict conservafltve project key’s outcomes include: sustainable
use of biodiversity (NTPFs) in 40,000 ha of theafitic Forest; 60,000 ha in the Yungas; and
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100,000 ha in the Chaco. In addition, the proygtitreduce threats to biodiversity in 1 million
ha through the cumulative effect of the projeatt®iventions.

Brazil: Mainstreaming Biodiversity Conservation and Sustainable Use into NTFP and AFS
Production Practices in Multiple-Use Forest Landscpes of High Conservation Value
(UNDP; GEF-BD Total $5.6 million; Co-finance: $27.8million; Total project cost: $33.4)

This project aims to develop a strengthened manageframework for sustainable non-timber
forest products (NTFP) and agro-forestry systents)Aby facilitating a shift from

unsustainable agricultural practices to an approla@hconserves the biodiversity in multiple-use
forest landscapes of high conservation value wsulgporting important social priorities and
development goals. Working in 500,000 ha of keg$bfandscapes (the Amazon, Caatinga and
Cerrado) that are suffering increasing land usegues, the project will address one of the key
land use threats to these forests: forest degmaddtiven by small-scale farmers employing
traditional subsistence farming and extraction ficas including land clearing, unsustainable
fire and water management and poor soil husbafidiry.aim is to increase the returns to
producers from sustainable utilization of wild reszes in situ, creating the incentive to maintain
natural habitat rather than convert land to otts&siacross an additional 2.5 million ha. On the
production side, the project will work to develafeguards for NTFP production and harvesting
and incentives to optimize the contribution of &rig policies to the conservation of globally
significant biodiversity. Recognizing the importeraf market demand, the project will also
address barriers within the downstream market gttt seeking to improve returns from NTFP
and AFS and providing the incentive for adoptioscle, thereby increasing conservation
dividends. The project expects to work with ové&09, local family NTFP and AFS producers
while impacting the livelihoods of many more invetiywithin the longer supply chain.

Brazil: Capacity Building and Institutional Strengt hening on the National Framewaork for
Access and Benefit Sharing under the Nagoya ProtocADB; GEF-BD Total: $4.4
million; Co-finance: $4.4 million; Total project cost: $8.8 million)

This project will allow Brazil to carry out the nessary work towards ratifying the Nagoya
Protocol and to strengthen the relevant institionorder to create an enabling environment to
facilitate ABS agreements between users and provisfegenetic resources. This project will
result in: i) the ratification of the Nagoya Prattiai) the approval of the ABS bill; iii) the
harmonization of existing laws and regulations enagic resources, with the measures needed to
comply with the Nagoya Protocol; iv) the developinaina national electronic management
knowledge system to make information readily avdédo potential users of genetic resources;
and v) guidelines for indigenous peoples to engagiee development and use of ABS
regulations.

Cabo Verde: Mainstreaming Biodiversity Conservationinto the Tourism Sector in Synergy
with a Further Strengthened Protected Areas Systerim Cape Verde (UNDP; GEF-BD
Total: $3.7 million; Co-finance: $15.5 million; Total project cost: $19.1 million)

The project will be implemented in four islandstioé Cabo Verde archipelago. The targeted
islands are facing increasing pressure from toungrastructure development and unsustainable
fishing practices. The project will improve theinaal protected area network through the full
operationalization of at least seven protectedsa@#otal of 12,310 ha, and will enhance control
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and reduction of pressures from tourism activiiinea total of 60,313 ha of terrestrial and marine
protected areas. In addition, the project will depeand implement coherent enabling
frameworks to focus on tourism and associatedagtale/construction sectors to ensure that
tourism fulfills its socio-economic potential withbcompromising the ecosystem services and
biodiversity it depends upon. The project bringgetber key public sector actors and resource
users (e.g. fisherman, tourism operators) natigreadt locally to address major threats to marine
and terrestrial biodiversity. The project will dilisland-specific cost-effective PA revenue
generation mechanisms in conjunction with tourisakeholders to ensure sustainable financing
of PA and establish financial arrangements forugison-related biodiversity off-set mechanism,
which can be replicated on other islands.

Cameroon: Participative Integrated Ecosystem Servies Management Plans for Bakassi
Post Conflict Ecosystems PINESMAP BPCE (UNEP; GEF-B Total: $2.7 million; Co-
finance: $10.5 million; Total project cost: $13.2 rtlion)

The project will be implemented in the South wésEameroon, Bakassi region, a biodiversity
hotspot of global significance. This region incladeost of mangrove forests ecosystem,
covering 200,000 ha, representing the most impbrteamgrove forests ecosystem in central
Africa. The other partners working in Bakassi mgifticused on rebuilding the social and
economic health of this region. Poor attentioniveg to the biodiversity protection and
sustainable use. Therefore, the project will dgvéhe enabling environment for mainstreaming
biodiversity into the economic development of Bakashe project will develop an Integrated
Ecosystem Service Management plan, which will keackoss sectorial collaboration at regional
level. This project will also include introductiaf incentives in local land use to promote
sustainable production practices in terrestrial @mastal ecosystems. The project brings together
key public sector actors, local NGOs, and usersrnimésherman) at regional and local scales to
address threats to coastal and terrestrial biosliyegcosystems and to develop responses at the
correct level: focusing on (i) regional level fasligies and regulatory framework and on (ii)

local level for developing sustainable livelihoods.

Chile: Strengthening and Development of Instrumentdor the Management, Prevention
and Control of Beaver (Castor Canadensis), an Invage Alien Species in the Chilean
Patagonia (FAO; GEF-BD Total: $3.6 million; Co-finance: $9.1 million; Total project cost:
$11.2 million);

Invasive North American beavers represent a mhjeat to the ecosystems of the islands and
mainland of Patagonia. This project builds uporaesh and small pilot efforts to develop and
support a coordinated strategy to stop the sprebdavers and undertake eradication. This
project will provide the scientific and technicalpacity to develop and implement a full plan for
these efforts while piloting larger scale stratégyeradication. GEF funding will help mobilize
governments and the private sector to supporiritiative. This project is a timely intervention
which aims to prevent the further colonization axgansion of territories affected by beaver in
Tierra del Fuego and the Brunswick Peninsula theasoiding the much larger costs of control
over a wider affected area and the cost of rehlabiig damaged ecosystems.
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Chile: Mainstreaming the Conservation, SustainabléJse and Valuation of Critically
Threatened Species and Endangered Ecosystems inteM2lopment-frontier Production
Landscapes of the Arica y Parinacota, and Biobio Rgons (FAO; GEF-BD Total: $2.4
million; Co-finance: $8.8 million; Total project cost: $11.2 million)

The project will integrate the conservation andaunsable use of critically threatened species
and endangered ecosystems into priority developifinentier landscapes, by promoting
sustainable agricultural and forestry producti@pacity-building, and socio-environmental
benefits. The project will be implemented in tasgeproductive landscapes in Northern and
mid-Southern Chile, where those four different $peare impacted by similar anthropogenic
threat drivers. Project interventions will addréss lack of awareness and actions regarding
these four species’ values that lead to destrahiem through land-use change, habitat
fragmentation, ecosystem degradation, and poadtutiehal coordination. Pilot interventions
using a markets-based approach and certificati@rahge of products will be implemented in
300,000 ha to protect and/or restore the ecosyséemices within a wider landscape
management vision. The project will restore conmggtand implement threat-reduction
activities in the project intervention areas. Thejgct will reinforce the conservation efforts for
4 critically endangered species, while supportowal livelihoods and rural production.

China: Expansion and Improvement of Biodiversity Caservation and Sustainable Use of
Natural Resources in the Greater Shennongjia Area;lubei Province (UNEP; GEF-BD
Total: $2.7 million; Co-finance: $15.0 million; Total project cost: $17.7 million)

The project supports the enhanced managementsifrexPAs and facilitates the establishment
of new PAs in the Greater Shennongjia Area (GSAhéeHubei Province of China, covering
3,099,567 ha. The GSA is identified among the msgtificant and globally important areas in
China. The area includes the Shennongjia Natioaflilé Reserve which is known to hold a
significant number of globally threatened spediesluding variety of plant and bird species.

The project is expected to help improve the coregtemm status of these globally important and
threatened species and their habitat within ansideiof the PAs. The GEF contribution will
build upon and help promote an integrated appré@cionservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity resources in the area through applgicignce-based planning methods and building
necessary capacity and awareness among the govdrstaf, PA managers and community
groups. The GSA is expected to be further developeda national center for biodiversity
conservation, scientific research, education amdoshestration of best practices. The government
has committed regular budget and resources to etisedonger-term financial sustainability of
the project outcomes. In addition, a range of itigerschemes and revenue generation
mechanisms to support conservation will be developehe GSA Management Plan, including
payment of ecosystem services schemes and ecotoacisvities.

China: Developing and Implementing the National Franework on Access and Benefit
Sharing of Genetic Resources and Associated Tradinal Knowledge (UNDP; GEF-BD
Total: $4.4 million; Co-finance: $22.2 million; Total project cost: $26.7 million)

The project will develop and implement China’s aatl framework on ABS of genetic
resources and associated traditional knowledgedardance with provisions of the Convention
on Biological Diversity and the Nagoya Protocohelproject will be implementing the
following three components: 1) Establishment offa¢ional Regulatory and Institutional
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Framework on ABS; 2) ABS capacity building and asvesss raising. 3) Demonstration of ABS,
including national ABS framework under implemerdatthrough up to 6 pilots in 5 provinces,
achieving the following outcomes: (i) 3 leading aigefor new drug production; (ii) at least 3
ABS agreements negotiated between users and prewatigenetic resources/derivatives; (iii) at
least 3 ABS agreements negotiated for productadreommercialized; (iv) at least 4 Prior
Informed Consent processes with Indigenous andll@oamunities implemented; (v) direct
financial community benefits derived from utilizai of their local genetic resources and
traditional knowledge.

China: A New Green Line: Mainstreaming Biodiversity Conservation Objectives and
Practices into China’s Water Resources Managementdiicy and Planning Practice (FAO;
GEF-BD Total: $2.6 million; Co-finance: $26.0 millon; Total project cost: $28.6 million)

This project is focused on mainstreaming bioditgrsonservation practices and objectives into
water resources management in China. The projetttiee policy level, working to mainstream
biodiversity into key water resources managemearigphnd priorities at the national level and
piloting improved planning, review, and implemerdmagement practices at the provincial and
county levels in the Chongging and Yunnan provinndhe Yangtze River basin, known for its
rich aquatic biodiversity. The project proposesftiiowing three components: 1) Institutional
and planning frameworks for mainstreaming biodiigiigto water resources management at
national and provincial levels; 2) Pilot mainstréaginto key water sector development
programs at the provincial level in Chongqging andhivan provinces; and 3) Scaling up and
knowledge management of mainstreaming practices pfdject will also pilot the introduction
of new tool, "Green Line (do-good)" scorecard fertiication of advanced ecosystem based
river water management, in addition to the existow in China on “Red Lines (do-no-harm)"
for aquatic biodiversity.

Colombia: Sustainable Management and Conservationf@iodiversity in the Magdalena
River Basin (IADB; GEF-BD Total: $6.5 million; Co-finance: $25.0 million; Total project
cost: $31.5 million)

The project will be implemented in the MagdalenadRiBasin which covers 27,400,000 ha,
almost a quarter of Colombia, including most of th&n ecosystems of the Andean region and
the Colombian Atlantic coast, which makes it onéhef most important regions for biodiversity
on the planet. The project will improve managenadriteshwater biodiversity through
establishment and management of 15 new protectad an the Magdalena River Basin.
Freshwater biodiversity is under-represented imétt@nal protected area system as well as
globally, thus the project will fill a critical c@rage gap. Secondarily, the project will introduce
a basin-wide hydrological model to determine appeade freshwater system flows to conserve
freshwater biodiversity while providing for locaéhands for water. This model will include
introduction of incentives in local land use andevshed plans to promote sustainable
production practices in terrestrial and aquaticsgstems. The project brings together key
public sector actors and resource users (fisheplpeand farmers) at national, regional and
local/municipal scales to address threats to fresémbiodiversity and to develop responses at
the correct administrative level which will helpseme sustainability of the proposed approaches.
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Colombia: Implementing the Socio-Ecosystem Conneetty Approach to Conserve and
Sustainable Use Biodiversity in the Caribbean Regroof Colombia (FAO; GEF-BD Total:
$6.1 million; Co-finance: $20.4 million; Total project cost: $26.4 million)

This project reduces ecosystem degradation andhiatation through the implementation of a
PA management approach that looks at the entidstape and manages the external threats and
drivers to biodiversity loss that originate outsafgpark borders. Referred to in Colombia as the
“mosaic approach” and “socio-ecosystem connectivibese response measures are built from
the bottom-up, prioritizing the needs and oppottasiof local interests and perspectives without
excluding the national and global importance amevence of the region’s PAs. Overall, the
project strategy addresses threats to biodivettsiugh a combination of land-use and spatial
planning that incorporates biodiversity prioritias regional development plans, 10 land use
schemes and 2 watershed management plans, thustr@aming biodiversity protection within
wider development planning frameworks. In additithre project will create 6 new protected
areas to fill identified conservation gaps inclugsonnectivity corridors. Finally, within the
created mosaics the project will implement sustaease activities covering 300,000 ha. The
project will also promote the incorporation of timeosaic approach” and “socio-ecosystem
connectivity” into the decision-making tool and md&(i.e. departmental and municipal
development plans; national and regional PA managémpians).

Colombia: Consolidation of the National System of Ptected Areas (SINAP) at National
and Regional Levels (IADB; GEF-BD Total: $4.2 millon; Co-finance: $15.7 million; Total
project cost: $19.8 million)

The project will improve the consolidation of thational protected area system through
enhancing protected area management effectiveinessasing ecosystem representativeness
along strategic biological corridors, and strengthg the participation of regional stakeholders
in conservation initiatives in the two targetedtpoted area subsystems; the Northeast Andes
and the Orinoco which are areas of global biodityessgnificance that are not adequately
managed at the current time. In Orinoco and NoahA&ades out of a total of 162 regional
protected areas, just 45 have formulated a manageptan, while all 18 national parks have
management plans, not all have been implementezlibeche lack of budget or lack of
continuity in the process once the plan was fortedlaThis project will result in: 1)
Management effectiveness of the Northeast AndedrOaimoquia regional subsystems of
Protected Areas improved along strategic biologicatidors and conservation mosaics; 2) At
least 163,000 ha of new national, regional andllpcatected areas in strategic biological
corridors incorporated as part of the SINAP; anth@roved planning and coordination of the
SINAP.

Comoros: Development of a National Network of Terrstrial and Marine Protected Areas
Representative of the Comoros Unique Natural Heritge and Co-managed With Local
Village Communities (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $4.3 million; Co-finance: $20.0 million; Total
project cost: $24.3 million)

This project will allow the Government of Comorasdevelopment a national network of
terrestrial and marine protected areas represeatatithe natural heritage and co-managed with
local village communities. This project will supptine doubling of the PA estate of Comoros
with an increase of 41,000 ha (38,000 ha terréstnd 3,000 ha marine), resulting in a PA estate
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that covers 22% of the land area of Comoros. Tragept will strengthen the PA system through
expansion and capacity building: (i) improving thgal and institutional frameworks for PA
management; (ii) strengthening capacity for PA ngangent at the system level; (iii)
engineering PA expansion and codifying a strategyife PA system; and (iv)improving the
financial sustainability of the PA system. In adilit this project will improve operations at the
PA level: i) strengthening PA management at threlsitel; (i) improving resource use
governance on sites and around them; (iii) exptptive contribution of tourism to conservation
at the site level; and (iv)generating support fod anplementing a PA-friendly livelihoods
program.

Congo: Creation of Conkouati Dimonika PA Complex anl Development of Community
Private Sector Participation Model to Enhance PA Maagement Effectiveness
CDC&CPSPM (UNEP; GEF-BD Total: $2.9 million; Co-finance: $15.0 million; Total
project cost: $17.9 million)

The project will support activities to maintain émgical integrity and connectivity of Mayombe
ecosystem, located in the West part of the counthyle supporting sustainable socioeconomic
development of this region. The GEF project buddghe regional Mayombe forest transfrontier
conservation initiative and other on-going prograiftss project will result in an integrated
landscape approach of Mayombe ecosystem, inclutimgtrengthening of the protected area
network and the support of sustainable resourceageament beyond PA frontiers. This effort
would allow (i) an increase of the national PA a@age, (ii) an increase in the PA management
capacity score card at individual, regional levélg,the establishment of a harmonized
biodiversity monitoring system for the PA systemd &iv) the reinforcement of the current laws
and regulations. The approach developed is basedoantnership between the government,
private sector, and local communities where thegpei sector commits to support the protection
efforts through providing financial support to PAamagement and contributing to incentivize
local livelihood and where local communities engamga shift toward sustainable economic
activities.

Congo, Democratic Republic: Democratic Republic o€ongo Conservation Trust Fund
(AF for National Parks Network Rehabilitation Project) (WB; GEF-BD Total: $11.6
million; Co-finance: $49.5 million; Total project cost: $61.1 million)

This project will fund activities directed at stggthening protection and ensuring the
conservation of biodiversity of global significaniteough the development of a framework for
an effectively managed and financially sustaingiotdected area system in DRC. The project
objective is to help the government to (i) estdblsd capitalize a Conservation Trust Fund, (ii)
provide a reliable source of financing of seleqtentected areas, and (iii) strengthen the capacity
of the national parks agency to assume a leaderslapn the management and the expansion of
the national protected area system. A Conservadtiast Fund will be established so as to allow
the coverage of additional protected areas wittén@RC as further contributions increase its
capital and annual revenue generation. It is exgetttat the fund will raise an additional $10
million during the project, allowing the CTF to qugot additional protected areas. The DRC
experience will help other African countries to lkensdie the opportunity to develop such
mechanisms.
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Dominican Republic: Conserving Biodiversity in Coatal Areas Threatened by Rapid
Tourism and Physical Infrastructure Development (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $2.9 million;
Co-finance: $13.7 million; Total project cost: $16 million)

The Dominican Republic has high numbers of endgataint and bird species, and a number of
endangered species inhabit its coastal areasprdjisct will enable the country to develop a
planning and regulatory framework that ensuregptié&ction of the country’s important coastal
ecosystems that are the primary attraction formatgonal tourists. Project components include
(a) development and implementation of a policyalegnd planning framework in the tourism
sector that avoids or minimizes direct threatsidaliversity; (b) a nation-wide biodiversity-
friendly certification systems for hotels, whichllweward more environmentally sustainable and
biodiversity friendly establishments with highevdés of certification; and (c ) biodiversity-
friendly land-use plans for the two most importeoéstal areas for future tourism development,
which will be based on strategic environmental sssents.

Ecuador: Conservation of Ecuadorian Amphibian Divesity and Sustainable Use of its
Genetic Resources (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $2.7 millionCo-finance: $11.5; Total project
cost: $14.3 million)

Amphibian population declines and extinction riskdcuador are highest in the Paramos (high
altitude grasslands) and tropical montane rainststel his project combinas situ andex situ
conservation measures as well as bio-prospectseareh on the peptides obtained from frog
skin exudates, which have shown to have antibptiperties with promising applications in
biomedicine. This research and development inigawill be used to advance the national
agenda on ABS towards at the ratification and imgletation of the basic measures of the
Nagoya Protocol. This project should result in¢baservation and sustainable use of
endangered of amphibians in Ecuador. The speeults will be: conservation of critical
habitats in new and existing Municipal protecteglbar management of genetically viable
populations in domestic and international breedaugities; the discovery of active compounds
derived from the skin secretion with potential éggdions in medicine (i.e. antimicrobial,
antifungal, anti-parasitic and antiviral proper}jemnd the ratification and implementation of
basic measures of the Nagoya Protocol. The deveopaf the Ecuadorian Amphibian Life
Bank will be a novel strategy in the field of biedisity conservation and will add to the current
experience oéx situconservation.

Egypt: Mainstreaming the Conservation and Sustainale Use of Biodiversity into Tourism
Development and Operations in Threatened Ecosystents Egypt (UNDP; GEF-BD Total:
$2.6 million; Co-financing: $10.4 million; Total project cost: $13.1 million)

This project will allow the Government of Egyptégpand the network of Protected Areas and
mainstream biodiversity conservation into the temrsector. This project will engage with the
Ministry of State for Environmental Affairs and tMenistry of Tourism to ensure that adverse
impacts of tourism infrastructure development ardbiersity and land/seascapes are avoided,
reduced, or compensated. This project will supfiwtconservation of 45,000 ha of protected
areas and 1,000,000 ha of ecologically sensitigasaoutside of protected areas. This project
will help create one new PA (min. 30,000 ha) areldgkpansion of PAs (an additional 15,000 ha)
in important regions. In addition, this projectiwéduce the adverse impacts of the development
of tourism infrastructure development on biodivigrgn at least 1,000,000 ha of ecologically
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sensitive areas (including approximately 232,40(nhkale protected areas), support the adoption
of biodiversity-friendly tourism certification, arftelp maintain the good conservation status in
the three target zones.

El Salvador: Conservation, Sustainable Use of Biodersity, and Maintenance of Ecosystem
Services in Protected Wetlands of International Imprtance (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $2.2
million; Co-finance: $8.8 million; Total project cost: $11.0 million)

The results of this project will be: 1) Two newlstablished multiple-use protected areas
(MUPAS) increase the coverage of the National $ysiENatural Protected Areas (SNANP) by
20,000 ha; 2) The management effectiveness of ek increases as measured by the METT
scorecard (the baseline and target values willsteebéished during the PPG phase); 3) Increased
revenue by contributes to the financial sustaimginlf three (3) PWII; 4) Key indicator species

of wetland ecosystems remain stable in at leastPés within the interconnected PWIIs of the
Jiquilisco Bay Complex and the Jocotal Lagoon eltwer Rio Grande de San Miguel
watershed; 5) Pollution derived from agrochemidalestock waste, and household and urban
solid waste reduced by 50% in three PWII by the @ithie project; 6) Sustainable use and
extraction of resources contribute to the consemaif 18,720 ha of mangroves in the Jiquilisco
Bay PWII and associated freshwater lagoons; 7)nsentives program, including green
certification for reduced use of agrochemicalsugascane cultivation and sustainable livestock
management, promotes biodiversity-friendly agriatdt practices and water-related resource use
in the buffer areas of four PAs of the Jocotal Lagand the Jiquilisco Bay PWIIs.

Ethiopia: Mainstreaming Incentives for Biodiversity Conservation in the Climate Resilient
Green Economy Strategy (CRGE) (UNDP; GEF-BD Total$3.3 million; Co-finance: $16.0
million; Total project cost: $19.3)

The Climate Resilient Green Economy Strategy (CR@H)e Government of Ethiopia aims at
increasing economic growth, while at the same tietkicing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
and increasing climate resilience. This will beiaghd through the development and
implementation of a number of on-the-ground pr@geetpported by the CRGE Funding Facility.
Significant investments will be required in "graafrastructure” to provide the much needed
ecosystem services. This project is targeting thél§vestern highlands of Ethiopia, which
include the largest of the two remaining blocksropical montane forest that is part of the
Eastern Afromontane Biodiversity Hotspot. This patjwill result in strengthening the enabling
framework for mainstreaming incentives for biodsigr conservation into the Climate Resilient
Green Economy Strategy at the national level bgieyeloping of Decision Support Systems
(DSS) to ensure infrastructure placement do noaineg)y impact biodiversity; and ii)
mainstreaming biodiversity values and managemestsgoto national accounts through a public
expenditure review. Additionally, this project wiilot and operationalize Payments for
Ecosystem services (PES) in selected sites in ffeerAontane forests by: i) developing metrics
for measuring the actual amount of environmentalises being provided; ii) monitoring
payments to ensure they result in the desired éamignd use; and iii) putting in place
safeguards to avoid the creation of perverse inentThe scheme will also entail extensive
monitoring of the effectiveness of payments in stating adoption of the proposed measures
and of the resulting impact on environmental s@viand on household welfare.
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Global: UNEP-GEF Project for Sustainable Capacity Biilding for Effective Participation
in the Biosafety Clearing House (BCH) (UNEP; GEF-BDrotal: $4.7 million; Co-finance:
$9.7 million; Total project cost: $14.4 million)

The Biosafety Clearing House (BCH) is an integiat jpf the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety a
supplementary legally binding instrument of the CBIbe GEF has provided financial
assistance for the development and implementafitimstool through two main global projects:
BCH-1 in support of all GEF eligible countries a®@H-2 in support of the 50 countries with
the most advanced systems for training beyond bodeathe support provided in BCH-1. These
two global projects have been complemented witbralver a country-based biosafety and
Enabling Activities that included components in o of the CHM. This new project is in
response to a COP/MOP-5 decision calling on the ®EExpand its support its support for
capacity building for effective participation intlBCH to all eligible Parties to the Protocol.
Following on this guidance, this project will suppcapacity building in the 76 countries that
did participate in BCH2 and a handful that did patticipate in the initial BCH1.

