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Summary 

The Thematic Report is a summary of the materials of the Basic Report on Implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity in Ukraine as well as of the new materials. Here we have grounded the proposals on 8 thematic trainings and educational activities necessary to support the implementation of the Convention, as well as recommendations on 18 kinds of activities to be added to the Joint Action Plan for three Rio-Conventions (FCCC, CBD, CCD). The report also includes the latest developments and workouts of the Eighth Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity, which was held in Karitiba City, Brazil, on 20-31 March 2006. 

It has been shown, that, in the framework of the Convention on Biological Diversity, it is extremely urgent for Ukraine to reach new European level with the relevant (computer generated) document turnover, financing, indexes and indicators approach, legislative and institutional developments, new mechanisms of public participation in the Convention implementation, orientation on interactive and corporate communication, creative combining of general and target approaches to appropriate scientific and methodological background, overcoming major obstacles, active realization of multisectoral approach, more active inclusion of biodiversity issues into informational and educational programs and projects.  

In order to realize most of such intentions and taking into account the interdependence of the three Conventions («climate», «desertification», «biological diversity»), it would be extremely useful and effective to develop the Ukrainian “analyzer” for the documentation under international multilateral agreements, cross reference module, accessible at a distance, taking into consideration all existing international examples and developments.

I. Introduction
As well as the Basic Report, the Thematic Report is prepared in the framework of the Target Project of the UNDP (Ukraine) [1]
 in January-May 2006, and includes the previous and current workouts both in Ukraine and outside its borders. We have used the materials of the latest Conference of Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity, which was held in late March 2006 in Brazil – COP8, as well as new useful materials of the version of the “Strategy of Environmental Policy of Ukraine” – SEP (the name is to be changed), based on the results of its discussion at a special meeting (Kyiv, 31.03.2006), where we have already informed the representatives of different ministries and departments on the results of the Basic Report.  

The idea and content of the SEP is in accord with the ideas of the Convention on Biological Diversity, especially in terms of Strategic Environment Assessment (SEA). The SEA proved to be considered as one of the powerful indicators for execution of Task 1.5 of the Strategic Plan of the Convention, which deals with the necessity to include biodiversity into respective sectoral or intersectoral plans, programs and policy on regional and global levels. According to the documents of the COP8 [136], the elements of the SEA procedures can be used (if applicable) as a tool to disclose policy and practice, which create false motivation, and also serve as a useful instruction for determination of methods of scientific research to find false motivations for conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, if they are the result of the existing policy. The execution of the Base Report and the Thematic Report in the framework of the UNDP Project may be considered in terms of such an important self-assessment. 
Taking into account the logical connections between the «Thematic Report» and «Basic Report», we have used the list of tables, figures, and sources of information and Annexes of the Base Report and added some new references. It enabled not to overload the report, for example, with the list of legislative documents etc. 
II. Brief Analysis of the Situation in Ukraine in terms of International Commitments (according to the Basic Report)

The Thematic Report is a part of the abovementioned creative package, which also includes SEP, with orientation on the Ukraine’s self-assessment not only in terms of the Convention on Biological Diversity but also of the preparation to enter the EU, which requires special and hard work. The study of the Convention implementation has a logical connection with the issues of European integration, as among other things it reflects the way this administrative machine operates and interacts to solve such issues. 

As far back as at the Fifth (Kyiv) Conference of the Ministers for Environmental Protection [46], among other CBD priorities (for Ukraine), specialists named the further orientation of actions at improvement of local legislation to bring it closer to the European legislation - this is the result of study and change of the current situation in preparedness to execution of the environmental directives of the EU. We mean the segment «E. Nature protection» (83/129/EEC, 338/97/EC, 348/81/EEC, 3254/91/EEC, 79/409/EEC, 92/43/EEC). The abovementioned directives are important for Ukraine, as they are in the list of the key directives for examining the preparedness of countries to enter the European Union, and also because they are connected with trade and All-European network for environmental protection [45]. A lot of target materials are in the Internet, on the web-page of the MFA of Ukraine and on the pages of other state executive bodies. Thus, our society had some time to get used to the given topic and to the discussion of these issues.