This project will result in: i) Global and sub-regal networking for knowledge sharing of
information for effective management of the Biosafelearing House (BCH), ii) BCH
education packages in all UN languages used iomateducation, academia, and productive
sectors to enhance public awareness on the infaamavailable (including permits) associated
with transit and use of Living Modified Organisniig, strengthening of the BCH regional
Advisory system to support an effective participatin the BCH.

Global: Mainstreaming Biodiversity Information into the Heart of Government Decision
Making (UNEP; GEF-BD Total: $5.0 million; Co-finance: $15.0 million; Total project cost:
$20.0 million)

The project will help governments to achieve sustiaie development by bringing biodiversity
and ecosystem services into the heart of governdemision making using actionable
environmental information. It focuses on in-depdivelopment of proofs of concept with a small
number of carefully selected countries to: mobikzesting biodiversity data and information
from a range of sources (national and internatjp@glply such information in forms that

provide spatially explicit information on changehiimdiversity and ecosystem services supply at
the appropriate scales for managers and policy rmaad catalyze the development of national
biodiversity information networks capable of prawigl such policy-relevant, spatially explicit
information to meet ongoing national needs. Thegataesults will be: 1) Proof-of-concept
models, good practices, lessons and tools, devélogatively and through active showcasing
and facilitated interaction with the 3 demonstmatimuntries; 2) Improved global understanding
of and capacity to use biodiversity informationnfiluence development outcomes at the
national level, in 3 demonstration countries; 3¢iB®n points or processes across government
sectors where biodiversity information can be iefitial are identified, and innovative, strategic
response strategies are developed; 4) Technidalstllers are supported to more easily be able
to acquire and share relevant data, and use tlisnbonunicate effectively, for current and future
information needs; 5) Biodiversity data and infotima are integrated into decision making
across government sectors and utilized to a greatent within national-level policy processes,
accounting systems, and reporting.
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Global: Effectively Mainstreaming Biodiversity Conservation into Government Policy and
Private Sector Practice Piloting Sustainability Mockls to Take the Critical Ecosystem
Partnership Fund (CEPF) to Scale (Cl; GEF-BD Total:$9.8 million; Co-finance: $84.5
million; Total project cost: $94.3 million)

This project will build on 13 years of successfpemtion of the Critical Ecosystem Partnership
Fund by empowering local actors to address globaservation priorities in a strategic manner
in the globally significant hotspots. The aimagake CEPF to a scale at which it can provide
the resources and depth of engagement neededttthehnomentum in global efforts to
conserve biodiversity and transform the role oflggcieties, making them more effective
partners and influencers of decision-making. Tineggzt will test pilots in three hotspots
(Cerrado, Afro-Montane, and Indo-Burma hotspotsgremainstreaming biodiversity through
government policies and private sector practicdisresult in a road map for rolling out the
third-phase strategy to other hotspots. The gbtieothird phase is to position CEPF as a
financial mechanism that effectively enables cdatiety to be a catalytic partner to
governments and private sector companies, inflignedvising and improving decision making
for development. The project includes four compuasiel) Developing the long term
conservation vision and financing plan for the ghnetspots; 2) Increased financial and
institutional sustainability of multi-sector congation initiatives in the three hotspots; 3)
Enhanced and innovative public and private seaainprships across production landscapes
covering at least 1 million ha in the three hotspd) Replicating success through knowledge
products and tools (incl. adoption of long-term senvation vision and successful private
sector/policy models in 9 additional hotspots).

Guinea-Bissau: Strengthening the Financial and Opettional Framework of the National
PA System in Guinea-Bissau (UNDP; GEF-BD total: $2.million; Co-finance: $11.6
million; Total project cost: $14.0 million)

The project will support Guinea-Bissau in improvihg sustainability of its Protected Area
system to support the conservation of two majoma® — coastal and marine complex and the
forest belt. Guinea-Bissau coasts are one of trerfost locations for migratory water birds in
West Africa, and said to host 1% of the total wdrdi population during the winter. The project
will initiate the capitalization of the Fondationd&uinee endowment and thereby leverage
funds from other co-financiers. The total capitatiian through the project is expected to be at
least US$ 8,600,000. The project will also suppest operational efficiencies in a pilot site, by
developing collaborative management between thenBAagers and the managers of the vital
buffer zones. The project will include introductiohincentives in local land use to promote
sustainable production practices in the PA buftares. The project will contribute to the long
term financial sustainability of 855,972 ha of icad natural habitats via Guinea-Bissau’s
national network of PAs, covering some 24% of tbentry. The annual financial contribution
towards the management of the Guinea-Bissau’s R#eeis estimated to be around $430,000,
which would provide an equivalent to about 30% wérall annual recurrent funding needs.
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India: Integrated Management of Wetland Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services for Water
and Food Security (UNEP; GEF-BD Total: $4.2 million Co-finance: $20.2 million; Total
project cost: $24.5 million)

This project is aimed at effectively overcoming ths&titutional and capacity barriers to promote
integrated management of wetlands in India. Toesehthis objective, the project will support
the development of: national guidelines on wetlarahagement; cross-sectoral institutional
framework and capacity building at both national atate levels; and demonstration of the
practical application of integrated management@anods-sectoral approaches in three key
wetlands in Bihar and Rajastan. This project allo support the expansion of an approximate
total of 1.3 million ha of wetland protected ar@aaddition to three sub-national (wetland and
lake basin) integrated land-use and managemend pl@ndeveloped including biodiversity and
ecosystem services valuation.

India: Mainstreaming Agrobiodiversity Conservation and Utilization in Agricultural
Sector to Ensure Ecosystem Services and Reduce Veitability (UNEP; GEF-BD Total:
$3.2 million; Co-finance: $8.6 million; Total project cost: $11.8 million)

The project will mainstream conservation and usagobbiodiversity for resilient agriculture and
sustainable production and improve livehoods amegssand benefit sharing capacity of farmer
communities across four agro-ecoregions of Indie project plans to achieve these objectives
by strengthening adaptive management for conservatid use of crop agrobiodiversity,
strategies and policies, and institutional frameéwand capacity and partnership among policy-
makers, researchers, extension workers, and farniéres project will provide direct support for
in situ conservation of unique diversity of crop traditibmarieties that occur in the four selected
agro-ecoregions in Western and Eastern Himalayast&kh arid/semi-arid region, and Central
tribal region. While enhancing conservation ofictaditional varieties, the overall aim of the
project is to ensure that rural communities are &blmaintain existing traditional crop diversity
and its mainstreaming as well as to have accessviocrop diversity in the existing farming
system that will ensure more resilient agricultymedduction landscapes, including preparing for
the impact of the changing climate.

Indonesia: CTI: Coral Reef Rehabilitation and Management Program-Coral Triangle
Initiative, Phase Ill (COREMAP-CTI Ill) (ADB; GEF-B D total: $8.2 million; Co-finance:
$56.0 million; Total project cost: $64.2 million)

This project is a child project of the Coral Trigménitiative and the third phase of three phase
program. The project supports the sustainable neamegt of coral reef ecosystems in project
areas by institutionalizing lessons and experidrara the two previous phases. The project will
establish ten new marine protected areas and iregh®m/management of 2,233,308 ha. The
project is strengthening national, district and ommity based institutions managing coral reefs,
marine areas and coastal zones. The project vapat decentralized MPA and community
based investments to achieve conservation andisaiska utilization of marine resources,
supporting the creation of employment and growtthexmarine and fisheries sector. The project
brings together key public sector actors and resusers (government planning agency,
fisherman, local communities) at national and I@zalle to address existing and emerging
challenges to the establishment of a viable Indana®arine ecosystem management system.
The project has been formulated for a communityedridevelopment approach. The project will
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promote viable private sector investments andillds initiatives, such as fish processing and
eco-tourism.

Indonesia: Mainstreaming Biodiversity Conservationand Sustainable Use into Inland
Fisheries Practices in Freshwater Ecosystems of HigConservation Value (FAO; GEF-BD
Total: $6.2 million; Co-finance: $31.1 million; Total project cost: $37.3 million)

Based on on-going initiatives, the project aimsiprove inland fisheries practices in freshwater
ecosystems and to provide an effective mechanismrfgaging local communities in sustainable
livelihoods. The project builds on existing initisgs and on the gradually emerging political
awareness of the importance of inland fisheriesfesghwater ecosystems. The project will
overcome current lack of governance by setting-upadination mechanism across sectorial
agencies and improving the information and knowéedg inland aquatic biodiversity. There is a
proposed high engagement of local communities ifo @lirrent practices to more sustainable
activities. The project will notably contribute develop land management plans covering
approximately 300,000 ha of critical inland aqu&itosystems and improved fisheries
management over 60,000 of freshwater habitats.

Macedonia: Achieving Biodiversity Conservation thraigh Creation and Effective
Management of Protected Areas and Mainstreaming Buiversity into Land Use Planning
(UNEP; GEF-BD Total: $3.4 million; Co-finance: $147 million; Total project cost: $18.1
million)

This GEF project will help establish new protecéedas and continue to build on the
experiences and work in the area of biodiversityseovation by filling in the gaps and building
stronger institutional and legislative pillars frstainable biodiversity conservation. The project
has three major components: (1) Protected areblisst@ment and effective management, raising
the percentage of protected areas from 8% to 12%eatational level; (2) Biodiversity
mainstreaming through land use planning througtvesed National Spatial Plan and Forest
Management Plans for High Conservation Value Fer@$CVF); (3) Implementation of pilot
projects implementing elements of these plansamiqular (i) first Red List Index and data
book, (ii) NTFP quotas in one region establishexd, @i) local communities HCVF restoration
pilots.

Madagascar: Strengthening the Network of New Protded Areas in Madagascar (UNDP;
GEF-BD total: $3.9 million; Co-finance: $12.2 millon; Total project cost: $16.1 million)

The "New Protected Areas" (NPAs) are part of thartian Vision" to reach 10% coverage of
protected areas of Malagasy territory. The NPAswawstly IUCN Categories lll, V and VI -
areas designed for the conservation and sustainablef natural resources by the local
communities. This project will result in the perreahlegal status and improved management
effectiveness of nine new PAs, covering 297,000Tha. target areas will provide protection for
freshwater, terrestrial, marine and costal ecosysténcluding previously under-represented
mangroves. This is the first GEF project in Madagaspecifically targeting areas for
conservation through management intervention astasable use of natural resources. The
provision of legal and stable access to naturale®s to the communities in and around the
sites will be instrumental to ensure the long tsustainability of these areas.

74



Madagascar: Conservation of Key Threatened Endemiand Economically Valuable
Species in Madagascar (UNEP; GEF-BD Total: $5.7 niibn; Co-finance: $14.0 million;
Total project cost: $19.7 million)

This project will deliver the following results: A participatory, species-based approach to
biodiversity conservation, ii) the improvement loé tconservation status of 20 tree species and
the Madagascar Pond Heron, all species being bagknd national significance, and endemic
and most of them threatened, iii) replicating thpraach to other key species by means of
species-conservation strategies. The strategiébavie been approved by the pertinent
government and non-government partners and willeoenboth scientific and technological
knowledge of targeted species with socioeconomligega This project is an innovative approach
to conservation in Madagascar, as current and Qus\éonservation efforts have been
concentrated around the creation and managem@notaicted areas. This domestic innovative
approach to conservation engages the local popualatithe conservation and management of
the selected species inside and around the targgeicped areas.

Madagascar: A Landscape Approach to Conserving anManaging Threatened
Biodiversity in Madagascar with a Focus on the Atsnho-Andrefana Spiny and Dry Forest
Landscape (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $5.3 million; Co-firance: $26.1 million; Total project
cost: $31.4 million)

The project will use a two-pronged approach. Fitstjll strengthen resource use governance at
the landscape level by developing and implemerdihgndscape Level Land-Use Plan that
explicitly incorporates biodiversity conservatiogeuls and prescribes land uses with a view to
mitigating threats, the BD LUP. This should resalthe reduction of pressure to existing PAs
totaling 240,000 ha. Second, the project will waith local communities to strengthen
conservation on communal lands and addressingrexigtreats to biodiversity linked to
artisanal livelihoods and subsistence activitidge Pproject will work to establish multi-use
“Community Conservation Areas” (CCAs), put in plabe necessary institutional framework
for management, and install measures to ensurgugtainable utilization of wild resources. This
should result in at least 100,000 ha of CCAs ahératommunity based areas, proclaimed in
biodiversity sensitive areas.

Mexico: Strengthening Management of the PA SystenotBetter Conserve Endangered
Species and their Habitats (UNDP; GEF-BD total: $& million; Co-finance: $30.7 million;
Total project cost: $36.3 million)

This project will seek to bolster and expand thento/’s existing endangered species program
(in existence since 2007) by expanding the covephdéexico’s protected area system to cover
more of the selected species’ habitats, improviagagement of the protected areas, and
involving communities and the private sector in@w to safeguard these species and their
habitat outside of protected areas. This projgutasents one of the first times the GEF has
supported a comprehensive, nation-wide programsietwn endangered species, including
action inside protected areas and engagement witht@ industry to mainstream endangered
species conservation into productive sectors. progect will create four new protected areas
bring an additional 100,000 ha under protection.
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Mexico: Strengthening of National Capacities for tle Implementation of the Nagoya
Protocol (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $2.3 million; Co-finance: $8.4 million; Total project cost:
$10.7 million)

In Mexico, there are a number of laws and regutatidealing with natural resources and the use
of genetic resources and traditional knowledge aBse these laws are not under a single
umbrella and not necessarily aligned with the nements of the Nagoya Protocol, the entire
system does not provide the necessary legal cerfainusers and providers of genetic resources
to engage in ABS agreements. This project will dbtile legal framework and enhance the
institutional capacity of national authorities toev ABS agreements to take place under the
provisions of the Nagoya Protocol. This projecti wabkult in: i) A national strategy for the
conservation and use of genetic resources andiasstraditional knowledge; ii) an ABS Bill;

iii) the strengthening of the national institutianscharge of administering the access and
monitoring of genetic resources under the provisioithe Nagoya Protocol; iv) community
protocols on ABS; and v) a traditional knowledggisgey.

Myanmar: Strengthening Sustainability of ProtectedArea Management (UNDP; GEF-BD
Total: $6.1 million; Co-finance: $17.9 million; Total project cost: $24.0 million)

This project will strengthen the terrestrial systehmational protected areas for biodiversity
conservation through enhanced representation, ramag effectiveness, monitoring,
enforcement and financing. It would create 7 nestgquted areas covering roughly 3,000,000 ha
and benefitting 100 threatened species. Pilot seBdor community participation will be
developed and implemented at 4 PA sites: Hukaurnigyand Hkakaborazi (both in Kachin
State), Hponkanrazi and Htamanthi (both in the Bag@egion).

Panama: Sustainable Production Systems and Conseti@n of Biodiversity (WB; GEF-BD
Total: $9.6 million; Co-finance: $27.4 million; Total project cost: $37.0 million)

This project includes two main strategic componehit® first will support the executing agency
(the National Environment Authority, or ANAM) to pnove protected area management,
particularly through efforts to enhance long-teinahcial sustainability and to build
partnerships, targeting the private sector in paldr (such as the Panama Canal Zone Authority)
for improved management of protected areas. Thegrwill target ten protected areas and their
buffer zones. This project will support the estsitinent of a conservation trust fund that will
provide financing for protected area managememie Second component will support
communities and small-scale producers to enhamsedhpacity for greater market access,
develop marketing strategies for their biodiverditgndly products, and promote climate-smart
agriculture practices, while improving their qugldf life, and reducing the development
pressure on protected areas. The project aims itk waler a landscape approach (that includes
protected areas and their buffer zones within tlesddmerican Biological Corridor) while
improving land-use practices, identification anai@ervation of ecosystem services, and
implementation of climate-smart and biodiversitgfidly production systems. A third important
component will support innovative effort in ternfkaowledge generation, management, and
communication. It will strengthen the ANAM’s ecanim analytical unit to carry out studies on
the economic value of biodiversity and resultingssstem services so that decision makers on
land use and development planning are better irddrnSuch information will help build the
case for continued efforts to mainstream biodivgi@nd to increase financing for the protected
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area system. It will also support South-South eoajpon and knowledge management with
other countries in the region on biodiversity-fdgnproduction.

Philippines: RicePlus-Dynamic Conservation and Suainable Use of Agro-biodiversity in
Rice-based Farming Systems (FAO; GEF-BD Total: $2.&illion; Co-finance: $9.2 million;
Total project cost: $11.4 million)

The Philippines home to more than 5,500 traditioita varieties and their wild relatives.
Historically, agro-biodiversity has been creatednaged and sustained by local communities.
The project aims to enhance and expand the dyneonigervation practices that sustain globally
significant agro-biodiversity in rice-based farmisyggstem of the Philippines. The project strategy
addresses threats to biodiversity from existinglshwder production practices while increasing
the viability of biodiversity-based land-uses. Treject will overcome current governance and
market constraints by establishing procedures anddination mechanisms to enhance inter-
ministerial collaboration and by developing a méitk@sed incentive system to make agro-
biodiversity conservation economically profitabte focal communities. The project will

notably support the recognition of 30,000 ha ofilas Nationally Important Agriculture

Heritage and will expand the certification procEssproducts contributing to the conservation
of agro-biodiversity.

Regional (Angola, Lesotho, Madagascar, Malawi, Mozabique, Congo DR): Multi-
Country Project to Strengthen Institutional Capacity on LMO Testing in Support of
National Decision-making (UNEP; GEF-BD Total: $3.9illion; Co-finance: $6.5 million;
Total project cost: $10.4 million)

The “Southern Africa Network of GMO Detection Labtories” (SANGL), was establish as a
forum to learn and provide support for the labaiaaccredited by the national biosafety
authorities, to support the implementation of tregidhal Biosafety Frameworks of the member
countries of the South African Development Commu(ADC). The Regional Agricultural
and Environmental Initiatives Network - Africa (RR¥EAfrica) allocated seed funding for
SANGL during the period 2009-2013 with the purpotestablishing the network. The network
requires assistance to continue building institlacapacity and information sharing
capabilities. This project will focus on those ®ylcomponent. This project will result in: i) the
strengthening of the laboratories in the SANGL tovimle LMO testing an analytical support to
national decision making process and related ggmtoaal monitoring activities; and ii) a web-
based network of LMO detection laboratories shamfigrmation, resources, and experience
including mapping of specialized skills and areaproficiency for different traits and
organisms.

Russian Federation: Conservation of Big Cats (WWF-8; GEF-BD Total: $12.7 million;
Co-finance: $60.0 million; Total project cost: $727)

This project will ensure the conservation of unitpredscapes and ecosystems in the globally
important ecoregions in Russia, while maintainirggdats as keystone species. GEF support is
targeted at restoring and maintaining populatidriggrcats and their biodiverse habitats. It will
aim at mitigating threats and overcoming barriensclv stand in the way of sustainable wildlife
and ecosystem management with special emphasthieva global environmental benefits in
three key eco-regions of Russia: the Russian Fst;, Bee Altai-Sayan and the North Caucasus.
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The proposed project has three main componentand¥cape level action and mainstreaming
biodiversity conservation; 2) improved managemémirotected areas and buffer zones with the
involvement of the surrounding communities; andr&)sboundary cooperation among the
countries within the identified ecoregions. Thejpcbwill also be piloting market-based
certifications (Forest Stewardship Council - FSlgrnative livelihood activities through
sustainable use of natural resources (non-timbesf@roducts and ecotourism) and the
introduction of fee-based schemes and paymentfmsystem services, while involving local
communities in conservation.

Seychelles: Seychelles' Protected Areas Finance Rt (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $2.8
million; Co-finance: $12.0 million; Total project cost: $14.8)

This project will support the gazetting of 7 newdAA the Outer Islands (plus one privately
owned) and 3 in the Inner islands (2 privately ojngvhich will expand the PA system to
149,045 ha almost tripling the gazetted area. thtixh, 15% of the marine area (a further
20,000,000 ha) is to be protected as a no-take roosgtly in near-shore areas. This project will
result in the development of a protected area @iagian for the long-term sustainable financing
of the Protected Area system and an increasectiretfenue generation for PA management.
This project would allow: i) the financial sustduiléty scorecard of the PA system to increase
from 27% to at least 50%; ii) the total budgetstfer management of the current PA system to
increase by at least 150%; iii) the PA managemapéacity at individual, institutional and
systemic levels to reach 75% in the score card fidraseline of 60% in 2013; iv) the total
annual revenue for protected area management medbilo increase by at least 150%; v) the
percentage of own annual revenue collection tohr@adeast 80% from a baseline of 0%; and vi)
the financing gap for basic management of the ed@aiPA system to be reduced to close to $0.

South Africa: Mainstreaming Biodiversity into Land Use Regulation and Management at
the Municipal Scale (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $8.2 millon; Co-finance: $42.0 million; Total
project cost: $50.2 million)

This project will allow South Africa to mitigate rtiple threats to biodiversity by increasing the
capabilities of authorities and land owners to fetguland use and manage biodiversity in
threatened ecosystems at the municipal scale.prajsct will support biodiversity conservation
in 323,148 ha of productive landscapes in the FgnBacculent Karoo, Albany Thicket,
Grassland, and Savannah biomes. The project wpltare land use management, permitting and
enforcement through a land use management andtiegiaystem incorporates criteria to
prevent/mitigate and offset direct impacts on bredsity. This project will also promote
conservation and sustainable use of biodiversitgrorate and communal land through: i)
enhancing conservation security for endangered emeadiplant species; ii) reducing the rate of
loss of priority biodiversity areas and unsustaiealtilization of threatened and protected
species; iii) reducing the extent of degradaticulting from extensive incompatible land uses
e.g. overstocking; and iv) increasing the productamdscapes in target municipalities under
internationally or nationally recognized certificat schemes that incorporate biodiversity
considerations

Sri Lanka: Enhancing Biodiversity Conservation andSustenance of Ecosystem Services in
Environmentally Sensitive Areas (UNDP; GEF-BD Total $2.6 million; Co-finance: $11.5
million; Total project cost: $14.1 million)
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The project will operationalize a new land use goweent framework in Sri Lanka, known as

the Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAS) as ackelior safeguarding globally significant
biodiversity on production lands of high interest €onservation. Using land use planning and
management framework as the entry point, the prajats to optimize land management and
ensure the compatibility of multiple land uses asrlandscapes designated as ESAs with
biodiversity needs. The project will put in plabe hecessary land use planning and government
frameworks and establish compliance monitoring @midrcement systems to ensure that
production practices in the ESAs (particularly agliure and tourism sectors) are balanced with
conservation and development objectives. The pirgject component focuses on the
development of enabling framework (e.g. governataecture, and land use planning and
management framework), while the second compormenises on the application of the ESA
management in the Galoya and Kukukkan basin isdlheastern region of the country, known
for its biodiversity and ecological significancehékey results of the project include: a) highly
biodiversity rich areas in ESA regions (total a&de315,000 ha) brought under conservation and
management and result in increased ecosystem darityeand resilience; b) enhanced
protection and reduced threats that ensure popotabf key species such as sloth bear, leopard,
and Torque monkey remain stable or increase; leaat 50,000 ha of critical biodivirsity areas
declared as "no-go-zone" with maximum protectiorg d) biodiversity friendly business under
implementation (e.g. agriculture and tourism) irethdistricts resulting in reduced conversion
rates of natural habitat, improved incomes andoseconomic situation, providing as an
incentive for conservation.

Sri Lanka: Implementation of the National BiosafetyFramework in Accordance with the
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety (CPB) (FAO; GEF-BDrotal: $2.4 million; Co-finance:
$2.4 million; Total project cost: $4.7 million)

The project aims at the effective implementatiothef National Biosafety Framework in
conformity with the Cartagena Protocol on Biosaif&¥B). Specifically, this project will result
in: i) enhanced capacity to develop, implement evatdinate biosafety legislation and
regulations; ii) fully functional Administrative stems for biosafety; iii) an operational National
Biosafety Clearing House (BCH); iv) national ingtibns strengthen for Risk Assessment, Risk
Management, and Risk Communication; v) Laboratdtig operational with the necessary
infrastructures to carry out risk assessment, atelction of LMOS; and vi) enhanced awareness,
education and public participation in decision-nmagkon biosafety.

St. Kitts and Nevis: Conserving Biodiversity and Rducing Habitat Degradation in
Protected Areas and their Buffer Zones (UNDP; GEF-B Total: $3.4 million; Co-finance:
$14.2 million; Total project cost: $17.6 million)

This project will yield important benefits for tipeotected area estate of St. Kitts and Nevis. It
will more than double the size of the protectecharestate of St. Kitts from 5,275 hectares to
over 12,714 hectares, through the creation of 3pr@tected areas. In addition, it will improve
the management effectiveness and financial sustidiitgeof existing areas. It will finance
sustainable financing plans for the three new PlAwill protect several rare and threatened
terrestrial species.
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Swaziland: Strengthening the National Protected Aras System of Swaziland (UNDP; GEF-
BD Total: $5.5 million; Co-finance: $25.0 million; Total project cost: $30.5 million)

This project will allow the Government of Swazilatedincrease and strengthen management
effectiveness of the protected area system. Thegirwill increase the management
effectiveness of over 70,000 ha of currently gazeRAs and in over 20,000 ha of areas
currently protected but not gazetted, and it wilate and manage protected areas in 1,200 ha of
unprotected land. The project has three componpaliey reform and improvement of
knowledge management of the PA system; protectss etpansion; and the strengthening of
new and existing Protected Areas

Tanzania: Enhancing the Forest Nature Reserves Netwk for Biodiversity Conservation in
Tanzania (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $4.2 million; Co-finance: $17.5 million; Total project
cost: $21.7 million)

This project will allow the Government to expanidahcially secure and strengthen the
management of Tanzania’s Forest Nature Reserveonet®pecifically, this project will expand
the Forest Nature Reserve Network from 5 to 15 $de€305,600 ha (increase of 118,369 ha).
This expansion will conserve a representative sampthe four major high forest types in
Tanzania - Guinea-Congolian, Eastern Arc, Southigghlands and Coastal Forests. This project
will also lead to an increase of 200% in the opera budget allocated to 11 Forest Nature
Reserves.

Turkey: Conservation and Sustainable Management of urkey's Steppe Ecosystems (FAO;
GEF-BD Total: $2.4 million; Co-finance: $8.7 million; Total project cost: $11.2 million)

This project will improve the conservation and effee management of steppe ecosystems of
through the creation of new protected areas, emhtmecmanagement of existing PAs and
streamline biodiversity conservation into the pretthn landscape. This project will result in: i)

A new steppe protected area of 10,000 ha estallishibe Karacadag region; ii) enhanced
management of the 20,000 ha Kizilkuyu Wildlife Deament Area; iii) biodiversity

conservation streamlined in at least 50,000 haepipe biome declared as buffer zone around the
new protected area; iv) improved management ofR(®® ha of steppe biome in the Anatolian
region; and v) improved capacity of at least 7%0fs$h and around the target protected area. The
project will promote innovative measures (commubiged approaches, landscape approaches)
in Turkey for the conservation and management@fteppe habitat and species in order to
combat existing threats and barriers, support aatio@ and collaboration among existing
stakeholders, and increase the capacity and supgpservices provided by the ecosystems
targeted. Site level management approaches widbb@&ed out and landscape-level conservation
planning and management will be developed by staklers for Karacadag steppe ecosystem,
and species protection action plan for focal stegpeeies (Goittered gazelle, great bustard,
lathyrus, wild wheat species) in K z [kuyu Wildlil2evelopment Area.
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ANNEX 10: SUMMARY DESCRIPTIONS OF M EDIUM -SIZE PROJECTS IN THE BIODIVERSITY FOCAL
AREA APPROVED DURING THE REPORTING PERIOD

Algeria: Framework on Access to Genetic Resourcesd Related Benefit Sharing and
Traditional Knowledge in Line with the CBD and Its Nagoya Protocol in Algeria (UNDP;
GEF-BD: $2.0 million; Co-finance: $4.2 million; Total cost: $6.2 million)

While the protocol has not yet been ratified, aamatl law providing a general guiding
framework on the use of biological resources wadteld and approved by the Council of
Ministers in December 2013, and is currently urdiscussion in the National Assembly with a
view of adoption. This project will build on thigtislative initiative to consolidate actions to
conserve and sustainably use genetic resourceekmed traditional knowledge through the
development and implementation of the main prowisiof the protocol on access and benefit
sharing. The project will result in: i) A nationablicy, legal and institutional framework to
enable the implementation of the Nagoya Protocdlthe conservation and valuation of genetic
resources; and ii) Building and strengthening tyeacity of national research and regulatory
institutions to apply ABS rules and principles. Trrewly designed ABS framework should
facilitate and streamline the negotiation and dgwelent of ABS contracts compliant with the
CBD requirements on Prior Informed Consent (PIC)ihally Agreed Terms (MAT) and
benefit-sharing with local populations. The AB&rfrework is expected to mobilize monetary
and non-monetary benefits for biodiversity conseova

Armenia: Enhancing Livelihoods in Rural Communities through Mainstreaming and
Strengthening Agricultural Biodiversity Conservation and Utilization (UNEP; GEF-BD
total: $883 thousand; Co-finance: $3.7 million; Toal project cost: $4.6 million)

The project's objective is to enhance conservatimhsustainable use of agro-biodiversity in
Armenia for improved rural livelihoods through tfelowing main components: (i) improving
the national capacity and institutional framewdi;mainstreaming agricultural biodiversity;
and (iii) improving market opportunities for agradiversity products. The main outputs are
better coordination mechanisms at policy level,azded capacity at all levels, guidelines and
standards, and the development of marketing progfancertified and non-certified products.
Pilot sites for on-site trials will be establishadhe Ararat Valley, the Sevan Basin, and the
Zanggezur region. The project will establish a wiéévork of farmers, researchers and
extension workers, value chain actors, skilledammunity biodiversity management that will
greatly empower local communities.

Bahamas: Strengthening Access and Benefit SharingBS) (UNEP; GEF-BD total: $1.9
million; Co-finance: $1.6 million; Total project cost: $3.5 million)

This project will assist The Bahamas ratifying amglement the Nagoya Protocol, and pursuing
ABS agreements between users and providers ofigenaterials found in marine organisms.
The project would build on existing agreements it private sector an on the capacity of
national research and bio-prospecting institutidime interest of the Government of the
Bahamas comes from the realization that marinenisgeas in the Bahamian Exclusive
Economic Zone (EEZ) have been and will continubgpan epicenter for bios-prospecting. This
project will result in: i) a National Strategy aadcession to the Nagoya Protocol; ii) increased
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understanding of the national benefits to be acttbmugh ABS; iii) national ABS legal
framework adopted; iv) strengthened national insthal capacity for implementaion of the
national ABS framework; and v) at least one new AfgfEeement that recognizes Prior Informed
Consent (PIC) and Mutually Agreed Terms (MAT).

Cameroon: Sustainable Farming and Critical HabitatConservation to Achieve
Biodiversity Mainstreaming and Protected Areas Man@ement Effectiveness in Western
Cameroon SUFACHAC (UNEP; GEF-BD Total: $1.8 millior Co-finance: $7.0 million;
Total project cost: $8.8 million)

The project, based on a landscape management appwidl develop and implement a
sustainable farming program targeting both large small holders and plantation and
subsistence farmers to reduce pressure on protatad and enhance food security across the
targeted sites. First, the project will strengtkie management capacity of the Bakossi-Banyang
Protected Areas Network (983,200 ha) and will @éai new protected areas (11,528 ha) in
order to better protect the habitat of key spesieh as gorillas, chimpanzees, elephants, and
pangolins. Second, the project will develop thre&tisl land use plans for the buffer zones of the
targeted protected areas and will introduce ingestto encourage local farmers to adopt
sustainable production practices.

Cameroon: A Bottom Up Approach to ABS: Community Level Capacity Development for
Successful Engagement in ABS Value Chains in Camearo (Echinops giganteus(UNDP;
GEF-BD: $500 thousand; GEF-NPIF: $440 thousand; Cdinance: $1.1 million; Total cost:
$2.0 million)

The objective of this project is to build the capaof Indigenous Peoples and local
communities (ILCs) in Cameroon to better engagilénnegotiations with users of genetic
resources. This project will result in the capaotyndigenous and local communities’ in
Cameroon to better engage with users of genetizress by strengthening the value chains of
products derived from the plants Echinops gigante@ameroon. This species is of interest to
the fragrance and flavor sectors. The experieneasat] from the pilot will be used in the
national legislation and regulatory frameworks gougg ABS in Cameroon. The ILCs will
participate in ABS-compliant value chains basedemnetic resources and associated traditional
knowledge. This project will allow these commurstie directly engage with the users of
genetic resources and negotiate the access tetteigresources and the terms for sharing the
benefits derived from their utilization.

China: Payment for Watershed Services in the ChishitRiver Basin for the Conservation of
Globally Significant Biodiversity (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $2.0 million; Co-finance: $16.0
million; Total project cost: $18.0 million)

The project aims to trigger a shift to conservattompatible land uses in the biodiversity rich
Chishui River Basin in the Guizhou Province of Ghby using payment for watershed services
(PWS) to provide additional incentives to creatdlesired changes in land use by both the
private and public sectors. Working with major b@ge company, the project will test the PWS
model PWS for the first time in China, introducimgrket-oriented PWS mechanisms for
conservation. The project will promote busines®agrents between buyers (industry) and
sellers (upstream farmers) of ecosystem servibessfable flow of quality water), while
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integrating watershed services considerationsdallland use plans. The implementation of the
PWS scheme will mainstream biodiversity conservasind sustainable use in upstream farming
area and the middle stream liquor production sexft@hishui River, covering an area of
670,000 ha directly. With the coordination witke gorovincial and municipal governments, the
project is aimed to systematically scale up the RAM®ss the Chishui watershed.

Congo: Creation of Loungo Bay Marine Protected Areao Support Turtles Conservation

in Congo (UNDP; GEF-BD: $767 thousand; Co-finance$2.6 million; Total cost: $3.4
million)

The area targeted by the project is recognizeleasd¢cond most important area of the nesting
for two Endangered sea turtle species. Signifieank is done by the government and local
NGOs to reduce the major threats but the resuétd teebe scaled-up. The project will support
the creation of the first MPA in Congo that willtranly expand the national PA network but
also encourage the country to increase the nunitddP4 inside its waters. The project will
support the protection of a unique nesting andifegdreas of 5 marine turtles by improving
local and national awareness and promoting econaaticities that have limited impact on
marine biodiversity. With the turtles as a flagshjecies, the project aims to return broad
ecological and financial benefits in areas wherth Iartles and local communities are in most
need of assistance.

Dominica: Supporting Sustainable Ecosystems by Stngthening the Effectiveness of
Dominica’s Protected Areas System (UNDP; GEF-BD tal: $1.7; Co-finance: $9.2 million;
Total project cost: $10.9 million)

This project focuses on supports Dominica’s nalipaak system remains and provides for the
creation of a centralized management unit for matiparks rather than having management
responsibilities dispersed across the governmeaiticular, this project focuses on Morne
Trois Pitons NP (MTPNP) which is a UNESCO World itsge site that currently lacks
dedicated staff or a buffer zone (the latter a ireqoent for World Heritage sites). This project
will work with landholders in the buffer zone toplement more environmentally friendly
activities including planting fast growing treesrémluce cutting for charcoal and agricultural
practices to reduce soil run-off.

Gabon: Implementation of National Strategy and Acton Plan on Access to Genetic
Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Beglits Accruing From Their Utilization
(UNDP; GEF-NPIF: $913 thousand; Co-finance: $1.8 nilion; Total cost: $2.7 million)

The objective of this project is to put in place thasic legal and administrative requirements to
comply with the Nagoya Protocol, to make the protémown among the relevant
constituencies, and to make it operational by mliog access to potential users of genetic
resources. This project will result in: 1) Implertegion of ABS Measures: i) development and
validation of Legislative and Administrative meessi i) ABS procedural tools (PIC, MAT,
manual) for ABS process for benefit sharing, gpgiklation and regulations with provisions for
dispute resolution mechanism, protection of Tradii Knowledge, Innovation and Practices
and agreements for transfer of genetic/biologicatlamals. 2) Strengthened the capacity for
implementation by means of: i) A National Advis&@gmmittee, ii) A Center of biodiversity
Information exchange, iii) identification of chepkints for biological and genetic resources. 3)
Training and public awareness campaigns: (i) Comaation, Education, Participation and

83



Awareness (CEPA) sessions on Nagoya Protocoktaleholders in local communities and
management personnel in Customs AdministrationMindstry of Water and Forests trained on
ABS procedures.

Gambia: Gambia Protected Areas Network and Communij Livelihood Project (UNEP:
5529; GEF-BD total: $1.3 million; Co-finance: $4.8nillion; Total project cost: $6.1 million)

There are nine legally established protected are@ambia, covering 6% of the national
territory; however the biodiversity status is untteeat: only 3.5% of land remains under
primary forest cover and protected areas are experig important and increasing exploitation
pressures from local populations. The GEF projeotglements ongoing initiatives by focusing
on expand and better connect the cluster of threteqted areas and introduce biodiversity-
friendly natural resources into productive landesagnd thereby reduce the pressures local
communities exert on PA system. The project waitls on guaranteeing the maintenance of
services provided by protected areas, includingriproving their management effectiveness.
The project targets increasing PA coverage by a23&msure the conservation of globally
threatened species, including East Atlantic Flywayd wintering ground and the habitat of the
Guinea Baboon. The project will also initiate catercollaboration with large scale projects to
integrate the challenges of biodiversity loss edeicultural development.

Global: Fighting Against Wildlife Poaching and lllegal Trade in Africa: the Case of
African Elephants (WB; GEF-BD Total: $2.0 million; Co-finance: $1.8 million; Total
project cost: $3.8 million)

This project will support the following activitien:analytical studies, country diagnosis and
regional strategies to combat elephant poachingligal ivory trade; ii) building alliances to
combat wildlife crime including parliamentarianstianoney laundering groups and other
constituencies; iii) building alliances with scigiatinstitutions to improve DNA testing of
seized ivory samples as well as isotope testingaatidregional networks for training to reduce
poaching; and iv) designing a larger multi-GEF Aggprogram to address the threat of wildlife
poaching and illegal trade, specifically targetedAfrican elephants for support from future
GEF investments.

Global: Support to GEF Eligible Countries for Achieving Aichi Biodiversity Target 17
Through a Globally Guided NBSAPs Update Process (URP/UNDP; GEF-BD total: $1.7
million; Co-finance: $2.0 million; Total project cost: $3.7 million)

When done well, NBSAPs are important forums focdssions about mainstreaming
biodiversity in development and developing systéemainservation plans that can be used by
the GEF and other institutions. One major challeiogguality is the lack of capacity on many
of these issues in many countries; the potentiatisas of hiring foreign consultants or
significant support from UNDP or UNEP for each @es are expensive and one-off and do not
build long term capacity. This project seeks to asenall investment to support the
improvement in the quality of NBSAPs and developazity through mechanisms such as
learning modules and templates that can be re-arseédranslated. The expert guidance provided
by the team and the roster of experts will helpronp the quality of NBSAPs to make the most
of the GEF's investments. The CBD will take oveintemance and updating of the website and
these learning materials after the project is cetapol.
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Global: Parks, People, Planet: Protected Areas asofitions to Global Challenges (UNDP;
GEF-BD total: $1.8 million; Co-finance: $4.5 million; Total project cost: $6.3 million)

The goal of the project is to improve the sustaiitgland performance of protected area
systems, in line with the quality components of @&D Aichi Targets, and to ensure that
protected areas are mainstreamed into key develapseetors. The project aims to strengthen
the capacity for effective management and equitgbleernance of an ecologically
representative global network of protected arehsed concrete outcomes are envisioned
through the project: i) Knowledge uptake on PAsilitated by the strategic platform for
development & learning, provided by the World Patksgress 2014, as well as through
training provided via learning networks, enhanaes @ccelerates the implementation of the
PoWPA and CBD Strategic Plan for Biodiversity;@hobal learning and technical content
development on key protected area issues are esthaincl contribute to practical solutions to
current and emerging challenges worldwide; iii) R&sume a more prominent position within
the development policy, economic strategy and huwelhbeing agendas. A compendium of
solutions and case studies will be widely disseteithancluding online, that demonstrate
innovative ways of operating and managing proteateds more sustainably.

Global: Rhino Impact Bonds An Innovative FinancingMechanism for Site-Based
Rhinoceros Conservation (UNDP; GEF-BD total: $1.7 iitlion; Co-finance: $5.2 million;
Total project cost: $6.9 million)

This project will create an innovative financingchanism to scale-up site-based rhinoceros
protection that can be applied across priorityeharos populations, globally. This project will
result in diversified sustainable financing formbceros conservation sites through creation of a
Rhino Impact Bond mechanism as well as rhinocevoservation improved at up to 5 selected
sites as a demonstration of the voluntary guidsli@aad investment process). The project will
demonstrate that Rhino impact bonds are an inngvatay to address the barrier of a lack of
sustainable and large-scale finance by harnessingl sources of sustainable finance for
conservation. The idea behind a social/developingpéct bond is that long-term donor funding
commitments are used to leverage private investmethe basis that if outcomes are verifiably
achieved then investors will be paid back (potdigtigith interest) by the donor. Results of this
project could break new ground in conservationrfagand be replicable in many different
scenarios. At the least, if the proof of concepmstablished, then this can be replicated in other
situations where specific species are under threat

Global: Alliance for Zero Extinction (AZE): Conserving Earth's Most Irreplaceable Sites
for Endangered Biodiversity (UNEP; GEF-BD total: $20 million; Co-finance: $4.4 million;
Total project cost: $6.4 million)

This project will result in the creation and impeavmanagement effectiveness of protected
areas covering 120,000 ha and improved conservatains of: a bird/lerulaxis stresemanné
frogs -Eupsophuspp,Boophissp, Mantidactylusspp.,Insuetophrynusp.; a day gecko
Phelsumasp.; and a snakgophidiumsp. - new to science. Interventions will occua ébtal of
five demonstration sites in Brazil, Chile, and Mgdscar. This will then be scaled up globally at
an additional 10 sites covering an additional 40,08. The project design will include strategies
and activities to ensure sustainability at the Iefeel through (i) increasing site-management
effectiveness; (ii) maximizing ecosystem servi@xg] (iii) generating socio-economic benefits
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for surrounding community groups. At the natioleakl, activities to ensure sustainability
include: (i) training and awareness raising adewit (i) development of national AZE strategies;
(i) long term financing and sustainability plafts AZE strategy implementation. At the global
level: (i) tools made available to integrate AZEkopties into lending and planning for

mobilizing funds from sustainable sources, anfid@veloping realistic strategies for future
activities.

Global: Mainstreaming Biodiversity Conservation andSustainable Management in
Priority Socio Ecological Production Landscapes anéeascapes (Cl; GEF-BD total: $1.9
million; Co-finance: $5.8 million; Total project cost: $7.7 million)

The International Partnership on Satoyama Initea{i¥?S1) was launched in 2010 as a global
network of governments, CSOs, private sectorsrnatenal organizations, indigenous and local
communities, and others to maintain and enhandaisable use of biodiversity in these
ecologically and culturally important landscaped aeascapes, which is termed as "socio-
ecological production landscapes and seascaped §EP These landscapes and seascapes -
and the sustainable practices and traditional kedgé they embody - are increasingly
threatened globally. The GEF finance is focusedmgroving on-the-ground management of
the SEPLS in priority globally important biodivessareas. The project will also support
enhancing the global knowledge management platfatmch will generate and synthesize
knowledge products and tools related to mainstregriodiversity conservation and sustainable
use from these demonstration and other relate@gmojThe project includes the following three
complimentary components: 1) enhanced conservatidrsustainable use of biodiversity and
ecosystem services in priority SEPLS through inagsh demonstration projects; 2) improved
knowledge generation and management to increasstadding, awareness and promote
mainstreaming biodiversity in production landscaped seascapes; 3) improved inter-sectoral
collaboration and capacity to maintain, restorel iavitalize social and ecological values in
priority SEPLS.

Global: Protected Areas Planning in the Era of Clinate Change (PAPEC) (WWF; GEF-BD
total: $1.8 million; Co-finance: $2.5 million; Tota project cost: $4.3 million)

The project seeks to make the global protectedsarevork more robust to climate change by
providing high priority countries with the assessatseand data needed to improve national
planning and management of terrestrial protectedsar As such it fills a global need for
actionable information on climate change impactgrtiected areas and will help countries
continue to generate global environmental ben&bis their protected area estate, thus helping
safeguard and sustain current and future globaisimrents in these areas.

Global: Transboundary Cooperation for Snow Leopardand Ecosystem Conservation
(UNDP; GEF-BD: $1 million; Co-finance: $4.5 milliory Total cost: $5.6 million)

An international platform has been established agriba range countries and partners to
strengthen coordination and cooperation to consteyenow leopard and the priority
landscapes, under a set of global and nationaranagthat have been developed through a
multi-stakeholder consultation process. The prageaimed to strengthen conservation of snow
leopard and its habitat, particularly transboundanglscapes. The project is envisioned to
produce the following outcomes: 1) Knowledge st@irincreased understanding of approach
and tools required to address key gaps for suaddsahsboundary SL landscape management
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and protection, including effective law enforcemé)tMonitoring framework: global and
national monitoring frameworks established in emgureduction in threats and stable snow
leopard population; 3) Resource mobilization andrgaiship: Increased resource leveraged for
snow leopard conservation, including private sector

Global: Knowledge for Action: Promoting Innovation Among Environmental Funds

(UNEP; GEF-BD: $913 thousand; Co-finance: $2.5 miibn; Total cost: $3.4 million)

Since the establishment of the first ConservatinrsTFunds/Environmental Funds (EFs) in the
early 90s, EFs have proven successful in providiagle and sustainable funding sources by
effectively managing income from investments aneitaging those finance to secure grants and
other funds for biodiversity conservation projectsis project will enhance EFs' conditions to
innovate in the design, test, and adoption of riearicial mechanisms, while increasingly
working with private sector funding for conservati@cnhanced EFs through this project is
expected to lead to improvement in conserving dlgisggnificant biodiversity, as it will

leverage additional funding and increased resoudoresational and regional conservation
programs, including strengthening protected arsgesys. The project components will include:
1) Innovative seed fund: a competitive innovatioangs to EFs to test and disseminate
successful innovative financing mechanisms, paerbuwith involvement of private sector, to
diversify and increase finance for biodiversity servation; 2) Peer to Peer Mentoring program -
an innovative mentoring program between EFs to megnaapacity of EF management and
operation; 3) Environmental funds solutions databas EFs database to document learning and
effectively promote knowledge sharing on tools apgdroaches that are critical for EF
management and operation.

Global: Supply Change Securing Food Sustaining Fosts (UNEP; GEF-BD: $2.0 million;
Co-finance: $2.7 million; Total cost: $4.7 million)

The project aims to apply proven market-trackinghradologies and expertise in public and
private finance to inform and influence productadrdeforestation free and sustainable
commodities. This project will inform the integmai of public policies and private finance in
order to mainstream biodiversity and ecosystemeamwasion in production landscapes. The
project takes advantage of recent commitments rhggeiblic and private sector actors to
address commodity driven deforestation. Howevetyio these commitments into action
requires a degree of market certainty and transpgn@hich is currently absent. Information
about the drivers, impacts, costs, and infrastreabdd sustainable commodity production and
sourcing is incomplete and little data exists omeatary and other benefits, scale and rate of
change of the market for sustainable commoditiég. @roject will provide a platform to
convene, share experience, showcase new prograaRks, public commitments, and influence
and achieve consensus about industry best praascegell as to generate positive international
exposure for successful early action. The projeltiprovide objective information and analysis
to support decision-making around sustainable codityisourcing and production. It will also
assess opportunities to support the developmesusiéinable agricultural production through
interventions that incentivize and scale up imptbgeoduction practices alongside direct
conservation.
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Guyana: Enhancing Biodiversity Protection through Srengthened Monitoring,

Enforcement and Uptake of Environmental Regulationsn Guyana's Gold Mining Sector
(UNDP; GEF-BD: $804 thousand; Co-finance: $3.5 milbn; Total cost: $4.3 million)

The project objective is to strengthen monitoring anplementation of biodiversity-friendly
practices in Guyana's gold mining sector to reduodiversity loss and maintain ecosystem
functionality for the benefit of all Guyanese. Thigl be achieved through the following two
Outcomes: 1) Enabling environment for monitoring @amforcement of environmental
regulations and codes of practice strengthene®pBthhanced capacities for uptake of mining
practices that promote biodiversity conservatidhe project outcomes will be achieved by
strengthening EPA's role in oversight of mininggbices, enhancing inter-institutional
cooperation, increasing satellite tracking of mgnactivities and building field officer capacity
in monitoring and enforcement and BD issues. Intaud the project will integrate BD in the
Mining School programs and provide user-friendlytenial and seminars to enable miners to
understand the regulatory framework in place arsd peactices to improve BD conservation in
gold mining.