The distinctive feature of the Thematic Report is that we, so to say, know beforehand (from the Basic Report), that the updating of the electronic documentation turnover to the European level, improvement of legislative and institutional work, implementation of new mechanisms for public participation in the implementation of the Convention are urgent issues for Ukraine in the framework of the Convention on Biological Diversity, which was already reported during the meeting on the SEP Project on 31.03.2006, Kyiv. Below we provide the respective additional substantiations and make some steps towards further cooperation with the experts in other conventions on synergy, including involvement of the latest workouts of the UNEP, and conclusion of the Action Plan.

III. Assessment of the Potential of the Convention Implementation in Ukraine (according to the Basic Report)

Legislative Potential 
Ukraine has enough experience and starting legislative potential to execute not only the obligations under the Convention, but also under the adjacent MEA, including future, for Ukraine, directives of the EU. 

At the same time, in the context of the Convention on Biological Diversity, there are a lot of reasons to characterize the situation as unsatisfactory, thus the institutions responsible for the implementation of the Convention, are sometimes on the level of 2002-2003, according to their technical possibilities. 

At the same time, according to different points of view, there were 37…64 legislative documents on biodiversity conservation in Ukraine at least till 2004 [11,17,62,61,130]. The Basic Report shows that currently there are almost three times as many of such documents, and that thorough study of the legislative process for the Convention implementation provides a lot of new and useful information. For a tool we have used a powerful search-engine of the Administration of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine [64], the sources of information of the Ministry for Environmental Protection are also quite informative, including the reports on the state of environment 1992-2003 [9-17], overview of the activity to protect the environment, performed by the UN in 2000 [18] etc.

To extend the informational field and increase the statistic raw, we have searched by key words [130]. We have taken 1992-2005 for the tested period, while adding the data for January-February 2006. [45], as well as our forecast till 2010. (In some sources of information, such as «NR-1» and «NR-2» [11,17] different authors have taken 1991 for a start year, this fact is also reflected in Annex 7). Further the package of documents (n=270, see Annex 8, figure 3) has been divided into the following five groups: 1- the documents ensuring environment protection in general (on biodiversity); 2- documents ensuring the biodiversity conservation in Ukraine; 3 – documents being directly connected with the execution of separate provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity and the decisions of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention (they have corresponding references in their name and/or substantiation); 4 – documents logically having synergic meaning for implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity; 5 – the same regarding the Convention to Combat Desertification. 

It is obvious that the documents of the first group will always predominate in the kind of statistical researches. It is also understandable that “everything is interconnected”, and that almost each document on environmental protection has a certain meaning, including the importance for biodiversity preservation. Anyway, the lion’s share of truly important documents has entered into the long list (n=270). To decrease the controversy of such approach we tried to take into account, first of all, the documents which were selected by the Ministry for Environment Protection (and/or the former Ministry of Ecology of Ukraine) in 1997-2003 for the preparation of the «NR-1», «NR-2» [11,17], and also later, for the creation of the web-site to “provide the mechanism of informational support and activity coordination (Clearing House Mechanism, СНМ)» [62]. The results are described in figure 3 and the necessary details are provided with Annex 8.

According to the above data, there are not less then 200 documents, which regulate the biodiversity conservation in Ukraine out of 270, thus 74% of the selected list, as of late February 2006. On average, the ministries and state committees develop and approve up to 13 target documents per year. At the same time only 8% of the documents can be regarded as aimed at pragmatic fulfillment of separate commitments of Ukraine under the Convention. (We mean definite article of the Convention, documented obligation. In fact, all this positions have their question-analogue in the special form of the second and, more up-to-date, third report on the execution of the Convention.) According to our opinion, the given statistical research is demonstrative, and the necessity is not so much in activation, as in increasing of the efficiency of the relevant legislative initiatives and intensification of their interaction. 