Irag: Initial Steps for the Establishment of the Naional Protected Areas Network (UNEP;
GEF-BD total: $1.2 million; Co-finance: $3.5 million; Total project cost: $4.7 million)

Irag is now in the process of establishing thellegd institutional framewaorks for biodiversity
conservation after acceding to the CBD in 2009. pitegect will help develop critical
professional capacity at national level, suppagtMhnistry of Environment's mandate in
biodiversity conservation and protected areas mamagt, set priorities and initiate pilot on-the-
ground conservation action for the establishmentefirst National Protected Areas. The
investments will result in: i) the design of Praszt Areas System and institutional
strengthening; ii) the development of the essemifaehstructure, staff, equipment and initial
management plans of two new protected areas - Dataghes (100,000 ha) in Qadissiya and
Wasit governorates, and Teeb area in Maysan goraen (124,000 ha); and iii) public
awareness to improve the level of understandirtgetonservation values provided by a viable
protected area network.

Liberia: Improve Sustainability of Mangrove Forestsand Coastal Mangrove Areas in
Liberia through Protection, Planning and Livelihood Creation- as a Building Block
Towards Liberia’s Marine and Costal Protected Areas(Cl; GEF-BD total: $1.8 million;
Co-finance: $2.5 million; Total project cost: $4.3million)

The project will secure the conservation of mangramd increase the coverage of protected area
and strengthening the management of surroundirfgrhzdnes. This project will take advantage
of current investments in terrestrial conservatlmough the protected areas network
strengthening protection and ensuring the conservat marine species of global importance.
The project objective is to help the national amxchl governments to (i) protect at least 5% of
priority mangrove forests, (ii) provide a relialsieurce of financing for the management of the
targeted PAs, and (iii) strengthen the capacitpcdél communities and government to assume a
leadership role for the management and the expawsioservation agreements.
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Malaysia: Developing and Implementing a National Acess and Benefit Sharing
Framework (UNDP; GEF-BD total: $2.0 million; Co-finance: $5.8 million; Total project
cost: $7.8 million)

This project would allow Malaysia to strengthen tdoaservation and sustainable use of
biological and genetic resources by developingidienal framework for the ratification and
implementation of the Nagoya Protocol. In additioriulfilling the provisions of the Nagoya
Protocol, Malaysia is using this project to advapitet projects on bioprospecting, ii) Prior
Informed Consent processes (PIC) with indigenoaslacal communities and dissemination of
best practices on ABS agreements at regional |eéMeis project will result in: i) a national
regulatory and institutional framework on ABS catent with the Nagoya Protocol; ii) capacity
building for national and state competent autiesiand related agencies for ABS
implementation; iii) at least 2 ABS pilot agreenmsengegotiated for specific bio-prospecting
activities with fair and equitable benefit sharprgvisions; iv) at least 3 Prior Informed Consent
(PIC) processes with indigenous and local commesitnplemented in accordance with the
planned community protocols, and v) the dissenomatif best practice pilot ABS agreements
and PIC processes at regional level.

Malaysia: Mainstreaming of Biodiversity Conservatian into River Management (UNDP;
GEF-BD total: $1.5 million; Co-finance: $7.5 million; Total project cost: $9.0 million)

The project aims to improve river planning and ng@maent practice and to provide an effective
mechanism for engaging local communities as weliragte sector in the maintenance of
riverine biodiversity and development of sustaiedblelihoods. The project builds on existing
initiatives and on the gradually emerging politiaalareness of the importance of river
ecosystems conservation. The project will overcoaoreent governance challenges by setting up
an inter-agency coordination mechanism with cladsgliction of concerned agencies,

modalities for coordinated enforcement and compkamonitoring mechanisms. There will be
strong engagement of local communities and prigatgor in all three project sites. The project
will contribute to the protection of 17,000 ha oddiiversity-rich catchment forest and the
development of public-private-community partnerdloipthe management of conservation areas.

Mauritania: Stocktaking and Update of National Biosafety Framework of Mauritania
(UNEP; GEF-BD total: $1.4 million; Co-finance: $7.5million; Total project cost: $8.9
million)

The objective of this project is to assist Maurigato update and implement the draft National
Biosafety Framework (NBF) developed in the Piloag¥ This project will result in: i) a
stocktaking analysis of the relevant policies,dégion, and institutional capacity to implement
the NBF; ii) the development of a biosafety polayd governance system (institutional
arrangements and administrative procedures) to owith the measures of the CPBI; and ii)
the increased public awareness and improve infeom#bw to the public regarding the
transfer, handling and use of LMOs.
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Moldova: Mainstreaming Biodiversity Conservation into Territorial Planning Policies and
Land-Use Practices (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $958 thousal; Co-finance: $4.9 million;
Total project cost: $5.8 million)

This project will remove the existing barriers taimstream biodiversity priorities into
Moldova’s district territorial planning policies dand-use practices. The first component of
this project is the development of a land use planand enforcement system that addresses
biodiversity loss, focusing on a key barrier refbte the content of spatial plans addressing
biodiversity values. Regulations will be develomedthe identification of vulnerable species,
habitats and ecosystem goods and services durnidguse planning, and legal requirements will
be put in place for the integration of biodiversagpects into approved land use (spatial) plans.
The second component involves the conservatiorsasthinable use of biodiversity on private
and communal land. The project will test modelbiotliversity compatible spatial planning and
land use. It will develop biodiversity-compatiblstiict spatial (land-use) plans in two districts,
relying on cross-sectoral working groups.

Morocco: Developing a National Framework on Accest® and Benefit-Sharing of Genetic
Resources and Traditional Knowledge as a StrategptContribute to the Conservation and
Sustainable Use of Biodiversity in Morocco (UNDP; GF-BD total: $813 thousand; Co-
financing: $1.4 million; Total project cost: $2.2 nillion)

This project will result in the development and Ierpentation of a national framework on
Access and Benefit Sharing under the provisiorth®@Nagoya Protocol. Specifically, this
project will: i) develop the legal and regulatorgrhework on ABS; ii) strengthen the

institutional capacity to operate the frameworR;build a system for the protection of

traditional knowledge; iv) train the Competent Aattities, Focal Points and related agency staff;
iii) development of templates, guidance and trgrppnograms on the national ABS framework;
iv) develop ABS model agreements to facilitate riegions between users and providers; and v)
design and disseminate public awareness materials.

Philippines: Strengthening National Systems to Impove Governance and Management of
Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities Conserveiteas and Territories (UNDP;
GEF-BD: $1.8 million; Co-finance: $5.0 million; Total cost: $6.8 million)

The project will strengthen national systems toriowp governance and management of
Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities Consekveds (ICCAs) and Territories key
biodiversity sites. ICCAs are an important complatre official protected area systems. Both
strict preservation and sustainable use can betefidy enforced by indigenous peoples and
local communities, while practical/economical a#it. The project will support legal and
regulatory framework and administrative proceddhes harmonize the mandates, plans and
activities amongst all key stakeholders such asAE\€ AWB, BFAR and relevant local
government units are established and effectiveplemented for the identification, mapping,
recognition and management of ICCAs. In additiomill support Expansion of landscapes and
seascapes under effective protection through eeldagiavernance and management capacity of
targeted ICCAs, including the expansion of theoral PA estate to cover an additional 100,000
ha of recognized terrestrial and marine/coastalA€C
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Regional: Advancing the Nagoya protocol in countrie of the Caribbean Region (UNEP;
GEF-BD total: $1.8 million; Co-finance: $1.9 million; Total project cost: $3.7 million)

This project seeks uptake of the Nagoya ProtocarnGovernment Agencies and local
communities and implement basic measures of th@y#agrotocol so proper access to genetic
resources is given and benefits are shared betuwssn and providers of these resources. This
project will result in: i) a scoping study and aysié to identify common assets, issues and needs
among participating countries ii) uptake of the bigaygProtocol by National authorities and local
communities in order to take informed decisions stegs towards the ratification of the

protocol; iii) establishment an enabling environtnamd implementing basic measures of the
Nagoya Protocol; and iv) regional coordination ahdring of information.

Regional (Cameroon, Namibia): A Bottom Up Approachto ABS Community Level
Capacity Development for Successful Engagement inB5& Value Chains in Cameroon
Echinops giganteusind Namibia Commiphora wildii(UNDP; GEF-BD total: $972
thousand; Co-finance: $1.1 million; Total project @st: $2.1 million)

One of the most challenging aspects for the compéiavith the provisions of the Nagoya
Protocol in developing countries is the role ofigashous and local communities (ILCs) in the
value chains linking them with the users of geneggopurces. Challenges include the
development of adequate processes for the Priorndd Consent, local capacities for the
negotiation of Mutually Agreed Terms and relatedSA&ntracts, valorization of genetic
resources, and general awareness of the rights natlenal laws and the Protocol. The
objective of this project is to build the capaafyindigenous Peoples and local communities
(ILCs) in Cameroon and Namibia to better engagb@mnegotiations with users of genetic
resources. This project will result in the capaotyndigenous and local communities’ in
Cameroon and Namibia to better engage with udegsreetic resources by strengthening the
value chains of products derived from the pldftkinops giganteusn Cameroon and
Commiphora wildiin Namibia. These two species are of intereshéditagrance and flavor
sectors. The experiences derived from these tvatspilill be used in the national legislation and
regulatory frameworks governing ABS in Cameroon Hadhibia.

Regional: Engaging Policy Makers and the Judiciaryo Address Poaching and lllegal

Wildlife Trade in Africa (UNEP; GEF-BD: $2.0 millio n; Co-finance: $4.0 million; Total

cost: $6.0 million)

The International Conservation Council Foundati@CF) launched the Conservation Council
of Nations (CCN), a project designed to open amzhag multilateral, inter-parliamentary
dialogue on good natural resource management antdisable economic growth. This new
project aims at creating new conservation caucasdsupporting existing ones, and to use this
mechanism to create the enabling conditions tag¥ey address poaching and illegal wildlife
trade (IWT) through new and enhanced laws, regulatiand policies. This project will result

in: i) Supporting the existing (3) and creating rewd "Conservation Caucuses” (6) with the
capacity and willingness to assess and addressiogeand illegal wildlife trade at high levels

of government; ii) Executive action and new or adezhnational laws, regulations, or policies to
mitigate lllegal Wildlife Trade (IWT); iii) Enhanekjudicial investigation, arrest, seizure and
prosecution of IWT in at least seven priority ntiies; and iv) Commitments secured and
capacity increased for harmonization of policiasyd, and enforcement practices relevant to
IWT in African range and transit states at thewagl or sub-regional level.
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Regional: Advancing the Nagoya protocol in countris of the Caribbean Region (UNEP;
GEF-BD: $1.8 million; Co-finance: $1.9 million; Total cost: $3.7 million)

This project seeks uptake of the Nagoya Protocarniovernment Agencies and local
communities and implement basic measures of th@y¥aBrotocol so proper access to genetic
resources is given and benefits are shared betwssss and providers of these resources. This
project will result in: i) a scoping study and aysd to identify common assets, issues and needs
among participating countries; ii) uptake of thegNga Protocol by National authorities and

local communities in order to take informed decisiand steps towards the ratification of the
protocol; iii) establishing an enabling environmantl implementing basic measures of the
Nagoya Protocol; and iv) regional coordination ahdring of information.

Senegal: Project for the Restoration and Strengtheng the Resilience of the Lake de
Guiers Wetland Ecosystems (PRRELAG) (AfDB; GEF-BD otal: $1.3 million; Co-finance:
$22.1 million; Total project cost: $23.4 million)

The project will be implemented in the Lac de Gsiwhich is one of the largest fresh water
system in Senegal. Located in the northern paBeoiegal, it plays a crucial role both for the
sustainability of delta ecosystems, as well astwo-economic activity at regional level. The
water system of the lake is a site of internatiomglortance as a migration route for Palearctic
and Afro tropical birds, thus being a link of theatn of wetlands of international importance.
The GEF project focusing on the avifauna of theadtiReserve, which is one of the central
cores of the cross-border Senegal River Delta biespreserve. The reserve of avifauna Ndiael,
a RAMSAR site, has been recorded in the Montreagneéesince 1990 due to infrastructure
development and mismanagement. The project aimemove the PA from the Montreux record
by supporting community PA management and sustinabd use. The project will be based
on management agreements between local commuaittethe government.

Thailand: Conserving Habitats for Globally Important Flora and Fauna in Production
Landscapes (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $1.8 million; Co-fnance: $9.1 million; Total project
cost: $10.9 million)

This project is designed to reduce the accelergtiegsures facing endangered and threatened
species in production lands. Many species relyheséd areas for survival because they contain
habitats not adequately represented in the Pratéota system. The project will put in place
the policy, planning and institutional frameworkeded to avoid and reduce threats from
production activities in areas that are cruciatiyportant for species survival. It will furthermore
take steps to conserve three critically endangspedies, namely the Eastern Sarus Cr@maeg
antigone sharp)i, Spoon-billed SandpipeE(rynorhynchus pygmeuand Water Lily Crinum
thaianun) all depending on production lands for survivdieTproject will also develop a set of
national policies and legislations including thedBngered Species and Habitat Act, that will not
only apply to the subdistricts the project will t@vering, but will have national coverage
establishing the enabling environment in Thailand.

Thailand: Sustainable Management Models for Local @vernment Organisations to
Enhance Biodiversity Protection and Utilization inSelected Eco-regions of Thailand
(UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $1.8 million; Co-finance: $7.5million; Total project cost: $9.4
million)
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The project would remove the existing barriers srmstream biodiversity priorities into the
performance management, development planning atgtting systems of local government
organizations (LGOs) in Thailand. Two componen&sm@anned: (1) Enabling Framework and
Capacity in place for LGOs to Plan, Monitor and ptdhand Management for BD Conservation.
This component will establish a coordination med$rarthat will bring together authorities
tasked with natural resource and land use plaremagallocation in order to advise LGOs on the
mainstreaming of biodiversity into their developrplans. (2) Local Government
Development Programmes based on Biodiversity Magagting Principles are demonstrated in
two Pilot Areas: the Inner Gulf of Thailand Impont8ird Area and Bang Krachao wetland area
in Prapadaeng District, Samut Prakarn Provinces €bmponent will incorporate sustainable
biodiversity management objectives and safeguartisel land use and development planning.

Uzbekistan: Conservation and Sustainable Use of Agultural Biodiversity to Improve
Regulating and Supporting Ecosystem Services in Agulture Production (UNEP; GEF-
BD total: $1.2 million; Co-finance: $4.2 million; Total project cost: $5.4 million)

Uzbekistan is one of the world's five most impottaenters of origin and diversity of cultivated
plants. Among the many crops native to the regi@ntemperate fruit species, such as apples,
apricots, peaches, pears, and plums, which areatiterved and managed by small scale
farmers in the agriculture ecosystems. These toadil fruit tree varieties are adapted to drought
and resistant to a number of abiotic and biotiesstifactors. Despite these positive
characteristics and ongoing baseline efforts terdify Uzbekistan's agricultural sector, the
country is facing problems of genetic erosion ahgllly important traditional fruit tree diversity
due to promotion of unsustainable agricultural pcas, inadequate legal and regulatory
framework, and limited access for smallholder farsrie adequate plant diversity. The expected
outcomes of the project include: i) 1000 ha of austbly managed fruit biodiversity in water-
scarce agriculture production systems; ii) poliog énstitutional framework mainstreaming
biodiversity of local fruit species; iii) increasasailability of locally adapted species for
smallholder farmers; iv) improved market mechanissed on increased traditional fruit
production; and v) enhanced capacity for ABS tante agriculture production system.

Venezuela: Implementation of the National Biosafetyrramework in Venezuela in
Accordance to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafetyy(NEP; GEF-BD total: $1.9 million;
Co-finance: $6.7 million; Total project cost: $8.5million)

This project is in support of the Implementatiortloé National Biosafety Framework.
Specifically, this project will create the base &osolid, sustainable and reliable national
biosafety system, with the purpose of guaranteeiogording to the needs and demands of the
country and to international obligations, an appiaip level of protection for the safe use and
transit of Living Modified Organisms (LMOS) in Vengela. This project will result in: i) the
completion and operation of the biosafety legainkeavork; ii) the development of an appropriate
institutional and human capacity for decision mgkamd regulatory compliance in biosafety; iii)
the development of appropriate capacities for putdirticipation in decision-making; and iv) the
strengthening of infrastructure for the detectiad amanagement of LMOSs. This is a capacity
building project for Venezuela to comply with theyision of the international legally binding
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety of which Venezigetaparty. This project should not be seen
as contradiction with the current Venezuelan bai.#MOs.
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Vietnam: Capacity Building for the Ratification and Implementation of the Nagoya
Protocol on Access and Benefit Sharing (UNDP; GEFB total: $2.0 million; Co-finance:
$7.7 million; Total project cost: $9.7 million)

The project will develop and implement Vietham’sioaal framework on ABS of genetic
resources, build national capacities, and suppoABS Agreement based on Traditional
Knowledge and Public Private Partnership. Thesgtawill be implementing the following
three components: 1) strengthening the Nationat¥ydlegal, and Institutional Framework on
ABS; 2) developing administrative measures on ABSncreasing awareness and capacity
building on ABS; 3) demonstrating Private Publicn@ounity Partnerships on ABS, through
concrete pilot project consisting of one ABS agreetior the development of pharmaceutical,
food or cosmetic project for commercialization, ame traditional knowledge registry is
implemented.
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ANNEX 11: SUMMARY DESCRIPTIONS OF MULTI -FOCAL AREA FULL -SIZED PROJECTS USING
BIODIVERSITY FUNDING INCLUDING SFM-REDD+ PROJECTS (SFM-REDD+ PROJECTS
HIGHLIGHTED IN I TALICS)

Antigua and Barbuda: Sustainable Pathways - Proteetd Areas and Renewable Energy
(UNEP; GEF-BD: $1.4 million; GEF total: $2.7 million; Co-finance: $5.4 million; Total
cost: $8.1 million)

This project has four major components addressiogiersity and climate change mitigation.
The first component is the development of a suatdéisland resource financial plan, which
will support a further assessment of total costgrfanaging an expanded protected area system,
development of a business plan and financial pdathie protected area system, and further
definition of sustainable finance mechanisms, idiclg how proceeds from the renewable
energy instillation in component 3 flow to the ail trust fund being established with the
support of the GEF regional project on protectegaustainable financing. The second
component is the expansion and consolidation ofMl@bama National Park. The project
supports passing the necessary legislative and geament framework to expand, demarcate,
and zone Mount Obama National Park. The areas tnodbuded in the expanded national park
include two Important Bird Areas (IBAs) and the miosportant watersheds in the country.

The new park will be the most biodiverse terrebtrabitat on the island. The third component is
the pilot sustainable island resource financiahplahich involves renewable energy in support
of the Protected Areas System. This componentswpbort the development of a 1 MW wind
energy installation; the profits from which will b@nsferred to the national protected areas trust
fund being established. The fourth component orettiancement of forest ecosystems will
stem the degradation of forest ecosystems on ldredisincluding in the most important
watersheds. This will include a nationwide fireygntion campaign and to combat invasive
citronella grass which is responsible for pushiagithe forest frontier due to frequent fires.
This is the first time, to our knowledge, that aFs&tipported wind-energy project will be part of
a financial sustainability mechanism for protecheeas.

Armenia: Mainstreaming Sustainable Land and ForeBtanagement in Dry Mountain
Landscapes (UNDP; GEF-BD: $433 thousand; GEF tot&#3.0 million; Co-finance: $14.0
million; Total cost: $16.9 million)

The project is designed to engineer a paradignt bih unsustainable to sustainable forest
management in NE Armenia. The target area con@ifis of Armenia’s forest resources and
provides essential ecosystem services includingmmbvision (for urban use and food
production), land slide control and carbon storaige sequestration. The forests also provide
critical habitats for wildlife and hosts globalipportant biodiversity. The project will promote
an integrated approach towards fostering sustarfabést management — seeking to balance
environmental management with development needspGoent 1 will set-up a multi-sector
planning platform to balance competing environmiestacial and economic objectives in
district development plans and associated invedsnéndoing so, it will reduce conflicting land
uses and improve the sustainability of forest managnt so as to maintain the flow of vital
ecosystem services and sustain the livelihoodsaafl (and downstream) communities. The
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platform will be underpinned by a robust decisiapmort system, monitoring framework so as
to inform the planning process, and enforcementomponent 2, the project will demonstrate
sustainable forest management practices, test revagement measures, and involve local
communities in SFM to directly address driversayest degradation. Main GEBs are the
avoided emissions of an estimated 668,000 tCO2+&tigh Conservation Value Forests over a
ten year period and 180,000 tCO2-eq sequesteredghr3,000 ha reforestation.

Bahamas: Pine Islands - Forest/Mangrove Innovatioand Integration (Grand Bahama,
New Providence, Abaco and Andros) (UNEP; GEF-BD: $1 million; GEF total: $3.0
million; Co-finance: $5.6 million; Total cost: $8.6million)

Through the new Planning and Subdivision Act aredRbrest Act, the project addresses barriers
related to institutional capacity and coordinati@miween the different actors; technical capacity
in access to tools, data and methodologies; andoaaic barriers through the development of
sustainable livelihood options for local commursti®Vithin land use planning and forest
management the project will i) improve the existigP system to monitor forest area change,
forest degradation ii) develop an inter-agency &awork for operational planning and
management in the forest sector, iii) build techhtapacities to strengthen
Government/Community co-managed forests. The prgjéicalso improve management
effectiveness of the forest and mangrove reseriveank through the development of forest
management plans over 52,000 ha of forest targetddr the 2010 Forest Act, which is 15% of
all forests in the Bahamas. This will also inclukle piloting restoration of the degraded Little
Abaco Mangrove Ecosystem. The project will alsowlfor the provisioning of forest ecosystem
services through the piloting of alternative livelods and the promotion of good management
practices among coastal communities.

Bahamas: Implementing Land, Water and Ecosystem Maagement (UNDP; GEF-BD:
$406 thousand; GEF total: $913 thousand; Co-financ&997 thousand; Total cost: $1.9
million)

This project will address these barriers throughftilowing four component: 1) Development
and implementation of integrated, innovative techhsolutions for the maintenance of
ecosystem health; 2) Strengthening of nationalrenmental monitoring and evaluation
systems; 3) Strengthening of the enabling envirartrimesupport of policy, legislative and
institutional reforms and increase of capacitydostainable natural resource management; and
4) Enhancing knowledge exchange, best practicpb¢cation and stakeholder involvement in
natural resource management. The MSP will be impigad through a multi-stakeholder
framework that will be coordinated by the Bahamasgii&nment, Science, and Technology
Commission, and involve all other relevant governtragencies, civil society organizations,
private sector groups, and UNEP.

Bolivia: Sustainable Management of Forest Ecosystem Amazonia by Indigenous and
Local Communities to Generate Multiple Environmerntand Social Benefits (UNDP; GEF-
BD: $3.8 million; GEF total: $6.2 million; Co-finarce: $26.4 million; Total cost: $32.6
million)
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The project offers the opportunity to support sustihle active management by indigenous
peoples which provides economic and social bengfésreinforce motivations to maintain the
forest and avoid conversion. The project includé€BAC located in Pando and Beni
Departments which have high biodiversity, and amaé to indigenous people from a number of
different ethnic groups (Esse-Ejja-Tacana-Cavind@agana-Cavineno, Cavineno and Chacobo-
Pacahuara). These have been prioritized becaugé floem a contiguous block; ii) are actively
managed for Brazil nut extraction; iii) are subjectmminent threats and iv) are formally titled
to indigenous communities. Covering approximate6/rillion ha overall the project will

ensure that forest ecosystems are managed by naligeand local communities, as well as local
benefits that reinforce the communities’ continnsativation and ability to participation in their
protection. The project will develop and strengthi@menabling environment by developing
institutional mechanisms and improve capacity ofegopmental and indigenous institutions to
implement SFM. The project will ensure the longxieronservation status of globally important
forest habitats in the project area, coveringasti®50,000 ha, by strengthening of community-
based governance and the generation of sustaioedmic benefits by the forests from the sale
of NTFPs. Sustainable land management practicgsdeersified cocoa plantations and
silvopastoral systems) will be applied over an afed25,000 ha of non-forest land in the
landscapes. The project is estimated to addressesdhtion of 2,887 ha, equivalent to the
avoidance of an estimated 248,325tC.

Brazil: Reversing Desertification Process in Sustibte Areas of Brazil: Sustainable
Agroforestry Practices and Biodiversity Conservati(FAO; GEF-BD: $1.5 million; GEF
total: $4.1 million; Co-finance: $16.0 million; Tadl cost: $20.0 million)

The project will promote integrated natural reseurtanagement (INRM) systems in production
landscapes within both small and large scale fagramterprises, develop small and large scale
SFM experimental areas in Caatinga and Cerradoendt@nanced management will be
supported and restore 10 forest corridors betweategted areas. With improved SFM and
INRM practices, pressure on forests and forestumess will be drastically reduced and
degradation processes reversed. This will sudtaifiow of important ecosystems services. Key
results include the incorporation of biodiversigneervation into INRM systems scaled to
landscape level within government agriculture paogs in two states, improved SFM practices
at farm level covering over 20,300 ha, and creatiomore than 81,300 ha sustainably managed
biodiversity corridors connecting protected areas.

Cambodia: Strengthening National Biodiversity and erest Carbon Stock Conservation
through Landscape-based Collaborative Management d@ambodia’s Protected Area
System as Demonstrated in the Mondulkiri Conservatin Landscape (CAMPAS Project)
(UNEP; GEF-BD: $3.5 million; GEF total: $4.8 million; Co-finance: $14.2 million; Total
cost: $19.0 million)

The proposed project would enhance Cambodia’s PAsagement effectiveness and secure
forest carbon through improving inter-sectoral abtiration, landscape connectivity, sustainable
forest management and carbon monitoring in the Mtkid Conservation Landscape. The
project adds incremental value to a set of basgliogcts, filling thematic and spatial gaps to:
build PA management capacities, stakeholder calidlom, and sustainable financing
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mechanisms, addressing prioritized PA biodiveraitg conservation corridor threats;
significantly strengthen intersectoral collaboraficeach agreement on unified vision for
national PA network, forested landscape connegt&iBD conservation; integrate PA and
forest corridor conservation & restoration in swdiional development plans, to ensure GHG
benefits and the sustainable provision of locaiaeal, and transboundary forest ecosystem
services (350,000 ha); increase resource andHvati security of communities in Community
Protected Areas & Communal Forests; and mitigateate change by generating CO2 benefits,
including restored and enhanced carbon stocks00 B@ reforestation & agro-forests plots
(236,717 tCO2e) as well as avoided deforestatidgharsix PAs/Forests of Mondulkiri
Conservation Landscape — total working area of4,,PAl ha (emission reduction of 15,363,689
tCO2e) and targeted 150,000 ha forested corriddvoadulkiri Conservation Landscape
(emission reduction 527,081 tCO2e); and advancenatibnal reference emission levels &
reference levels (REL/RL) as part of the upcomiatiamal carbon stock monitoring (MRV)
system in the demonstration landscape of Mondulkith linkage developed to national
REDD+ strategy and MRV/REL development.

Chile: Integrated National Monitoring and Assessme8ystem on Forest Ecosystems
(SIMEF) in Support of Policies, Regulations and SFMractices Incorporating REDD+ and
Biodiversity Conservation in Forest Ecosystems (FAGEF-BD: $1.1 million; GEF total:
$6.4 million; Co-finance: $25.2 million; Total cost$31.7 million)

This project focuses on establishing an integrédesst ecosystem monitoring system that will
provide periodic updated information on the stdt®rest ecosystems and the related
biodiversity and carbon stocks and fluxes. Thislead to improved SFM policies and
regulations in the country and also improved lasd-planning at state and local levels. The
current National Forest Inventory covers only dirthe forested area and the lack of
institutional coordination to date has limited #i&lity to monitor carbon stocks and land-use
changes. Expansion of the inventory system iscassary step toward provision of information
needed to better understand drivers behind lanatheeges and forest degradation processes.
This project supports the National Greenhouse Glasestory and can provide necessary
information for the development of policies, redidas and SFM practices incorporating
REDD+ and biodiversity conservation in forest esdsgns. The project has three components:
1) development of an institutional coordinatiomfiework and capacity for the implementation
of the monitoring and assessment system, 2) impi&tien of the system which includes
expanding the current system to cover the wholattgwand add socioeconomic indicators,
vegetation and land-use change monitoring, angh@jcation of the information generated in
local, regional, and national policies and regoladi

Chile: Protecting Biodiversity and Multiple Ecosysn Services in Biological Mountain
Corridors in Chile’s Mediterranean Ecosystem (UNEBEF-BD: $2.7 million; GEF total:
$5.8 million; Co-finance: $19.4 million; Total cost$25.2 million)

The project will develop a suite of interventiohsaughout 30 adjacent Municipalities which

will increase connectivity between remaining fonestources and address the competing land

use pressures within and around them. The projéictupport enhancement of Municipal

regulations on conservation, upgrading of the agstunicipality environmental management
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standard to ECOMUNA level by incorporating biodsi¢y conservation, SLM and SFM, use
incentive mechanisms to promote uptake of bioditsec®nservation, SLM and SFM among
private land owners to develop alternative livetidl@mpportunities, and support the
establishment of conservation districts in pubid @rivate lands. This project will facilitate the
development of landscape level land use plannirity, @@ordination across the 30
Municipalities. The project will result in increabprotection of biodiversity and ecosystem
services across 1 million ha, develop innovativéiSiractice within 100,000 ha of productive
land and safeguard ecosystem services (particudarlyon sequestration and water provision)
through SFM in 100,000 ha for forest with the ptiro upscale to 700,000 ha in other areas.

China: Sustainable Forest Management to Enhance tResilience of Forests to Climate
Change (FAO; GEF-BD: $913 thousand; GEF total: $71illion; Co-finance: $48.4 million;
Total cost: $55.7 million)

The three different but complementary objectivel$ va achieved through the activities
organized under the following components: i) Stthaged institutional, policy and regulatory
frameworks for forest management; ii) Innovativeeki management unit model for SFM,
enhancing carbon storage and certifying biodiveisinservation through forest management
that enhances generation of revenues, demonstaateddopted. The proposed project will
engage the Provincial Forestry Bureaus (PFB) amdstdanagement Units (FMU) to apply
SFM and biodiversity management practices in 40/@00f the forestland in three provinces in
China. In implementation of such practices, habitatl be restored for three endangered
species. In line with such national level plans, pnoject will restore 15,000 ha of degraded
forests, convert 15,000 ha of monoculture forests mixed stand and will allow for natural
regeneration of forests in 10,000 ha with estimatathon benefits of 119,417,582t CO2e in 7-
15 years. By setting up a monitoring and verificatsystem in the three provinces, the project
will contribute towards the country's new forestboa inventory system. Another innovative
aspect of the project is that it will enable comities involved in the project to assess the
feasibility of accessing carbon markets that a@risthina.

Colombia: Forest Conservation and Sustainability ihe Heart of the Colombian Amazon
(World Bank; GEF-BD: $3.8 million; GEF total: $10.4million; Co-finance: $30.0 million;
Total cost: $40.4 million)

The project aims to improve governance and promsaséainable land use activities in order to
reduce deforestation and conserve biodiversithén@olombian Amazon. The target is the
"Heart of the Amazon", an area of 11 million hamecting six protected areas in the Amazon
lowlands and Andean foothills. The project will @ge Chiribiquete National Park to cover
2,780,800 ha, making it the largest protected mr€&xlombia. Once extended, Chiribiquete
National Park will conserve 41 different ecosystems

The project is structured around 4 well designadmanents. The biodiversity objectives will be
met through improved management of new and exigtintected areas, including Indigenous
Reserves, applying an integrated landscape managemeroach. The CCM and SFM
objectives will be achieved through ensuring agremfor sustainable forest use among all the
major drivers, implementation of MRV system fordst carbon stocks that is aligned with
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national standards, and promotion of integrated-lase management practices. These activities
will be supported by training of local communitiesd authorities. The project strategically
focuses on maintaining connectivity to ensure ttw@agical integrity of the network of protected
areas and between the Andes and the Amazon. Tleepidentifies deforestation drivers and
seeks potential measures to address them.

Cook Islands: R2R: Conserving Biodiversity and Enhacing Ecosystem Functions through
a “Ridge to Reef” Approach (UNDP; GEF-BD: $2.0 milion; GEF total: $4.4 million; Co-
finance: $14.3 million; Total cost: $18.7 million)

This is a child project of the PICs Ridge to Remigsam. The objective of this project is to build
national and local capacities and actions to ensflieetive conservation of biodiversity and
enhancement of ecosystem functions within and aroogrine and terrestrial PAs (including
community conservation areas). This project wikigtionalize the management of one of the
world's largest protected areas (110,000,000 milia), which is home to many threatened and
endemic species. It will also help develop effexitommunity conservation of 22,900 ha of
coastal and terrestrial areas and support impragedulture and tourism practices resulting in
improved environmental outcomes and livelihoodds Téthe first time an integrated approach
will be adopted in Cook Islands. This project vaillko work with communities to manage and
protect this vast new protected area - also aifir€took Islands regarding PA management.

Fiji: R2R: Implementing a “Ridge to Reef’” Approach to Preserve Ecosystem Services,
Sequester Carbon, Improve Climate Resilience and Stain Livelihoods (UNDP; GEF-BD:
$3.6 million; GEF total: $7.6 million; Co-finance: $30.2 million; Total cost: $37.9 million)

The proposed project in Fiji is a part of the larBe&lge to Reef (R2R) Program in the Pacific
Island Countries. The project combines biodiversagd degradation, climate change

mitigation, sustainable forestry and internatiomaters objectives in-line with the country
priorities to protect and restore the country’sedsée marine and terrestrial ecosystems. The
proposed project is structured around the followow components: conservation of terrestrial
and marine biodiversity; conservation, restoraiod enhancement of carbon stocks through
sustainable forestry; integrated natural resount@sagement; and knowledge management. The
project will improve management of existing terrieétand marine protected areas and will also
formally establish 1 new terrestrial and 5 marinatgcted areas. In order to make these
protected areas financially sustainable, the ptajdtsupport valuation of ecosystem services
associated with these areas and will also suppoaviative financing schemes, such as a user fee
system. Reforestation and grassland restoratiaovitees will be undertaken in degraded areas to
enhance their capacity for carbon storage andtalgenerate co-benefits such as erosion
control.

Gabon: Sustainable Management of Critical Wetland€cosystems Project (World Bank;
GEF-BD: $4.6 million; GEF total: $7.7 million; Co-finance: $33.7 million; Total cost: $41.4
million)

The project will focus on three Ramsar sites thateachosen based on their importance in terms
of ecosystem services, the threats they are faamgjthe presence of other conservation
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initiatives that will serve as baseline (Bas Oggdvénts Birougou, and Petit Loango/Setté-
Cama). The project will help to install a sustaieadbamework for wetland management by
supporting a national institutional framework toinséream wetland interests and issues across
sectors and levels of government. The project seth@n three technical components with 1) the
improvement of knowledge and monitoring of wetlawdsystems in Gabon, 2) the support to
sustainable management of selected critical wettamodystems, and 3) the strengthening of the
institutional framework to support wetlands managemThis project will help Gabon to fulfill

its obligations under the Ramsar Convention by engnting main Ramsar guidelines
(monitoring, management planning, sustainable deweént, etc.).

Global (Georgia, Madagascar): Global Forest Watch ® FW 2.0 (UNEP; GEF-BD: $1.8
million; GEF total: $5.5 million; Co-finance: $68.3million; Total cost: $73.8 million)

GFW2.0 combines various near real-time tree cayes alert systems, complementary satellite
imagery and monitoring systems, a suite of mapsnamigile technology, together with
networked crowd sourcing to offer transparent amboliply available information on
deforestation and forest degradation. By using datawed on a 16-day basis GFW2.0 will offer
near real-time updates on deforestation and fokegtadation activities allowing authorities and
local communities to respond rapidly. In additioR\M#2.0 offers the potential for landscape
level planning through the provision of up-to-dfieest cover maps and reports. By using a
simple interface GFW2.0 will allow interaction wiihterested stakeholders and the public who
can freely use the results but also add to thenmtion base. GFW2.0 will support the
development and implementation of cross-sectotagnated land use management plans in
Madagascar and Georgia that reduce pressures wraln@sources from competing land uses,
improve management of 15.4 million ha of forestiteabn Georgia and Madagascar and allow
near real time alerts of deforestation activitie97 protected areas covering 2.2 million ha.

Grenada: Implementing a “Ridge to Reef” Approach toProtecting Biodiversity and
Ecosystem Functions within and Around Protected Aras (UNDP; GEF-BD: $1.4 million;
GEF total: $3.1 million; Co-finance: $15.4 million; Total cost: $18.6 million)

This project will advance sustainable developmeudt @cosystem protection in Grenada in
important ways. It will result in the creationfofe new protected areas covering 12,400
hectares, including the protection of four new mamprotected areas. It will take a ridge-to-reef
approach to protect watersheds and downstream, avkah will yield important socio-
economic benefits for local populations. It wélduce deforestation and protect forest carbon
stocks in selected watersheds.

Haiti: Increasing Resilience of Ecosystems and Vuérable Communities to CC and
Anthropic Threats Through a Ridge to Reef Approachto BD Conservation and Watershed
Management (UNDP; GEF-BD: $3.8 million; GEF total:$9.3 million; Co-finance: $43.0
million; Total cost: $52.3 million)

This project will support the establishment and aggament of protected areas in the marine and
coastal zone of target watershed, while increasiagesilience to climate threats in key
watersheds and coastal systems. The project respoMtAPA priorities in watershed
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management and soil conservation, coastal zonegearent and natural resource management.
It also implements key priorities in Haiti's pldios protected area system strengthening and
expansion. The project will promote activities whgromote climate resilient resource
management such as the construction, maintenauieraastoration of terraces and structures
for capturing run-off and promoting infiltration,uith-based production systems, and
agroforestry systems. The project will also agzisiote activities to assist ecosystems to
recover and become climate resilient. These dietswill include reforestation and restoration
of vegetation in watersheds and mangroves to premvater infiltration, regulate stream flows,
protect against mass movement and buffer agaiadesel rise and wave impact. The
protection and enhancement of watersheds and maggese both essential to the ability of
Haiti's marine ecosystems to provide benefits tdi'slgpeople. The proposed activities to
enhance climate resilience in areas which are meghto be protected areas and through the
project there will be strengthened instruments capmhcities for the effective management of
protected areas, and programs for training anaigtihening local organizations, to enable them
to support the planning and oversight of proteetexhs. This project will also support the
establishment of Haiti's first marine protectedhare

Haiti: Ecosystem Approach to Haiti Cote Sud (UNEPGEF-BD: $328 thousand; GEF
total: $6.4 million; Co-finance: $21.1 million; Total cost: $27.5 million)

The project has the objective of increasing rasiiesto climate change risks and decreasing
disaster risk using an ecosystem management appta@eting protected areas and fragile
ecosystems in the Southwestern Peninsula of H&ié.project interventions are in prioritized
areas on the vulnerable southern coast. The prnoj@stablishment effective climate resilient
management of lle a Vache National Park and Pdut aotected Landscape, and improved
forest and land use climate resilient practicefsvim protected areas which will result in an
estimated reduction of 408,226 CO2 tons/year.

The project will promote disaster risk reductiorotigh an ecosystem management approach in
the broader Southwest Peninsula landscape. At1&68&m of coastlines will be rehabilitated
and made resilient providing local communities wigalthy coastal ecosystems. This project
will also improve land use practices adopted inviigver value chain within the Port Salut
Protected Landscape leading to significant carleguastration. The project will also create a
forestry products cooperative and a vetiver growergperative. There will be improved
charcoal production and use technologies and éstaint of non-mangrove sources of wood
for charcoal production.

Indonesia: Strengthening Forest and Ecosystem Conativity in RIMBA Landscape of

Central Sumatra through Investing in Natural Capital, Biodiversity Conservation, and
Land-based Emission Reductions (RIMBA) (UNEP; GEF-B: $6.4 million; GEF total:

$9.6 million; Co-finance: $37.8 million; Total cost $47.4 million)

In the RIMBA critical landscape of Sumatra, the GitBject supports a Green Economy
approach towards low carbon, resource efficien@ysatial inclusiveness. GEF support focuses
on three complementary components to: 1) createnstiéutional foundation, human capacity,
alternative development scenarios for the RIMBAdErape; 2) invest in three different Green
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Economy development scenarios based on water, caabd biodiversity in the RIMBA
landscape; 3) establish the evidence base for meggroject impacts, the degree of adoption
and upscaling of Green Economy approaches by pravad public sectors, as well as
dissemination and uptake of best practices foonatipolicy consideration. The project will
assist the government in its effort to adopt amgeEonomy in the forestry sector. This is the first
field-based GEF project in Indonesia which introgltigreen economy, low carbon growth and
the application of sustainability and productiomsomption principles in the management of
land, water and forest resources. The projectimtéigrate spatial mapping techniques and
natural capital accounting results to develop gesmmomic development plans that include
important ecosystems and associated services. rofexpwill pilot REDD+ schemes and
establish MRV systems which will pave the way feplication of such innovative measures in
other areas.

Kenya: Development of SFM and Support to REDD foryland Forests (FAO; GEF-BD:
$1.2 million; GEF total: $2.9 million; Co-finance$11.1 million; Total cost: $14.0 million)

This project aims to develop sustainable managewpfahe forested component of dryland
landscape and support sustainable charcoal prasustilicies implementation to enhance
biodiversity conservation, reduce carbon emissamsenhance carbon sequestration, and
improve Kenya's SFM and REDD+ capacities. The ptogbased on an approach to restore
and sustainably manage 100,000 ha of dry forestsapport the implementation of sustainable
charcoal production policies at the national leWéle project includes the development of legal
and regulatory frameworks, as well as income gemgr&FM systems to empower the
communities for SFM on the long term. Partnersadge already identified to scale up the
approach.

Kenya: Scaling up Sustainable Land Management angr@biodiversity Conservation to
Reduce Environmental Degradation in Small Scale Agrture in Western Kenya (UNEP;
GEF-BD: $1.0 million; GEF total: $3.7 million; Co-fnance: $7.2 million; Total cost: $10.9
million)

The project aims to mainstream sustainable landagement (SLM) practices across the
productive landscapes around the Kakamega Foresysgtem through reducing land
degradation and improving soil productivity thatullead to increased farm productivity and
incomes. The project is based on 1) the enhanceoheapacities of Farmer Field Schools to
adopt SLM practices and agrobiodiversity conseovasind 2) the strengthening of SFM
practices at landscape level through the suppdgroCommunity Forest Associations and the
development of participative SFM on 10,000 ha. ASREmework will be piloted to ensure the
sustainability of the approach involving downstreaater users. This project will catalyze
investments at a landscape level to scale-up ogdsiM initiatives in Western Kenya.

Kiribati: R2R Resilient Islands, Resilient Communities (FAO; GEF-BD: $1.7 million; GEF
total: $4.9 million; Co-finance: $12.3 million; Total cost: $17.1 million)

The proposed project is a part of the larger Ringeeef (R2R) Program in the Pacific Island
Countries. The project combines biodiversity, laegradation, sustainable forestry and
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international waters objectives in-line with theuntry priorities to protect and restore the
country’s diverse coastal, marine and terresteakgstems. The project aims to improve
biodiversity conservation and landscape managetoaemthance socio-environmental resilience
to climate variability and change. The project atm4) strengthen the national network of
protected areas, 2) promote sustainable land mar&geand integrated landscape management,
and 3) manage knowledge for the dissemination sf ppctices. It will give an opportunity to
integrate multiple sectors into a cohesive plan@ind management system. It will sustain a
national network of protected areas in a countrgngtiew protected areas have been established
and will also enable the Government of Kiribatiést a range of approaches to rehabilitate,
manage, and protect mangroves. The project witieptd/,400 ha of land and 10% of marine
areas of Gilbert and Line islands. New land userglgg tools will be tested in pilot sites. Local
communities are core part of each activity to eeaswistainability in an environment where the
enforcement of laws and regulations on outer idaaextremely difficult.

Mauritius: Mainstreaming Biodiversity into the Mana gement of the Coastal Zone in the
Republic of Mauritius (UNDP; GEF-BD: $4.0 million; GEF total: $4.8 million; Co-finance:
$20.4 million; Total cost: $25.2 million)

This project will address the threats to biodivigrgl Coastal Wetlands, Shore and Offshore
ESAs within six the target landscapes (five in Midws Main Island and one in Rodrigues)
through a three pronged approach. First, it vaimort the incorporation of Environmentally
Sensitive Areas recommendations into policies aridreeable regulations pertaining to Coastal
Zone Management (CZM). Second, it will supportéffective management of marine
protected areas (MPAS). Third, it will take measuearrest land degradation in sensitive
locations, designed to reduce coastal erosion agichentation and help restore ecosystem
functions in key wetland areas. As a result ofgt@ect, biodiversity within coral reefs, sea-
grass beds, mangroves, inter-tidal mud-flats, $eathes and dunes, and coastal freshwater
marshlands will be better protected and managedisably. Specifically, the project will result
in: i) Reduction in the threats to biodiversity awbsystem function across target landscapes
with a total area of 150,000 ha, containing 27,08®@f Environmentally Sensitive Areas, ii)
Reduction in pressures to Coastal Wetlands, Shatédfshore ESAs Systems; iii) Tourism
sector funding channeled to biodiversity incre@geThreats to biodiversity in the offshore
environment are mitigated and fish stocks protettet least 8,000 ha of seascapes through the
improved management of MPAs and no-take zonesrogi&n and soil loss are reduced in 200
ha in erosion prone watersheds, and ecosystentesmastored in 15.4 ha in freshwater
wetlands + 23.9 ha of associated buffer.

Micronesia: R2R Implementing an Integrated Ridge toReef Approach to Enhance
Ecosystem Services, to Conserve Globally ImportarfBiodiversity and to Sustain Local
Livelihoods in the FSM (UNDP; GEF-BD: $2.7 million; GEF total: $4.8 million; Co-
finance: $17.9 million; Total cost: $22.7 million)

This project is a pilot project using the RidgeRieef integrated approach. The project will
introduce an integrated resource management; fanchto sea. The project will support the full
operationalization of at least twenty existing awegv protected areas, covering a total of 16,000
ha. Secondarily, the project will strengthen thistaxg integrated land use plan including
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through the valuation of goods and services ofnaagystems as well as different sustainable
land management practices. The project brings hegddey public sector actors (national
government, state government) and local commur(tigserman, farmers, landowners) at
national and local scale to address major threatsarine and terrestrial biodiversity. By
strengthening government capacity, legal framewankl by developing incentive for activities
on the ground, the project will anchor integratmanagement approach at the relevant level of
decision.

Mozambique: Mozambique Conservation Areas for Biodrersity and Development Project
(World Bank; GEF-BD: $3.2 million; GEF total: $6.3 million; Co-finance: $94.8 million;
Total cost: $101.1 million)

This project will strengthen the effective managat# conservation areas and the
diversification of economic opportunities to locammunities. Specifically, the project will
support 8 conservation areas, improve forest managein at least 150,000 ha, and improve
energy efficiency by using improved stoves and potamg alternative energy sources. The
preliminary estimation of the total conservatioaato benefit from this project is 1 million ha.
The financial sustainability these investments llenhanced by: strengthening the operation
of the BioFund to secure medium and long termsifumtbr sustainable landscape/ocean-scape
conservation management; and supporting the devaopof an effective commercial branch
within the National Agency of Conservation AreasN@®C) that would market and monitor
tourism concessions and other tourism products.eSafrthe tools that will be used by ANAC
include nature-based tourism licensing and redistraand promotion of nature-based tourism
investments.

Mozambique: Payment for Ecosystem Services to Suppd-orest Conservation and
Sustainable Livelihoods (FAO; GEF-BD: $1.9 million;GEF total: $3.6 million; Co-finance:
$11.5 million; Total cost: $15.1 million)

In 2005 the Government of Mozambique approved adtnal Decree ordering that 20% of all
government taxes and fees collected from the usarests (including forest concessions),
wildlife and protected areas, go to local commesitin addition to the 20% revenue, the Forest
and Wildlife regulation establishes that 50% o&g&rcollected from offenders of the legislation
are given to forest patrol agents and community be¥siwho participate in law enforcement
activities or report offenders. Until now, the @lsndistributed to the communities have been
used mainly for the construction of infrastructaueh as schools and health clinics emergency
centers and for income generating projects. Thedof the project is to develop and implement
an effective PES mechanism for accountable andageaidisbursement of 20% Decree funds
(balance of $4.8M until 2012) and 50% of the fileslance of $2.5M until 2012) linking the
payments to environmental enhancement and perfaenamnd creating the capacity to
implement and monitor the PES mechanism. Thisem#iure sustainable management of forests
and provide economic and livelihood benefits tamlaommunities in the Zambezia province.
The outcomes of this project are: i) A PES mechargstablished and implemented in the
Zambezia province generating the following bengfitd,000 ha of Miombo forest ecosystems
under sustainable management, 5% increase in forest (20,000 ha) and 1,394,600 tCO2eq
sequestered; and ii) National and provincial goremnt institutions and local NGOs/CBOs

105



capable of implementing and monitoring PES fordbeservation and sustainable use of
Miombo ecosystems.

Nauru: R2R: Implementing a “Ridge to Reef” Approach to Protecting Biodiversity and
Ecosystem Functions in Nauru (R2R Nauru) (UNDP; GERBD: $1.4 million; GEF total:
$2.7 million; Co-finance: $6.4 million; Total cost:$9.1 million)

This project supports the development of sustamabstal and marine managed areas that are
integrated with the appropriate sustainable landagament practices in upstream watersheds.
This project is a pilot project using the RidgeRieef integrated approach. The project will
introduce an integrated resource management atdtershed scale, from the top hill to the sea.
The project will support the establishment of Log#dManaged Marine Areas (LMMA) over

15% of the Nauru total coastline. The integrateudilase plan will contribute to reduce pollution
loads by at least 10% on LMMA. This project wiltestgthen government capacity and legal
frameworks and by developing incentive mechanisns@istainable activities on the ground, the
project will anchor integrative management appraatdine relevant level of decision.