The average annual incomings to the library of legislative documents, which have “triple” meaning for the three conventions – on average 3-6 documents, which have a «triple» meaning for the three Conventions, is added to the legal library each year. That is up to 9% of the whole package of documents on biodiversity conservation (see Annex 7), and it gives 16% (on “biodiversity and climate”) and 31% (“on biodiversity and desertification”) of the annual legislative package. The statistical research shows essential lagging behind of the “climate” as compared to the “desertification”. While using polynomial approximation, we have first made the assumption that this process will develop approximately till 2010 (figure 2). 

Institutional Potential 
According to the Bylaw of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine [56], two central state executive bodies «…participate in the activity of the international organizations,  Ukraine participates in, according to the respectively concluded international agreements of Ukraine…,   and are responsible for the execution of the obligations under such agreements..», in terms of the Convention on Biological Diversity:

	Conference of Biological Diversity  
	Ministry for Environment and Natural Resources, MFA 

	Conference of Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biological Safety to the Convention on Biological Diversity 
	Ministry for Environment and Natural Resources, MFA 


As a rule, any government or non-government institution in Ukraine can be in correspondence with the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity
. At the same time the Secretariat of the Convention performs official correspondence through the service of the Minister for Environment Protection of Ukraine (previously – Ministry for Environment Security, Ministry for Ecological Resources) and/or relevant national office (see table 8). The communication with the Ukrainian government institutions on financial transactions, in particular, on membership fees, is held with the obligatory participation of the MFA and Ministry of Finance of Ukraine.
The Ukraine National Focal Point on biodiversity contacts the Secretariat of the Convention on the following issues: а) the Convention (documentation, events, meetings, conferences, reporting, etc.); б) the Cartagena Protocol on biosafety (the same); в) SBSTTA (the same); г) Global Taxonomy Initiative; д) CHM.

Other executive bodies are state executive bodies, in particular the ministries and state committees, which are responsible for one or the other task of the Convention. Their quantity, term of authority, tasks and objectives, personalia are defined with regulatory and legislative documents, the examples of which are given in Annex 7. The amount varies from separate units to dozens depending on the specified task. For example 34 government organizations and 20 non-government organizations took part in preparation of the draft Third National Report on the Convention execution (see table 5). It may be expected that the quantity of the executive managers of the State Program for Conservation of Biological Diversity for 2005-2025 will reach several dozens. 
The systematization of the available information and taking into consideration the results of the Third National Report on the Convention Execution enable to affirm that there is a significant mismatching between the list of potential executors, created in accordance with the legislative documents on the Convention (see Annex 8) and the list of currently operating executors. In the first list the first dozen of the executors is presented by the Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine, State Committee on Land Resources, State Statistics Committee, Ministry of Finance, Ministry of Economy, Ministry of Agrarian Policy, Ministry of Culture and Tourism, State Forestry Committee, State Committee for Water Saving, non-government organizations are rarely mentioned, while everything is on the contrary in the second list. In particular, according to the informational contribution into the NR-3 the following government institutions have unexpectedly entered into the first dozen (in order of domination): Karadag Natural Conservation (NASU), State Administration for Environment Protection and Natural Resources of the Volyn Oblast, Committee on Water Construction and Irrigation of the Rada Of Ministers of the Crimean Autonomous Republic, State Forestry Committee of Ukraine, National Center of Genetic Resources of Ukraine – Institute of Planting named after V. Yuriev, Central Administration for Land Resources in Zaporizhiazhia Oblast, Dnipropetrivsk National University, National Park “Iavorivsky”, Natural Conservation “Roztochchia”.