Nicaragua: Strengthening the Resilience of Multipleuse Protected Areas to Deliver
Multiple Global Environmental Benefits (UNDP; GEF-BD: $1.9 million; GEF total: $6.3
million; Co-finance: $20.1 million; Total cost: $264 million)

This project seeks to reverse deforestation trandslect regions of the country, both inside and
outside protected areas. It aims to improve manageof 11 multiple-use protected areas (PAS)
covering 126,000 ha, including improved enforcenagainst illegal logging and wildlife
trafficking, improved monitoring of indicator spesi and securing of additional finance for PA
management. The project will also build corridoetween the protected areas through
improved land-use planning, introduction of susthie forest and land management practices
(including targeted natural forest regeneratiorg) mmproved monitoring of land-use change,
carbon sequestration, species, and water flowynaersheds. This project will seek to
introduce a performance-based compensation mechaaiscentivize farmers and land holders
to conserve humid forest covering an area of 3000 he project will also seek to secure new
revenues for management of the existing 11 PAs;lwaiie expected to include PA visitor
entrance fees, REDD+ incentives, and support frawafe sector and other partners.

Niue: R2R Application of Ridge to Reef Concept foBiodiversity Conservation, and for the
Enhancement of Ecosystem Service and Cultural Heage (UNDP; GEF-BD: $1.4 million;
GEF total: $4.3 million; Co-finance: $12.4 million; Total cost: $16.7 million)

The project will support the development of susible coastal and marine managed areas that
are integrated with the appropriate sustainabld taanagement practices in upstream
watersheds. This project is a pilot project usimgRidge to Reef integrated approach. The
project will introduce an integrated resource mamagnt at the watershed scale. The project will
notably support the development of a cross-seckegal framework, the maintenance of water
quality of reef areas, the establishment of a siagld continuous terrestrial conservation area
covering 2,550 ha, and a national marine proteated covering 4,500ha. This project focuses
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on strengthening government capacity and legaldwaonks and catalyzing conservation
initiatives at the landscape level.

Pakistan: Sustainable Forest Management to Secureliple Benefits in High Conservation
Value Forests (UNDP; GEF-BD: $3.6 million; GEF tota$8.5 million; Co-finance: $26.5
million; Total cost: $35.0 million)

The project will promote an integrated approaclaatiscape level for the management of high
conservation value forests that will deliver globaddiversity, carbon benefits and ecosystem
services to local communities and enhance res#ietcoss 3 target landscapes totaling
55,600ha. The project has been designed to fiinvitte REDD+ readiness initiative. This
project will operationalize sustainable forest ngeraent at landscape scale, implementing best
practice silvicultural approaches in land preparatsoil analysis, selection of appropriate
indigenous species, planting and management taosupjodiversity, pest, disease and fire
control, suitable age structure and tree densifies.project will deliver SFM to 55,600 ha of
critical forest habitats, while conserving globahyportant biodiversity. The project will restore
10,000 ha of Conifer forest and 3,400 ha of Scarbdt and 26,200 ha of Riverine forest.
Participatory and integrated planning for the dghiment of large-scale forest land use plans,
involving both key public and private sector partnas well as local communities would also be
a new approach, as would the development of busplass identifying sustainable financing
mechanisms for SFM. The project prioritizes invoiant of local stakeholders and will work
closely with local communities to pilot co-managemiaitiatives covering high value

coniferous forests. Participatory livelihoods opS@ppraisals will be undertaken through the
project to prepare an alternative livelihoods phdmch will then be implemented. The project
will also implement and demonstrate the nationtdiiered methodology for measuring carbon
stocks and fluxes.

Palau: R2R: Advancing Sustainable Resources Managerto Improve Livelihoods and
Protect Biodiversity in Palau (UNEP; GEF-BD: $2.5 iffion; GEF total: $3.9 million; Co-
finance: $15.7 million; Total cost: $19.6 million)

The objective of this project is to effectively s@nve and sustainably use biodiversity and
maintain ecosystem goods and services in Palawilbdiry institutional capacity to integrate the
Palau Protected Area Network with the SustainabledLManagement initiative, fostering a
ridge-to-reef approach across and within thesatiies. The project will include three key
elements (i) improving Palau’s Protected Area Nekw(®AN), (ii) developing sustainable land
management, and (iii) developing national coordamato ensure that issues are addressed in a
complementary fashion. The project will improveelihoods and protect biodiversity primarily
through the design and initial implementation aegtihg of an approach to resource
management and conservation embodying an inclusbraprehensive system that fully
develops and links PAN and SLM initiatives. Thejpod will result in four new protected areas
adding at least 95,000 ha of marine and 6,300 herddstrial to the existing PAN of 11,000 ha
marine and 2,100 ha terrestrial PAs. The projelitalso develop at least 8 SLM plans for the
country’s 16 states and will result in one-thirdadifnative forest totaling 8,100 ha under SFM.
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Papua New Guinea: R2R Strengthening the Managemegffectiveness of the National
System of Protected Areas (UNDP; GEF-BD: $10.4 mitin; GEF total: $11.2 thousand,
Co-finance: $42.6 million; Total cost: $53.8 millio)

This project will strengthen national and local aciies to effectively manage the national
system of protected areas, and address threatsdiwdrsity and ecosystem functions in these
areas. The project components include: increasiagnistitutional capacity of Ministry of
Environment and Conservation (and relevant Proglr@overnment counterparts) for PA
system planning and management; improving oversigtitcoordination of the national PA
system through standardized and scientifically-damenitoring of status and pressures, agreed
national standards and guidelines for PA managearehtminimum technical standards for PA
management and staff. Specifically, effective mamagnt of National Parks demonstrated
through increased management effectiveness ata¥aational Park and better integration of
the Park into the broader Sogeri Plains landscapeduce erosion and sedimentation levels in
the Laloki River. Overall, the project will supp@ffective management of PAs covering an area
of 331,000 ha. The project will also support triadial systems and models for management and
conservation of biodiversity strengthened acroseaat 331,000 ha of priority landscapes,
including agreements between communities in padtang conservation areas and central
and/or Provincial Governments, to provide finaneaiadl in-kind (service provision) support to
participating communities.

Peru: Transforming Management of Protected Area/Lamiscape Complexes to Strengthen
Ecosystem Resilience (UNDP; GEF-BD: $4.5 million; BF total: $9.1 million; Co-finance:
$50.0 million; Total cost: $59.1 million)

This project focuses on two large landscapes, theuvand the Yanachaga PA complexes,
which include a range of PA types and their buff@nes in the eastern Andes. The project
addresses impacts on the PAs subject to increasasgure from immigration of people from
areas affected by climate change related declipeazfuction and livelihood support systems.
The project will support the application of a “matlandscape approach to spatial planning and
environmental management to assist development@mskrvation initiatives, enhance cross
sector coordination, build capacity among land aggns to apply resource management
practices that optimize environmental benefits; anldance local communities participation in
decisions related to resource management, in ¢edainimize the risks of conflicts between
their livelihoods and the conservation of natueslaurces. The project will result in the creation
of 100,000 ha new PAs, increased management efeess in 9 PAs covering 6 million ha;
improved land management in 6 million ha of buffenes; 3.7 million tC in avoided emissions;
and avoided deforestation of 12,000 ha.

Regional (Bolivia, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru): Adaptéon to the Impact of Climate Change
in Water Resources for the Andean Region (World Baki GEF-BD: $1.3 million; GEF
total: $9.9 million; Co-finance: $21.1 million; Total cost: $31.0 million)

This project seeks to enhance the resilience odmasources in the face of climate change by

generating knowledge and promoting technologiesnitble governments to integrate climate

change considerations into policy, planning andht@ground investments in vulnerable sectors
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in Bolivia, Colombia, Ecuador and Peru. The projsdtructured around three principle
components, aiming to (i) enhance the scientifi¢ #chnical knowledge base to address the
impacts of climate change on the water cycle iedet basins; (ii) strengthen relevant policies
and plans in sectors related to water to ensurguade consideration of climate change
adaptation; and (iii) demonstrate and dissemimateviative adaptation technologies and
measures in the context of investments in vulnerabttors. In Ecuador, the project also seeks
to strengthen the resilience of High-Andean ecasystand biodiversity management through
the mainstreaming of climate change adaptationpoty, planning and selected on-the-ground
interventions.

Regional (Cook Islands, Fiji, Micronesia, Kiribati, Marshall Islands, Nauru, Niue, Papua
New Guinea, Palau, Solomon Islands, Tonga, Tuval¥anuatu, Samoa): R2R - Pacific
Islands Ridge-to-Reef National Priorities — Integréed Water, Land, Forest and Coastal
Management to Preserve Biodiversity, Ecosystem Saces, Store Carbon, Improve Climate
Resilience and Sustain Livelihoods (UNDP/UNEP; GEBD: $2.6 million; GEF total: $18.5
million; Co-finance: $333.0 million; Total cost: $351.6 million)

This Multifocal Area program with 14 countries iparent program for projects in these
countries. The goal of this program is to main&id enhance Pacific Island countries’ (PICSs)
ecosystem goods and services (provisioning, regglasupporting and cultural) through
integrated approaches to land, water, forest, béydity and coastal resource management that
contribute to poverty reduction, sustainable livebds, climate change mitigation, and climate
resilience. This program allows countries to folloational priorities while establishing
demonstration projects using the Ridge to Reefnatied approach in natural resource
management.

Solomon Islands: Integrated Forest Management in # Solomon Islands (FAO; GEF-BD:
$2.3 million; GEF total: $5.9 million; Co-finance: $19.0 million; Total cost: $24.9 million)

This project aims to improve the management ofdisren the Solomon Islands through a cross-
sectoral initiative to integrate biodiversity cons#ion, land degradation, sustainable forest
management and climate change issues into poliyngat national level while concurrently
incorporating these issues into livelihood actestof the local communities living in and around
the forest. This project will increase the PA nativioy over 70% of the existing area to give an
extent of 8.5% of the land area. The project wibaresult in the rehabilitation of 80,000 ha of
degraded forest to restore ecosystem servicedhezeognizing multiple forest values and
preventing subsequent degrade or forest loss. fidjeqgb introduces innovative approaches for
the Solomon Islands through the development obsuable financing mechanism for the PA
network and the establishment of a dedicated twnst. Additionally the project will improve
forest MRV tools and produce a national forest carassessment and will sequester 2,300,000
tCO2e. Community engagement is also important saiensustainability of the field level

results in the long term. The project will work lvibcal communities to develop livelihood
approaches that are compatible with the existingreew PAs and incorporate SLM practices in
their land and crop husbandry techniques.
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St. Lucia: lyanola - Natural Resource Management othe NE Coast (UNEP; GEF-BD: $1.4
million; GEF total: $2.5 million; Co-finance: $8.9 million; Total cost: $11.4 million)

This project will improve land-use planning by mstieaming biodiversity conservation in St.
Lucia's north east coast. It will create a new6,0a national park and it will restore or protect
1400 hectares of forest land through sustainalsestananagement investment. The project will
mainstream biodiversity conservation and other ystesn services, including carbon
sequestration, into land-use planning in the neatt of the country, which includes one of the
most important areas of relatively intact dry farnesthe country. It will support the
development of options for conservation on non-gavent lands and will compile data from
previous studies on the valuation of ecosystem g@od services. Overall, it will help develop
a project that will better enable the authoritesake the value of natural capital into account in
development decision-making.

Thailand: Maximizing Carbon Sink Capacity and Conseving Biodiversity through
Sustainable Conservation, Restoration, and Managemeof Peat-swamp Ecosystems
(UNDP; GEF-BD: $453 thousand; GEF total: $3.3 millon; Co-finance: $13.0 million; Total
cost: $16.3 million)

The proposed project aims to conserve and reseatgnds in Thailand to protect these vital
carbon storage systems and to increase their egpacct as carbon sinks. These 64,000-75,000
ha of peatlands in the South-Eastern province aildhd is a diverse landscape with fens,
raised-bog, lakes and grasslands, which providédtdb various plants and animal species
including threatened species. The project will dhwih the Thai Government's efforts to manage
the existing protected areas in the country anbpsdlvide the funding necessary to expand
conservation into 18,000 ha of peatlands in Kuaenigr The country is designing a
hydrotechnical scheme to raise the water-tablaertdrget wetlands; the proposed GEF project
will enable provision of external technical expsethecessary to ensure that such large scale and
complex restoration activity is conducted in anisnmentally sustainable and scientifically
sound manner. The project includes three componexpanding protection of high

conservation value peat-swamp forests and demdingttaeir sustainable use within broader
landscape; implementing technologies to avoid peamp forest degradation and restore
degraded peat-swamp forests; and improving polisiamdards and enforcement mechanisms
for conservation and sustainable use of peat-swarapts.

Tonga: R2R Integrated Land and Agro-ecosystem Managment Systems (FAO; GEF-BD:
$174 thousand; GEF total: $2.4 million; Co-finance$5.4 million; Total cost: $7.8 million)

This project is part of the PICs Ridge to Reef paoy The objective is to strengthen the
resilience of communities by enhancing land tersystems, improve forest management, and
piloting integrated agro-ecosystem approach tob#itete degraded landscapes. This integrated
agro-ecosystem management approach will providerber of benefits: reduced destruction of
agro-biodiversity that provides valuable sourcefoofl and ecosystem services and habitat,
particularly in coastal areas already vulnerablgaitwater inundation and erosion; the
establishment of organic fertilizer as an altenreatd the use of harmful pesticides to improve
soil quality and fertility; an increase in rainwalarvesting capacity to reduce the communities’
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vulnerability to drought for adaptation to climateange and climate variability; and the
regeneration of forest landscapes previously degrég foraging pigs and land clearing as a
conservation program for preserving native biodsitgr

Tunisia: Oases Ecosystems and Livelihoods ProjedMorld Bank; GEF-BD: $1.1 million;
GEF total: $5.8 million; Co-finance: $59.0 million; Total cost: $64.8 million)

The objective is to improve sustainable naturabueses management and promote livelihoods
diversification in targeted traditional oases imiia. GEF financing will support broader NRM
and sustainable economic diversification by essainlig an integrated and bottom-up
development process through a range of institutioreasures and investments. By targeting
traditional and fragile oasis ecosystems, prop@sepect will contribute to conservation of the
biodiversity (including genetic diversity of datalms), reduction of the severity of land
degradation through participatory management agpess and increasing the efficiency of
water management for agriculture. As a resultptiogect will diversify economic activities and
enhance improved livelihoods for the local popwlatiespecially women and youth) while
establishing an effective strategy for sustainaleleelopment of the country oases.

Tuvalu: R2R Implementing a Ridge to Reef Approachd Protect Biodiversity and
Ecosystem Functions (UNDP; GEF-BD: $1.4 million; GE total: $3.9 million; Co-finance:
$10.2 million; Total cost: $14.1 million)

The project implements a ‘ridge-to-reef’ approdtét integrates terrestrial and marine
biodiversity with water and land management, jgimthplemented by government and local
communities, notably the Kaupule (Island Council$je project will support the strengthening
and development of a network of Locally ManagediMaAreas (LMMAS) to effectively
protect about 15% of its coastline by the end efgloject in 2018. It will seek to harmonize
LMMA principles within Tuvalu’s Policy and Legisliain, develop Action Plans and implement
selected priorities of these Plans in the ninend$a(nature conservation with local communities,
rehabilitation of damaged island and coastal aieakiding degrade coral reefs). The project
will require different sectors to work together sustainable development with local
communities combining LLMAs to improve the protectiof natural resources while also
improving access to more reliable land and seafesdurces.

Vanuatu: R2R: Integrated Sustainable Land and Coastl Management (FAO; GEF-BD:
$1.7 million; GEF total: $4.7 million; Co-finance: $14.0 million; Total cost: $18.7 million)

The project will improve the current land use pices in efforts to address the major forest
degradation driver, large-scale cattle farmingvspastoral measures including retention of
trees, planting of fodder crops and improved griasl wood collection also contributes to
forest degradation in the country. The project adsles this threat directly by replacing wood-
fired facilities with solar driers. The projectetipts to tie various aspects of natural resource
planning and rural development together. It wilbpcarbon monitoring, reporting and
verification in select areas, allowing for replicat of such methods and setting up of a national
level system.
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Venezuela: Sustainable Forest Lands Management &whservation under an Eco-social
Approach (FAO; GEF-BD: $3.7 million; GEF total: $84 million; Co-finance: $25.7 million;
Total cost: $34.2 million)

The project will promote a strategy for naturalo@ses in which forest activities take into
account the short and long term context of ecoldgeconomic and social interactions. The
project will mainstream biodiversity, climate chargnd land degradation within the forest
sector's approach to SFM. The project will streagtthe national forest inventory system with
improved products on biodiversity, forest carbod &End degradation over an area of 4.4
million ha; two forest management units covering,811 ha will have SFM plans developed
with biodiversity and carbon issues addressediqi@atory agreements prepared for SFM
implementation with local communities covering 01é6,634 ha including the roll out of a new
national system of certification of forest managetiimked to government performance
payments. The project will also restore over 3,08®f degraded forests and is estimated to
enhance carbon stocks in excess of 200,000 tCO2e.

Vietnam: GMS-FBP: Integrating Biodiversity Consertan, Climate Resilience and
Sustainable Forest Management in Central Annamitahdscapes (ADB; GEF-BD: $826
thousand; GEF total: $3.9 million; Co-finance: $55.million; Total cost: $59.5 million)

The project aims at integrating biodiversity cons#ion, climate change mitigation, climate
resilience, and SFM in the Central Annamite landecit is fully in line and fits with the
objectives of the Program #4649: Greater Mekong&yibn Forest and Biodiversity, which has
been approved by Council in November 2011. Theggotayould fill strategic spatial and
thematic gaps in the Central Annamite landscap&auilitate positive impacts on the larger
landscape under the ongoing Greater Mekong Subréfiogram in Laos, Thailand, Cambodia,
and Vietnam. It specifically addresses vital biausity corridors in the Annamite Limestone
landscape in East-West as well as North-South titrecThe project focus is on seven PAs and
its corridors with a total of 268,000 hectares.Witthese areas, integrated forest restoration
models will be implemented with the participatidriacal communities.

Yemen: Support to the Integrated Program for the Caservation and Sustainable
Development of the Socotra Archipelago (UNEP; GEF-B: $3.1 million; GEF total: $5.0
million; Co-finance: $17.6 million; Total cost: $226 million)

This project will focus on the improved design ananagement of the network of Nature
Sanctuaries within the Socotra Archipelago NatWalld Heritage Site (WHS). The Nature
Sanctuaries (e.g. Dihamri, Homhil, Ditwah, Wadi Bahand Roosh), represent approximately
5% of the above WHS's PA network, however, therseovation will underpin the improved
management effectiveness of the entire WHS. Intaaidlithis project will develop a
community-based Invasive Alien Species managenagram that has been identified as the
number one priority for conservation in the arckage. This project will render, for the first
time, an integrated sustainable land managementtipéa will bring together conservation and
development for Socotra WHS, addressing desettidicaland degradation and biodiversity
conservation through the development of an integr&ustainable Land Management plan. This
approach will support a shift towards environmdwgtiilendly local production systems
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including e.g. subsistence pastoralism, small-sdate palm farming, small household-scale
vegetable gardens and related supporting rainateesting and storage systems. This will be
the first time for a project of this nature in tiemen, a country with unique biodiversity and
affected by serious desertification problems.
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ANNEX 12: SUMMARY DESCRIPTIONS OF MULTI -FOocAL AREA MEDIUM -SIZED PROJECTS
USING BIODIVERSITY FUNDING

Global: ABNJ: Strengthening Global Capacity to Effectively Manage Areas Beyond
National Jurisdiction (ABNJ) (Global; GEF-BD: $506 thousand; GEF total: $1.0 million;
Co-finance: $4.6 million; Total cost: $5.6 million)

This MSP falls under the FAO ABNJ program, "Globasétainable fisheries management and
biodiversity conservation in the marine ABNJ" ammhsto promote effective global and regional
coordination, including exchange of information,rmarine ABNJ, to ensure sustainable
fisheries and conservation of globally significarddiversity in the oceans. This project will
build synergies among the efforts and results effthur projects under the ABNJ Program,
synthesizing experiences, lessons-learned angladices emanating from the projects and
conveying them to stakeholders through coordinateticoherent messaging and outreach,
thereby amplifying the transformational impactshed ABNJ Program. It aims to promote
effective global and regional coordination, inclugliexchange of information, and to strengthen
capacity at these levels in order to contributsustainable fisheries and biodiversity
conservation in ABNJ.

Mali: Scaling up and Replicating Successful Sustaable Land Management (SLM) and
Agroforestry Practices in the Koulikoro Region of Mali (UNEP; GEF-BD: $320 thousand,;
GEF total: $1.5 million; Co-finance: $6.8 million; Total cost: $8.3 million)

The proposed project aims to scale up SLM throumgddgnanagement of agricultural landscape
and securing livelihoods of local communities ie tontext of climate change. The project will
contribute to the global effort of mitigating thifeets of land degradation and biodiversity loss
trough restoration of degraded lands with provehnelogies including agroforestry, microdose
practices, and protection of forest ecosystemgeBgtazing management will also be promoted
to improve animal nutrition and reduce animal puessThe project will also contribute to the
conservation of the biodiversity of the Baoule Biosre reserve. The project is based on the
following components: 1) promotion of good SLM agiiural and pastoral practices; 2)
promotion of local alternative livelihood; 3) suppto the local level capacity building; and 4)
knowledge management and monitoring.

Morocco: Conservation of Biodiversity and Mitigation of Land Degradation Through
Adaptive Management of Agricultural Heritage Systens (FAO; GEF-BD: $283 thousand;
GEF total: $822 thousand; Co-finance: $7.9 millionTotal cost: $8.7 million)

This project is designed to foster a holistic ameégrated approach toward management of oases
ecosystems, building on existing baseline investakey the Government and partners. The
project has four main components: enabling enviminfor the community management of
oases ecosystems; promoting SLM practices in tadgedses; mainstreaming biodiversity in the
production systems; and synthesizing lessons tlitée scaling-up nationally. This project
provides for the sustainability of the oases systentluding maintenance of ecosystem services
and protection of unique or endemic biodiversity.
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Peru: Conservation, Management and Restoration of f/agile Lomas Ecosystems (IADB,;
GEF-BD: $980 thousand; GEF total: $2.1 million; Cofinance: $10.6 million; Total cost:
$12.6 million)

This project will work to protect a threatened aack ecosystem, the lomas, of Peru. This
project will work with the local governments to @op a series of protected areas for these sites
along with land management plans that incorpotegetotection of these sites. There are
existing local efforts to protect and reforest thaseas, which this project will build upon and
formalize. This project could provide a model fioe implementation of community

management in partnership with local governmerttgs project builds upon local efforts and

will engage communities in developing plans fortaimable use and generate revenue to support
the PA investments through from tourism from Lima.

Tonga: R2R Integrated Environmental Management of he Fanga’uta Lagoon Catchment
(UNDP; GEF-BD: $835 thousand; GEF total: $1.8 millon; Co-finance: $6.7 million; Total
cost: $8.4 million)

The project will support the development of an eifee governance system and implement pilot
actions to improve conditions of critical habital$is project is a pilot project using the Ridge to
Reef integrated approach. The project will intraglaa integrated resource management at the
lagoon scale. The project will notably support dleeelopment of a cross-sectorial legal
framework, the maintenance of water quality of @efas, and the establishment of protected
areas. By strengthening government capacity, legalework, and by catalyzing conservation
initiatives at landscape level, the project wilthar integrative management approach at the
relevant decision making level.
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ANNEX 13: SUMMARY DESCRIPTIONS OF ENABLING ACTIVITIES IN THE BIODIVERSITY FOCAL
AREA APPROVED DURING THE REPORTING PERIOD

ANNEX 6 PROVIDES A SUMMARY OF THEENABLING ACTIVITY PROJECTS FUNDED AND GIVEN THAT
ALL ARE EXECUTING A SIMILAR SET OF ACTIVITIES TO REIEW THE NBSAP,A SUMMARY OF EACH

PROJECT IS NOT PROVIDED HERE

THE TABLE BELOW LISTS THE ACTIVITIES FOR WHICH EACHCOUNTRY CAN RECEIVE SUPPORT AS

PART OF THEIRNBSAPREVISION.

NBSAP Revision and Related
Activities

I. Stocktaking and Assessment

1. Rapid stocktaking and review of relevant plagmdicies and
reports

2. ldentification of stakeholders; consultationsl awareness

3. Rapid assessment of the causes and consequéiiediversity
loss highlighting the value of biodiversity and sgstem services
and their contribution to Human well-being

& main priorities of the strategy

Il. Setting national targets, principles

5,4. Setting national targets, principles, & mairogties of the

strategy though national consultations

Ill. Strategy and action plan
development

5. Developing the strategy and actions to implentemiagreed
targets though national consultations

6. Application of the NBSAP to sub-national enstibrough sub-
national and local consultations

7. Sectoral integration including mainstreamingidévelopment,
poverty reduction and climate change plans thraegtoral
consultations

IV. Development of

Implementation plans and related
activities

8. Development of a plan for capacity developmentNBSAP
implementation.

9. Technology needs assessment

10. Development of a communication and outreacteqyy for the
NBSAP.

11. Development of a plan for resource mobilizafnNBSAP
implementation

and exchange

V. Institutional, monitoring, reporting

12. Establishment/ strengthening of national cowtion structures

13. CHM development.

14. Development of indicators and monitoring apphoa

15. Fifth national report
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ANNEX 14: SUMMARY DESCRIPTIONS OF PROJECTS APPROVED AND FUNDED BY THE NAGOYA
PROTOCOL IMPLEMENTATION FUND (NPIF)

Argentina: Promoting the Application of the NagoyaProtocol on ABS (UNDP; GEF NPIF:
$958 thousand; Co-finance: $3.0 million; Total cost$4.0 million)

This project will contribute to the ratification duimplementation of the Nagoya Protocol by
strengthening the national access and benefitrg&ABS) framework, and by supporting a
pilot to develop anti-diarrheal products. This do¥s the investigations of the National Institute
of Agricultural Technology (INTA) on llama-derivexhtibodies as complementary or alternative
passive immunity strategies to prevent virus-indudiarrhea. Access to the genetic resources
will be provided under the principles of PIC, MAMdbenefit-sharing, with monetary and non-
monetary benefits reinvested in the conservatiah@iGuanacos and their habitats. This project
will result in: 1) Strengthening the national AB&rmework and building capacity to facilitate
implementation of the Nagoya Protocol by meanshaf ratification of the Nagoya Protocol, a
National framework for the protection of traditidkaowledge, and the approval of ABS
regulation and administrative procedures of thel@ihprovince; 2) The conservation and
sustainable use of the guanaco population by stienong the national and provincial
management plans for the conservation and sustainab of guanacos, the improvement of the
quality of life for local communities, and a survatocol for the study of the sanitary status of
the guanaco population in Chubut province; and )lét project using genetic resources from
guanacos to develop an anti-diarrheal productsvities will include biochemical studies of the
functional properties of the antibodies found imgacos, and pre-clinical studies to supplement
children’s milk diet with the antibodies as a pnetiree strategy for virus-induced diarrhea.

Bhutan: Implementing the Nagoya Protocol on Acces® Genetic Resources and Benefit
Sharing (UNDP; GEF NPIF: $1 million; Co-finance: $2million; Total cost: $3 million)

In order to safeguard Bhutan's biodiversity andjé@setic resources, which is under increased
threats, the country sees great potential in suebdy utilizing its genetic resources through a
long-term vision which enables the fair and equéaharing of benefits through access to its
genetic resources, part of which in turn is plowgback into a conservation fund to sustain
conservation initiatives in the country. This @djis expected to develop and implement the
necessary national ABS framework, build nationglagdties and facilitate the discovery of
nature-based products in Bhutan. The project deduthe following components: 1)
strengthening national regulatory and institutidnainework on ABS; 2) capacity building and
awareness raising for implementation of the nati&®framework; 3) piloting agreements on
ABS. These will demonstrate: 1) two ABS agreemeuitls the private companies, 2) five lead
compounds to be identified and considered for thesbpment of cosmetic and pharmaceutical
products, and 3) two trial products for manufactgricosmetic and pharmaceutical products.

Cameroon: A Bottom Up Approach to ABS: Community Level Capacity Development for
Successful Engagement in ABS Value Chains in Camero (Echinops giganteus(UNDP;
GEF-BD: $500 thousand; GEF-NPIF: $440 thousand; Cdinance: $1.1 million; Total cost:
$2.0 million)
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The objective of this project is to build the capaof Indigenous Peoples and local
communities (ILCs) in Cameroon to better engagénnegotiations with users of genetic
resources. This project will result in the capaotyndigenous and local communities’ in
Cameroon to better engage with users of genetizress by strengthening the value chains of
products derived from the plants Echinops gigante@ameroon. This species is of interest to
the fragrance and flavor sectors. The experieneasat] from the pilot will be used in the
national legislation and regulatory frameworks gougg ABS in Cameroon. The ILCs will
participate in ABS-compliant value chains basedemnetic resources and associated traditional
knowledge. This project will allow these commurstie directly engage with the users of
genetic resources and negotiate the access tetteigresources and the terms for sharing the
benefits derived from their utilization.

Colombia: The Development and Production of NaturaDyes in the Choco Region of
Colombia for the Food, Cosmetics and Personal Catledustries Under the Provisions of
the Nagoya Protocol (UNDP; GEF NPIF: $1 million; Cefinance: $1.5 million; Total cost:
$2.5 million)

The project will support research and developmentgsses necessary to improve the
transformation of raw juice from the fruit Gfenipa americananto a blue dye with potential
applications for the food, cosmetic and personed gadustries. This project aims at the
development of natural plant colorants for the faozkmetics and personal care industries. As
part of this project the partners are committedstablish the industrial production facilities to
generate the dry colorant derived from the panamericanaThis project will also result in the
conservation of 750 ha of tropical rain forest urglestainable management by the local
communities. The Government of Colombia will usie froject to advance the national ABS
agenda including a resolution proposal for shanmametary benefits between users and
providers of genetic resources.

Cook Islands: Strengthening the Implementation ofthe Nagoya Protocol on Access to
Genetic Resources and Benefit Sharing in the Cooklands (UNDP: 5613; GEF NPIF: $930
thousand; Co-finance: $1.5 million; Total cost: $21 million)

This project will allow the Cook Islands to develapd implement a complete national Access
and Benefit Sharing (ABS) framework, build nationapacities and support a pilot ABS
agreement based on Traditional Knowledge and R&lrliate Partnership. This project will
result in: i) the ratification of the Nagoya Prabb¢NP), ii) the strengthening of the national
ABS and traditional knowledge regulatory frameworkompliance with the NP, iii) the
revision of the ABS agreement between "Cook Islaviddical Technologies” - CIMTECH (a
natural products research and development companty)Koutu Nui" (a lawfully recognized
indigenous representative body) to ensure comggiavith the NP; iv) the improved facilities
and extraction protocols for the active compouiith Wwone and cartilage regeneration
properties derived from "Au'Hibiscus tiliaceu¥ V) the strengthened capacities of the local
communities on sustainable cultivation/collectidmplant material; and vi) the conservation of
the habitats oH. tiliaceusthrough traditional conservation and sustainakteaetion practices.
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Costa Rica: Promoting the Application of the Nagoy&rotocol through the Development of
Nature-based Products, Benefit-sharing and Biodivesity Conservation (UNDP; GEF
NPIF: $1 million; Co-finance: $4.6 million; Total cost: $5.6 million)

The objective of this project is to implement thagdya Protocol on Access and Benefit Sharing
of Genetic Resources through the development off@dtased crop-protection products and the
strengthening of the capacity of the National Cossioin for the Management of Biodiversity
(CONAGEBI0), the Costa Rican ABS national authorititis project will complete the gaps in
the scientific research process needed to valitiatpotential of DMDP (a sugar alkaloid
derived from the tree of the genus Lonchocarpud)ismlate 468B (a micro fungus derived
compound) for crop-protection products. The stdBB is an activator of the natural defense
systems of plants and has the potential to be dpedlinto a product that could be labeled as a
Bio-Activator of Resistance (BAR), against bothdgahand bacterial diseases in crops like
bananas and coffee. In addition, this project stiéngthen the institutional capacity on ABS
resulting in a proposal to modify the current na#dlbABS framework and in the ratification of
the Nagoya Protocol, and thus, contributing togady entry into force of this internationally
legally binding protocol.

Fiji: Discovering Nature-based Products and Build Nitional Capacities for the Application

of the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resoascand Benefit Sharing (UNDP; GEF
NPIF: $1 million; Co-finance: $2.4 million; Total cost: $3.4 million)

This project will allow research and developmen&[R on nature-based products of interest to
the pharmaceutical and agrochemical industries ruth@eprovisions of the Nagoya Protocol,
target investments for the conservation and suabénuse of genetic resources in marine
ecosystems, and support the ABS agenda of the Gimeart of Fiji. This project will support: i)
the discovery of active compounds in marine orgasif.e. seaweeds, invertebrates, and deep-
water microbes (bacteria and fungi)] for pharmaicali{malaria, dengue, cancer, TB,
Leishmaniasis, HIV) and agrochemical uses, ii) dperationalization of ABS Agreements and
Benefit Sharing between users (pharmaceutical grmt@emical companies) and providers of
genetic resources (local communities in Fiji Logrine Managed Areas -FLMMA) under the
supervision of the Ministry of iTaukei Affairs; Jithe strengthening of Bio-prospecting in Fiji
through technology transfer; and iv) the establishthof Administrative systems and increasing
understanding and actions of the national ABS Cdtemon access and benefit sharing.

Gabon: Implementation of National Strategy and Acton Plan on Access to Genetic
Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Begits Accruing From Their Utilization
(UNDP; GEF-NPIF: $913 thousand; Co-finance: $1.8 nilion; Total cost: $2.7 million)

The objective of this project is to put in place thasic legal and administrative requirements to
comply with the Nagoya Protocol, to make the protémown among the relevant
constituencies, and to make it operational by mliog access to potential users of genetic
resources. This project will result in: 1) Implertegion of ABS Measures: i) development and
validation of Legislative and Administrative meessi i) ABS procedural tools (PIC, MAT,
manual) for ABS process for benefit sharing, ggiklation and regulations with provisions for
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dispute resolution mechanism, protection of Tradii Knowledge, Innovation and Practices
and agreements for transfer of genetic/biologicatlemals. 2) Strengthened the capacity for
implementation by means of: i) A National Advis&@gmmittee, ii) A Center of biodiversity
Information exchange, iii) identification of chepkints for biological and genetic resources. 3)
Training and public awareness campaigns: (i) Comaation, Education, Participation and
Awareness (CEPA) sessions on Nagoya ProtocoktaReholders in local communities and
management personnel in Customs AdministrationMindstry of Water and Forests trained on
ABS procedures.

Global: Global Support for the Entry into Force of the Nagoya Protocol on Access and
Benefit Sharing (UNDP; GEF NPIF: $1 million; Co-finance: $627 thousand; Total cost:
$1.6 million)

This project aims to provide support for the legfisie agenda of the participating countries, key
pieces of information to take informed decisionglmmimplications of ratification and
implementation of the Protocol. Participating coigst would need to certify that they can
potentially ratify the Nagoya Protocol by carryiogt the activities included in this project and
that a complete legal and regulatory frameworknateneeded for the legislature to consider
ratification. The project will result in institutial, policy, legal and regulatory frameworks
evaluated for consideration by the legislature kaylstakeholder groups (particularly policy
makers) taking informed decisions on the impligadiof ratification and implementation of the
Nagoya Protocol.

Kenya: Developing the Microbial Biotechnology Indusry from Kenya's Soda Lakes in line
with the Nagoya Protocol (UNEP; GEF NPIF: $913 thosand; Co-finance: $1.8 million;
Total cost: $2.7 million)

This project will focus on research and developmétit special emphasis on enzymes of
interest to the biofuels, textile, food and bevetggotein hydrolysis, and bio-pesticides
industries. This project will result in: 1) systamaliscovery of natural products for industrial
enzymes and bio-pesticides with at least 1 enzymeéuat developed for the biofuel, textile,
food and beverage industries and at least 1 bitepsbs for enhanced seed and seedling
treatment; 2) technology transfer - technologygfamed (including equipment, know-how and
training) from users to provider organizations anceffective bioinformatics system established
at the Kenya Wildlife Service (KWS) for monitorimgd evaluation; 3) ABS agreements
developed -at least 1 ABS agreement between pne/{#&VS and Soda Lakes communities-
county government), local Kenyan institutions, amtlstrial partners; and 4) the policy, legal
and regulatory frameworks on ABS upgraded in coamale with the provisions of the Nagoya
Protocol.

Regional: Ratification and Implementation of the Naoya Protocol for the Member

countries of the Central African Forests CommissioilCOMIFAC (UNEP; GEF NPIF: $1.8
million; Co-finance: $8.3 million; Total cost: $101 million)

This project will contribute with the ratificaticand implementation of the Nagoya Protocol of
the 10 member countries of the Central African Br€ommission (COMIFAC). By the end of
the project, the 10 countries of COMIFAC (Bururdameroon, Chad, Central African
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Republic, Democratic Republic of Congo, Equato@ainea, Gabon, Republic of Congo,
Rwanda and San Tome & Principe) will have ratifeed started implementing basic provisions
of the Nagoya Protocol. Gabon and Rwanda, whaedtthe Nagoya Protocol already, will be
using this project for implementation of basic maas and to participate on regional activities.

Regional: Ratification and Implementation of the Nayoya Protocol in the Countries of the
Pacific Region (UNEP; GEF NPIF: $1.8 million; Co-fhance: $950 thousand; Total cost:
$2.7 million)

The project will result in the ratification and ilementation of basic measures of the Nagoya
Protocol by the 14 participating countries. Ratifion of the NP will be achieved by developing
the following activities: i) scoping study of teeisting laws and regulations related to ABS at
the national and regional level; ii) analysis & tmplications of ratification of the protocol;)iii
draft document for ratification by the relevanttaarity; iv) public awareness among
parliamentarians and other decisions makers. Imgreation of basic provisions of the Nagoya
Protocol will be carried out by stocktaking andesssnent of capacities and systems to
implement basic provisions of the NP, strategy acttbn plan for the implementation of ABS
measures, and building capacity among stakeholdéngarticular emphasis in the Government
agencies in charge of making the protocol operation
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ANNEX 15. SAVE OUR SPECIES PROGRAM GRANTS APPROVED DURING THE REPORTING

PERIOD
Project Title SOS grant Co- Organization Target Species Country(ies)
funding ($) | finacing ($)
Ensuring a future for the Critically| 49,962 11,416 Fauna & Flora Siamese crocodile| Cambodia
Endangered Siamese crocodile International (Crocodylus
(FFI) siamensiy(CR)
Conserving the Ciritically 66,209 33,302 Ashoka Trust  White-bellied India
Endangered White-bellied Heron, for Research Heron @Ardea
Ardea insignis in key sites of the in Ecology insignig (CR)
Manas Tiger Reserve in Assam, and the
India Environment
(ATREE)
South African Cycad Species 63,791 31,911 Endangered 33 Encephalartos South Africa
Protection Project Wildlife Trust Cycad species
(EWT)
Creating Connections: Working 49,940 23,442 Whitley Sulawesi crested Indonesia
Together to Protect the Last Wildlife black macaque
Stronghold of the Endemic Conservation (Macaca nigra
Sulawesi Crested Black Macaque Trust (CR)
(Macaca nigra (WWCT)
Conservation of Atlantic 82,303 42,240 Wildlife Atlantic humpback| Gabon,
Humpback Dolphins in Gabon angd Conservation dolphin Sousa Congo
Congo - a refuge for an embattled Society teuszi) (VU)
and forgotten species (WCS)
Preventing Bycatch of Irrawaddy 99,370 65,938 World Wide Irrawaddy dolphin Cambodia
Dolphins in the Mekong River Fund for (Orcaella
Nature brevirostris)(CR)
(WWF)
Conservation of Endangered and 140,416 141,285 Wildlife Siamang Indonesia,
Critically Endangered Gibbons of Conservation (Symphalangus Lao PDR,
Southeast Asia Society syndactylufs (EN) Malaysia
(WCS) Agile gibbon
(Hylobates agili}
(EN)
Lar gibbon
(Hylobates lay
(EN)
Northern white-
cheeked gibbon
(Nomascus
leucogenys(CR)
Implementing a regional model to 151,866 269,099| Turtle Northern River Bangladesh,
conserve large River Terrapins of Survival Terrapin Batagur Cambodia,
the genus Batagur in South and Alliance baskg (CR) India
Southeast Asia (TSA) Southern River

Terrapin Batagur
affinis) (Not
assessed)
Red-crowned
Roofed Turtle
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Project Title SOS grant Co- Organization Target Species Country(ies)
funding ($) | finacing ($)
(Batagur kachugp
(CR)
Securing the future of Gangetic 90,000 180,549| Aaranyak Ganges River India
dolphin in Brahmaputra river Dolphin
system (India) through local (Platanista
community engagement and gangetica
empowerment gangetica (EN)
Saving the Saola - Intensifying 120,000 268,774 World Wide Saola Pseudoryx Lao PDR,
protection across a trans-boundary Fund for nghetinhensis Vietnam
landscape Nature (CR)
(WWF) Large-antlered
muntjac
(Muntiacus
vuquangensjs
(EN)
People and Nature: Sustainable 99,976 189,151| Woodland Matschie’s Tree Papua New
solutions to conserve endemic an Park Zoo Kangaroo Guinea
globally threatened species on (WPZ) (Dendrolagus
Papua New Guinea’s Huon matschigi (EN)
Peninsula Western Long-
Beaked Echidna
(Zaglossus bruijni
(CR)
New Guinea
Pademelon
(Thylogale browni
(VU)
Saving a Threatened Cycad 27,871 6,444 Montgomery | Zamia prasina Belize
SpeciesZamia prasinan Belize. Botanical (CR)
Center, Inc. Zamia decumbens
(MBC)
West African Manatee 102,400 91,800 Sea 2 Shore West African Mali,
Conservation. manatee Senegal,
(Trichechus Nigeria
senegalens)gVU)
Conserving A Suite of Northern 167,032 167,409| Wildlife Giant Ibis Cambodia
Cambodia’s Threatened Bird Conservation (Thaumatibis
Species. Society giganteg (CR)
(WCS) White-shouldered

Ibis (Pseudibis
davison) (CR)
Bengal Florican
(Houbaropsis
bengalensis(CR)
White-rumped
Vulture Gyps
bengalensis(CR)
Slender-billed
Vulture Gyps
tenuirostrig (CR)
Red-headed
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Project Title SOS grant Co- Organization Target Species Country(ies)
funding ($) | finacing ($)
Vulture (Sarcogyps
calvug (CR)
Greater Adjutant
(Leptoptilos
dubiug (EN)
Green Peafowl
(Pavo muticuk
(EN)
Masked Finfoot
(Heliopais
personatul(EN)
Conservation of the saola and other 127,611 127,644 Wildlife Saola Pseudoryx Lao PDR
endangered mammals of the Phou Conservation nghetinhensis
Sithone Endangered Species Society (CR)
Conservation Area in Laos (WCS)
Management strategy to establish 49,000 10,000 Universidad Zamia disodon Colombia
new populations and guarantee the de Antioquia (CR)
persistence of critically endangered Zamia restrepoi
species of Cycads in Colombia (CR)
Zamia wallissi
(CR)
Filipinos for Flying Foxes: 98,490 50,280 Bat Golden-capped Philippines
Community-based roost Conservation fruit bat (Acerodon
sanctuaries for the world’s largest International jubatug (EN)
bat (Acerodon jubatus (BCI)
Safeguarding endangered Douc 40,300 8,100 Douc Langur| Red shanked Doug Vietnam
Langurs and critically endangered Foundation langur Pygathrix
Gibbons at Son Tra Nature Resefve (DLF) nemaeus(EN)
and Chu Mom Ray National Park Grey shanked Doucg
Vietnam Langur Pygathrix
cinereg (EN)
Gibbon Nomascus
annamensis(CR)
Saving vaquita from extinction 195,000 203,528, World Vaquita Phocoena| Mexico
through effective and permanent Wildlife Fund, sinug (CR)
gear swaps Inc.(WWF)
Conservation of Priority 134,996 142,330] Endangered| The Clanwilliam South Africa
Freshwater Ecosystems and Wildlife Trust sandfish Labeo
Threatened Species in the Cape (EWT) seebelj (EN)
Floristic Region Barrydale redfin
(Pseudobarbus
burchell)) (CR)
Clanwilliam sawfin
(Barbus serra
(EN)
Comprehensive community-based 80,000 80,000 Alliance for Maleo Indonesia
conservation of the endangered Tompotika (Macrocephalon
maleo bird Mlacrocephalon maléo Conservation maleq (EN)
in Tompotika, Sulawesi (AlTo)
Strengthening Protection and 99,976 231,186| International Javan rhino Indonesia
Habitat Management for the Rhino (Rhinoceros
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Project Title SOS grant Co- Organization Target Species Country(ies)
funding ($) | finacing ($)
Critically Endangered Javan Rhinp Foundation| sondaicus)CR)
(IRF) Javan bantendBps
javanicug (EN)
Enhancing Protection of the 199,888 221,600| International| Sumatran Indonesia
Critically Endangered Sumatran Rhino rhinoceros
Rhino Foundation (Dicerorhinus
(IRF) sumatrensis(CR)
Sumatran elephant]
(Elephas maximus
sumatranuf (EN)
Sumatran tiger
(Panthera tigris
sumatrae)EN)
Dugong Emergency Protection 61,747 13,293 Endangered Dugong Pugong Mozambique
Project Wildlife Trust dugon (VU)
(EWT)
Saving Threatened Coastal 59,988 34,608 Wildlife Irrawaddy dolphin Bangladesh
Cetaceans in Collaboration with Conservation (Orcaella
Gillnet Fishermen in Coastal Society brevirostrig (VU),
Waters of Bangladesh (WCS) Indo-Pacific finless
porpoise
(Neophocaena
phocaenoidés
(VU)
Participatory Conservation of West 99,000 59,000 Stichting West African Guinea-
African chimpanzees and their Chimbo ChimpanzeeRan Bissau
habitat in and around the future troglodytesssp.
Boé National Park verug (EN)
Combating the most urgent threats 154,182 206,272| Wildlife African forest Democratic
to endangered African forest Conservation elephant Republic of
elephants and okapi in the Ituri Society (Loxodonta Congo (DRC)
forest of DRC. (WCS) africang) (VU)
Okapi Okapia
johnston) (EN)
Immediate bycatch protection for 35,702 46,536 OCEANA Shortfin mako Chile
the vulnerable shortfin mako shark shark (surus
in Chile oxyrinchug (VU)
Conservation of two highly 87,400 44,375 Fauna & Flora Yuanbaoshan Fir China
threatened Abies species in International (Abies
southern China (FFI) yuanbaoshanengis
(CR)
Ziyuan Fir Abies
ziyuanensis(EN)
Conservation of endemic and 49,999 20,676 PRONATUR| 3 Cycad species : Mexico
threatened cycads of Chiapas, A SUR Ceratozamia

Mexico through community
participation

matudag(EN)
Zamia
soconuscensis
(VV)
Ceratozamia
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Project Title SOS grant Co- Organization Target Species Country(ies)
funding ($) | finacing ($)
mirandae(EN)
The Mulanje Cedar Ecological 175,000 223,200f Mulanje Mulanje Cedar Malawi
Restoration Project Mountain (Widdringtonia
Conservation whytei) (CR)
Trust
Protection of the Mediterranean 99,560 49,966 Fundacién Mediterranean Mauritania
monk seal lonachus monachis CBD-Habitat monk seal
colony of the Cap Blanc peninsula, (Monachus
Mauritania monachus(CR)
Conservation of the Fiji Acmopyle 49,670 11,105 Fiji Nature Fiji Acmopyle Fiji
- a forgotten icon Conservation (Acmopyle
Trust - sahniana (CR)
NatureFiji-
MareqetiViti
(NFMV)
Sharks and rays: from the end of 49,750 10,950 Fauna & Flora Common Cape Verde
the line to the front of the eyes International smoothhound
(FFI) (Mustelus
mustelu (VU)
Reef manta ray
(Manta alfred)
(VU)
Scalloped
Hammerhead shar
(EN)
Squat-headed
hammerhead shark
(Sphyrna
mokarrar) (EN)
Smooth
hammerhead
(Sphyrna zygaena
(VU)
Piked dogfish
(Squalus
acanthia3 (VU)
Improving the conservation status 99,000 50,000 WildAid Giant Manta Ray | China
of Manta rays through demand (Manta birostrig
reduction and CITES (VU)
implementation assistance in China Reef Manta Ray
(Manta alfred)
(VU)
AALF Project in Gabon : wildlife 69,875 148,000, Conservation African elephant Gabon
law enforcement (Appui a Justice (CJ) (Loxodonta

I’Application de la Loi sur la
Faune)

africanug (VU)
Western gorilla
(Gorilla gorilla)
(CR)
ChimpanzeeRan
troglodyte$ (EN)

African manatee
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Project Title SOS grant Co- Organization Target Species Country(ies)
funding ($) | finacing ($)
(Trichechus
senegalensis) - VU
Protecting the Dja biosphere 135,157 128,420| Zoological African elephant Cameroon
reserve and surrounding area, a Society of (Loxodonta NO
world heritage site in danger and London (ZSL) africana cycloti$
conservation priority for elephantg (VU)
and great apes Western gorilla
(Gorilla gorilla)
(CR)
Common
chimpanzeeRan
troglydytes
troglydyte$ (EN)
Development and implementation 145,000 148,000 PRETOMA Scalloped Colombia,
of an integrated management Hammerhead Costa Rica,
strategy for Sphyrna lewini in the (Sphyrna lewini Ecuador,
Eastern Tropical Pacific (EN) El Salvador
Conserving Timneh parrots 47,710 12,900 World Parrot| Timneh parrot Guinea-
through protection of key breeding Trust (WPT) (Psittacus timneh Bissau NO
areas and the enforcement of (VU)
wildlife trade legislation in West
Africa
Community-based Marine Turtle 79,153 43,202 Sea Turtle Leatherback Liberia NO
Conservation Project in Watch (STW) (Dermochelys
Southeastern Liberia coriaceg (CR)
Hawksbill
(Eretmochlys
imbricata) (CR)
Olive ridley
(Lepidochelys
olivaceg (VU)
Green Turtle
(Chelonia mydas
(EN)
AFRICASAW 82,000 41,000 Des Requins| Smalltooth Sawfish  The Gambia,
et Des (Pristis pectinata Guinea-
Hommes (CR) Bissau, NO
(DRDH) Largetooth Sawfish  Senegal,
(Pristis pristig Sierra Leone,
(CR) NO
Guinea
Conservation of the Bonob®#n 94,399 152,394 Mbou-Mon- Bonobo Pan Democratic
paniscu$ in the Bolobo Territory Tour (MMT) paniscu3 (EN) Republic of
(Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC)
Congo), by area protection, raising
awareness and the development pf
livelihood alternatives
Renatura program to reduce impact 88,578 63,645 RENATURA | 5 species of marine Republic of
of fisheries’ by catch on threatengd Congo turtle (CR/EN/ Congo

species in Congo-Brazzaville

VU)
5 species of shark
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Project Title SOS grant Co- Organization Target Species Country(ies)
funding ($) | finacing ($)
(EN / VU)
Creation of a Community- 30,000 35,616 West African| Miss Waldron'sred Ghana
Managed Forest in Western Ghana Primate colobus
and Potential Trans-Border Conservation (Procolobus badius
Reserve between Ghana and Cote Action-Ghana | waldroni) (CR)
d’lvoire (WAPCA) Roloway monkey
(Cercopithecus
diana roloway
(EN)
White-naped
mangabey
(Cercocebus atys
lunulatug (EN)
Continued Development of a 50,000 67,960 Reptile and Leatherback Sierra Leone
Community-Based Marine Turtle Amphibian (Dermochelys
Conservation Program for Sierra Program - coriaceg (CR)
Leone Sierra Leone Hawksbill
(RAP-SL) (Eretmochlys
imbricatad) (CR)
Loggerhead
(Caretta caretta
(EN)
Olive ridley
(Lepidochelys
olivaceg (VU)
Green Turtle
(Chelonia mydas
(EN)
Global Mobulid Conservation, 100,000 210,000 The Manta Giant Manta Ray India,
Education and Awareness Trust (Manta birostrig Indonesia,
Programme (VU) Peru,
Reef Manta Ray Philippiens,
(Manta alfred) Sri Lanka
(VU)
Implementing the First Liberian 45,000 22,500 Fauna & Flora Pygmy Liberia
National Action Plan for the International Hippopotamus
Endangered Pygmy Hippopotamus (FFI) (Choeropsis
liberiensig (EN)
Conservation of the Critically 50,000 40,000 Herp- Togo slippery fro¢| Ghana
Endangered Togo Slippery Frog Conservation (Conraua derogi
(Conraua derogi Ghana (CR)
Conservation of endangered 189,054 189,054| Wildlife Great hammerhead Belize,
hammerheads through Conservation (Sphyrna Mexico,
collaborative efforts to reduce the Society mokarrar) (EN) Honduras
use of destructive fishing gear in (WCS) Scalloped
the Mesoamerican Barrier Reef hammerhead
System (Sphyrna lewini
(EN)
Conservation of the western 50,000 25,000 Fundacién Westerr Guinea-
chimpanzee (Pan troglodytes CBD-Habitat chimpanzeeRan Bissau
verus) at the National Park of troglodytes
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Project Title SOS grant Co- Organization Target Species Country(ies)
funding ($) | finacing ($)
Cantanhez (Guinea-Bissau) veru9)(EN)
Conservation of three endangered 49,972 11,242 Wildlife Preuss’s red Nigeria
primates in the Oban Division of Conservation colobus
Cross River National Park, Nigeria Society (Procolobus
(WCS) preuss) (CR)
Drill (Mandrillus
leucophaeus(EN)
Nigeria-Cameroon
chimpanzeeRan
troglodytes ellliot)
(EN)
Community based water resourcs 100,000 400,000f PROTOS Encephalarto: Uganda
management program for the whitelockii (CR)
conservation of Encephalartos
whitelockii cycads in the
downstream part of Mpanga
catchment in western Uganda.
In- and Ex-Situ Conservation of 90,000 80,500 Rare Specie West African Ivory Coast
Mecistops in the Upper Guinea Conservatory slender-snouted
Forest Region Foundation crocodile
(RSCF) (Mecistops
cataphractuy
(CR)
Emergency Protection for the 20,000 17,000 American Bird White-bellied Peru
Critically Endangered White- Conservancy cinclodes
bellied Cinclodes (Peru) (Cinclodes
palliates)(CR)
Combating a new elephant 18,000 52,000 The WILD African elephant Mali
poaching threat in the Gourma Foundation (Loxodonta
region of Mali africang (VU)
SELI 1 Oil Spill Response - saving 22,000 18,500 SANCCOB -| African penguin South Africa
endangered African penguins Southern (Spheniscus
African demersul(EN)
Foundation for
the
Conservation
of Coastal
Birds
Emergency rescue of >5% of the 21,960 12,110 Fauna & Flora Siamese crocodile| Cambodia
wild breeding population of International (Crocodylus
Critically Endangered Siamese siamensiy(CR)
crocodiles
Urgent conservation action to 25,000 3,000 Leo African elephant Cameroon
safeguard elephants and lions from Foundation (Loxodonta
poachers in Cameroon's Bouba- africang (VU)
Ndjidda N.P. Lion (Panthera
leo) (VU)

129




Project Title SOS grant Co- Organization Target Species Country(ies)
funding ($) | finacing ($)
Stopping the Bleeding: Increased 24,828 82,418 FREEDOM Siamese rosewood  Thailand
Enforcement Capacity for Foundation (Dalbergia
Thailand’s Thap Lan National Park cochinchinensis
to Address Rampant Rosewood (VU)
Poaching
Totals $4,985,081 | $5,371,870 42 CSOs 129 Species 42 Countries
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Annex 16. SCCF and LDCF Projects Approved During tle Reporting Period that
Contribute to the Objectives of the CBD

APPROVED SCCFPROJECTS THAT CONTRIBUTE TO THE OBJECTIVES OF THE CBD

Total
SCCF
amount Co-
GEF (grant + financing
Country Title Agency | fees) () | ($)
Sustainable Agricultural Livelihoods inWorld
Lebanon Marginal Areas (SALMA) Bank 7,862,398 26,100,000
Building climate resilience through
Antigua and| innovative financing mechanisms for
Barbuda climate change adaptation UNEP 5,584,5006,290,000
Climate Change Adaptation in the
Regional Eastern Caribbean Fisheries Sector FAQ 6,142,953,850,000
Building Climate Resilience of Urban
Systems through Ecosystem-based
Adaptation (EbA) in Latin America and
Regional the Caribbean UNEP 6,734,25021,910,000
Increasing Productivity and Adaptive
Capacities in Mountain Areas of
Morocco Morocco (IPAC-MAM) IFAD 7,198,450 24,000,000
West Balkans Drina River Basin World
Regional Management Project Bank 5,000,000 99,700,000
Technology Transfer for Climate
Bosnia- Resilient Flood Management in Vrbasg
Herzegoving River Basin UNDP 5,639,250 12,540,000
Totals 44,161,798 225,390,000

131



APPROVED LDCF PROJECTS THAT CONTRIBUTE TO THE OBJECTIVES OF THE CBD

Country

Title

GEF

Agency

Total
LDCF
amount
(grant +
fees) ($)

Co-
financing

($)

Burkina
Faso

Reducing vulnerability of natural resoul
dependent livelihoods in two landscapes alf
risk of the effects of climate change in
Burkina Faso: Boucles du Mouhoun Forest
Corridor and Mare d'Oursi Wetlands Basin

U

ND

7,880

30,822,541

Djibouti

Implementing adaptation technologies
fragile ecosystems of Djibouti's Central
Plains

UNE

P

8,182,35(

14,170,000

Regional

Climate Proofing Development in the Pacifi ADB

15,012,000

51,220,000

Lesotho

Reducing Vulneability from Climate Chang
in the Foothills, Lowlands and the Lower
Senqu River Basin

UNDP

9,195,9

826,000,000

Lesotho

Strengthening Capacity for Climate Chai
Adaptation through Support to Integrated
Watershed Management Programme in
Lesotho

FAO

3,999,70

D 7,763,000

Rwanda

Building resilience of communities living
degraded forests, savannahs and wetlands
Rwanda through an ecosystem manageme
approach.

of
nt

UNEP

6,132,00

010,844,000

Nepal

Catalyzing ecosystem restoration for resilig
natural capital and rural livelihoods in
degraded forests and rangelands of Nepal

nt

UN

EP 23864

1 11,573,000

Angola

Addressing Urgent Coastal Adaptation Nee
and Capacity Gaps in Angola

2d3ND
UNE

P,
P

6,931,35(

11,520,000

Angola

Integrating Climate Change in
Environment and Sustainable Land
Management Practices

Af

DB

5,000,0

0019,995,000

Haiti

Increasing resilience of ecosystems
vulnerable communities to CC and anthrop
threats through a ridge to reef approach to
BD conservation and watershed managem

ic

ent

UN

DP 00

D 25,300,000

Guinea

Ecosyster-Based Adaptation targetir
vulnerable communities of the Upper Guing
Region

UNDP

8,979,00

D 27,600,000

Benin

Strengthening the resilience of the ene
sector in Benin to the impacts of climate

change

UNDP

8,979,00

0 30,000,000
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Country

Title

GEF
Agency

Total
LDCF
amount
(grant +
fees) ($)

Co-
financing

($)

Zambia

Promoting Climate Resilient Commur-
based Regeneration of Indigenous Forests
Zambia's Central Province

n
UNDF

D

4,363,5

733,698,776

Niger

Disaster Risk Management and Urban
Development Project

World
Bank

7,281,00(

100,000,000

Bangladesh

Ecosyster-based Approaches to Adaptat
(EbA) in the Drought-prone Barind Tract ar
Haor wetland Area

d
UNEP

5,803,5

017,000,000

Lao PDR

Strengthening Agi-climatic Monitoring anc
Information Systems to Improve Adaptatior
to Climate Change and Food Security in L4
PDR

L
10
FAO

6,164,250

16,755,500

Lao PDR

Climate Adaptation in Wetlands Are
(CAWA)

FAO

5,330,000

16,905,000

Senegal

Mainstreaming Ecosyste-based Approache
to Climate-resilient Rural Livelihoods in
Vulnerable Rural Areas through the Farme
Field School Methodology

FAO

6,999,25029,895,000

Haiti

Ecosystem Approach to Haiti's Cote Sud

UNE

3,524,628

10,915,000

Senegal

Strengthening land & ecosystem manager
under conditions of climate change in the

Niayes and Casamance regions - Republig
Senegal

of
UNDP

4,653,75

0 43,700,000

Myanmar

Adapting Community Forestry landscaj
and associated community livelihoods to a
changing climate, in particular an increase
the frequency and intensity of extreme
weather events

in

UNEP

5,570,8

1219,211,000

Mauritania

Development of an improved and innovat
delivery system for climate resilient
livelihoods in Mauritania

UNEP

5,584,5(

011,900,000

Somalia

Enhancing Climate Resilience of t
Vulnerable Communities and Ecosystems
Somalia

n
UNDP

8,979,00

0 37,121,000

Sudan

Livestock and Rangeland Resilience Prog

ranAD IF

9,415,970

25,000,000

Afghanistan

Building Resilience of Communities Livir
Around the Northern Pistachio Belt (NPB)
and Eastern Forest Complex (EFC) of
Afghanistan through an EbA approach

UNE

P 7,665,

0007,000,000

Totals

173,432,423

625,908,817
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Annex 17. International Waters Projects Funded Dumg the Reporting Period that
Contribute to the Objectives of the CBD

Countries Agency Title GEF Co-finance
China UNDP Implementation of the 8,243,049 225,881,766
Yellow Sea LME Strategic
Action Programme for
Adaptive Ecosystem-Based
Management
Central African Republic, | UNDP Improving Lake Chad 6,712,350 33,484,250
Cameroon, Niger, Nigeria, Management through
Chad Building Climate Change
Resilience and Reducing
Ecosystem Stress through
Implementation of the SAP
Kenya, Comoros, UNEP Implementation of the 12,046,680 66,710,000
Madagascar, Mauritius, Strategic Action
Mozambique, Seychelles, Programme for the
Tanzania, South Africa Protection of the Western
Indian Ocean from Land-
based Sources and
Activities
Bosnia-Herzegovina, Croatia World Bank Adriatic $#evironmental | 7,413,150 23,198,000
Pollution Control Project (I
Costa Rica, Ecuador, UNDP Global Sustainable Supply| 6,186,750 34,590,000
Indonesia, Philippines Chains for Marine
Commodities
Ecuador, Peru UNDP Integrated Water Resourcds500,450 20,375,773
Management in the
Puyango-Tumbes,
Catamayo-Chira and
Zarumilla Transboundary
Aquifers and River Basins
Brazil, Colombia, Costa FAO Sustainable Management 06,570,000 17,062,500
Rica, Mexico, Suriname, Bycatch in Latin America
Trinidad and Tobago and Caribbean Trawl
Fisheries (REBYC-II LAC)
Indonesia, Philippines, UNDP Sustainable Management 02,500,000 19,859,525
Vietnam Highly Migratory Fish
Stocks in the West Pacific
and East Asian Seas
Global UNEP Targeted Research for 6,734,250 47,622,900

Improving Understanding
of the Global Nitrogen
Cycle towards the
Establishment of an
International Nutrient

Management System INM$
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Countries Agency Title GEF Co-finance
Indonesia, Cambodia, UNEP Establishment and 3,394,500 12,000,000
Malaysia, Philippines, Operation of a Regional
Thailand, Vietham System of Fisheries Refugia
in the South China Sea and
Gulf of Thailand
China, Indonesia, Cambodia UNDP Scaling up the 11,056,951 157,265,467
Lao PDR, Philippines, Implementation of the
Thailand, Timor Leste, Sustainable Development
Vietnam Strategy for the Seas of Egst
Asia
Kenya, Comoros, UNDP Western Indian Ocean 12,291,811 68,802,000
Madagascar, Mauritius, LMEs Strategic Action
Mozambique, Seychelles, Programme Policy
Somalia, Tanzania, South Harmonization and
Africa Institutional Reforms
SAPPHIRE Project
Angola, Botswana, Namibig  UNDP Support to the Cgjoan 6,898,500 60,700,000
Okavango River Basin
Strategic Action
Programme Implementation
Burkina Faso, Benin, Cote | UNDP/UNEP | Improving IWRM, 14,960,250 77,956,945
d'lvoire, Cameroon, Guinea, Knowledge based
Mali, Mauritania, Niger, Management and
Nigeria, Chad Governance of the Niger
Basin and the lullemeden
Taoudeni Tanezrouft
Aquifer System (ITTAS)
China, Indonesia, Cambodia UNEP Implementing the Strategi¢ 16,350,000 56,060,000
Philippines, Vietham Action Programme for the
South China Sea
Antigua And Barbuda, UNDP Catalysing Implementation| 13,952,000 110,854,059
Barbados, Brazil, Belize, of the Strategic Action
Colombia, Costa Rica, Programme for the
Dominica, Dominican Sustainable Management of
Republic, Grenada, Shared Living Marine
Guatemala, Guyana, Resources in the Caribbeahn
Honduras, Haiti, Jamaica, and North Brazil Shelf
St. Kitts And Nevis, St. Large Marine Ecosystems
Lucia, Mexico, Panama, (CMLE+)
Suriname, Trinidad and
Tobago, St. Vincent and
Grenadines
Bosnia-Herzegovina, World Bank West Balkans Drina River| 11,037,500 93,459,721

Montenegro, Serbia

Basin Management
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Countries Agency Title GEF Co-finance
Uganda, Congo DR AfDB Lakes Edward and Albert 5,000,000 99,700,000.00
Integrated Fisheries and
Water Resources
Management Project
Bolivia, Peru UNDP Integrated Water Resourge8,088,500 26,885,000
Management in the
Titicaca-Desaguadero-
Poopo-Salar de Coipasa
(TDPS) System
Angola, Namibia, South UNDP Realizing the Inclusive and 7,187,306 33,460,000
Africa Sustainable Development in
the BCLME Region
through the Improved
Ocean Governance and the
Integrated Management of
Ocean Use and Marine
Resources
Cook Islands, Fiji, UNDP Testing the Integration of | 11,881,000 174,387,580
Micronesia, Kiribati, Water, Land, Forest &
Marshall Islands, Nauru, Coastal Management to
Niue, Papua New Guinea, Preserve Ecosystem
Palau, Solomon Islands, Services, Store Carbon,
Tonga, Tuvalu, Vanuatu, Improve Climate Resilience
Samoa and Sustain Livelihoods in
Pacific Island Countries
Belize, Guatemala, WWF Integrated Transboundary | 9,830,000 69,457,826
Honduras, Mexico Ridges-to-Reef
Management of the
Mesoamerican Reef
Indonesia, Timor Leste FAO Enabling Transboundary| 4,380,000 15,500,000
Cooperation for Sustainable
Management of the
Indonesian Seas
Total 195,714,997 1,545,273,312

136




Annex 18. Land Degradation Projects Funded Duringhie Reporting Period that

Contribute to the Objectives of the CBD

Agency

Country

Title

GEF Grant (4

Cofinance ($

UNDP

Argenting

Sustainable Land Use Management in
Drylands of North-west Argentina

3,515,09

19,730,00

World
Bank

Armeniz

Community Agricultural Resourc
Management and Competitiveness
(CARMAC)

900,00(

18,300,00

UNEF

Banglades

Establishing National Land Use and Le

Degradation Profile toward Mainstreaming

SLM Practices in Sector Policies

730,59«

3,280,00!

UNDP

Brazil

Sustainable Land Use Management in
Semi-arid Region of North-east Brazil

(Sergipe)

3,815,19.

16,955,20

ADB

Chine

Sustainable and Climate Resilient L
Management in Western PRC

3,652,60:

12,400,00

FAO

Globa

Participatory Assessment of La
Degradation and Sustainable Land
Management in Grassland and Pastoral
Systems

2,639,72i

6,000,001

UNEF

Globa

Building the Foundation for Fore
Landscape Restoration at Scale

1,900,00i

9,300, 00!

FAO

Globa

Securing Tenure Rights for Fort
Landscape Dependent Communities:
Linking Science with Policy to Advance
Tenure Security, Sustainable Forest
Management and People's Livelihoods

2,000,001

4,545,85.

UNDP

Kazakhsta

Supporting Sustainable Land Managern
in Steppe and Semi-arid Zones through
Integrated Territorial Planning and Agro-
environmental Incentives

1,€00,00(

8,050,00!

FAO

Libya

Sustainable Land Management :
Conservation of Oases Ecosystems in
Libya

3,972,60:

13,850,00

UNEF

Madagasc

Participatory Sustainable Lal
Management in the Grassland Plateaus
Western Madagascar

1,584,93.
Df

5,345,50!

UNDP

Mongolie

SLM Offset in Western Mongoli

1,289,86:

5,200, 00!

WWE-
us

Nepa

Sustainable Land Management in
Churia Range

917,43:

4,398,86:

UNDP

Philippine:

Implementation of SLM Practices
Address Land Degradation and Mitigate
Effects of Drought

87090C

4,159,241
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Agency | Countn Title GEF Grant (§ | Cofinance (%
World Regiona MENA: Desert Ecosystems a 1,000,001 487,50(
Bank Livelihoods Knowledge Sharing and
Coordination Project
UNDP South Africe | Securing Multiple Ecosystems Bene 4,237,900 20,500,00
Through SLM in the Productive But
Degraded Landscapes of South Africa
UNDP Tanzanii Securing Watershed Services Throl 3,648,85! 15,000,00
SLM in the Ruvu and Zigi Catchments
Eastern Arc Region
UNEF Tanzani Sustainable Land Management of Li 1,298,98! 5,250,001
Nyasa Catchment in Tanzania
Totals 39,874,672 172,752,156
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Annex. 19 Descriptions of Small Grants Programme Aproved

Global: GEF SGP Fifth Operational Phase - Implemerihg the Program Using STAR
Resources Il (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $17.4 million; GE Total: $71.2 million; Co-finance:
$74.1 million; Total project cost: $145.3 million)

This project supports implementation of the 5thrapienal phase of the GEF SGP using 67
countries’ STAR allocations. The overall goal of tiroject is to secure global environmental
benefits through community based initiatives antbas. Under biodiversity focal area, the
project will generate global benefits by leveragoognmunity-based efforts to conserve
biodiversity through improving the effectivenessl anistainability of community conservation
areas and indigenous PAs, which make up a critmalponent of the global PA system, even if
they are not always recognized as such. To sugpetainable use of biodiversity, the GEF SGP
will promote the mainstreaming of biodiversity figly practices in production landscapes and
seascapes, through measures such as organiccedidifi for community level and small-scale
producers of biodiversity-based products; improsechmunity-based resource use of non-
timber forest products; and community level enfareat measures in near shore fisheries. With
GEF SGP’s support, civil society and community-lolaseganizations will develop the capacity
to improve conservation and sustainable use eféortisensure benefits for community
livelihoods, contributing to long-term sustainatyili

Global: GEF SGP Fifth Operational Phase - Implemerihg the Program Using STAR
Resources Il (UNDP; GEF-BD Total: $549 thousand; &F Total: $7.0 million; Co-

finance: $7.3 million; Total project cost: $14.2 milion)

This project covers STAR funding contributions coitted by eleven countries to the GEF
Small Grants Programme (GEF SGP) in addition tactive grant allocations and/or STAR
allocations they have received. The additional STA®RIing will be critical for these GEF SGP
country programmes both programmatically and sgresédly. The additional STAR funding
endorsed will support the implementation of natlgm#ority programmes at the community
level and significantly enhance the scope and pialedmpact of SGP in these countries.
Following the principle of “local action, global pact”, GEF SGP starts with community level
innovations. Communities have been the most insniat in developing innovations that
customize local solutions to global environmentalenges. Facing environmental degradation
and depletion of natural resources, communitiediageng ways to do things differently to
achieve both environmental protection and sustéénakelihoods.

139



ANNEX 20: LIST OF GEF DOCUMENTS AVAILABLE AT THE TWELFTH MEETING OF THE
CONFERENCE OF PARTIES

Documents for general information:

GEF 2020 Strategy

The Global Environment Facility in a New Era - N8tvategies for new Challenges
GEF Behind the Numbers 2014

Defying Extinction

Partnership in Practice: Engagement with IndigeriResples
GEF-6 Biodiversity Strategy

Access and Benefit Sharing

Sustainable Financing of Protected Area Systems

Payment for Environmental Services

Roadmap for Gender Equality

Partnership in Practice: Engagement with Indigerieesples
Principles and Guidelines for Engagement with Iedigus Peoples

Reports of the GEF Independent Evaluation Office:

Country Portfolio Evaluation: India

Country Portfolio Evaluation: Sri Lanka

Country Portfolio Evaluation: Vanuatu & SPREP

Country Portfolio Evaluation: Tanzania

Country Portfolio Evaluation: Eritrea

Country Portfolio Study: Sierra Leone

Annual Country Portfolio Evaluation Report, 2014

Annual Country Portfolio Evaluation Report, 2013

Annual Performance Report, 2013

Annual Impact Report, 2013

OPS 5 Technical Paper #2: Impact of the GEF

OPS 5 Technical Document #3: Implementation of GBEal Area Strategies and
Trends in Focal Area Achievements

OPS 5 Technical Document #4: Relevance of the GERe Conventions
OPS 5 Technical Paper #12: Progress Towards Impact
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