In compliance with the same data, the following non-government organizations have entered into the list of the most active organizations in 2005 (in order of domination): Ukrainian Land and Resource Management Center (ULRMC), Association "Our Home", Ukrainian Botanical Society, Crimean Association for Biological Diversity Protection GURZUF -97, Youth Ecological Union “Ecosphere”, Non-government organization for environment protection “Natural heritage Fund”, ICF «Christian  World», NGO «Tavria Assistance for Conservations”, UEA "Green World”, Task Force on Biological Security, Biodiversity  and Organic Agriculture of the Northern Alliance for Sustainability (ANPED). Altogether, there were 20 non-government organizations among the respondents.

In the context of the dynamics of the legislation on the Convention for the last 13 years (Annex 7), there are additional reserves to enlarge the number of participants of the Convention implementation process, as a considerable number of the subsidiary tasks on the Convention on Biological Diversity are executed within a number of international organizations, Ukraine participates at as a member – table 10. In the two previous reports on the execution of the Convention, as well as in the latest Third Report, the participation of the abovementioned organizations, which do not belong to the UN network, was not mentioned (table 10), however their participation was very useful. (Traditionally among the participants are GEF, UNDP, UNEP, Ramsar, Bonn and Bern Conventions.). Altogether there might be 20-23 participating organizations.

It is the evidence of good possibilities for essential improvement of interaction process management, reporting update, awareness among the potential participants in the Convention implementation, especially on the reporting requirements and the status of the Convention execution, and it could have been taken into account for example in the Summary Action Plan. Especially since most of them have turned out to be centralized in the Ministry of Environment Protection of Ukraine.

Financial Potential


General funding for biodiversity conservation efforts (and the Targets «2010») to GDP is obviously just one of the indicators of successful implementation of the Convention. The respective example has been recently worked out by Ms. T. Goodol (Centro de Ecologia, Venezuela – personal message), where the materials on Ukraine have been collected by us based on the published statistics of 1997-2005 – Table 1. Taking into account all the controversy of the “Funding to GDP” indicator, the example of T. Goodol shows that the average input in the world equals approximately «10-3 %…10-5 %». We have found out that such estimations have never been made in Ukraine. In some publications this figures were stated as «10-2 of the GDP» [11]. Ukraine also turned to occupy the place before Congo but after Togo in such free selection (n=15), as compiled by Ms. T. Goodol.
The position of Ukraine in the Convention Budget Overview is as follows: the state owns $9,079 – table 11, which is often a temporary technical issue
. Planning of the Ukrainian input for the next two years (2007-2008) is shown in the table 18.

Cartagena Protocol on Biodiversity (or Biosafety Protocol)
Today the total budget of Cartagena Protocol equals $3,850,521 [15]. Ukraine pays only to the main trust-fund (BG), table 12.

Other Financing 
The expenditures for biodiversity conservation in the framework of the total state expenditures for the environment protection. As we have already mentioned before, Ms. Good from Venezuela has determined that the approximate expenditures of the countries on the biodiversity conservation and to meet the requirements of the Convention equal 10-3…10-5 % of GDP, and that this indicate equals approximately 10-5 % of GDP in Ukraine, according to the situation in the 90-es – table 1. Other – is in the context of all the expenditures on the environment protection and the development of the fund for conservations. In the comments to the table 1 it is shown that in 1996-2001 this costs equaled 0.033% –0,056% of the GDP. However it is difficult to name the exact amount, which was spared for biodiversity conservation.  

Expenditures for the State Program on Biodiversity Conservation for 2005-2025. In compliance with the awaited law [32] the financial provisioning for the State Program on Biodiversity Conservation for 2005-2025 years will be covered at the expense of the state budget, state and local funds for environmental protection and other sources; volume of funds declared (necessary) for execution of the Program, will account for about 50 million hryvnas per year. (To compare with, it is five times less than was planed in 2001 only for creation, launch and monitoring of the national ecological network – 47 million hryvnas, with much lower prices in 2001 as compared to 2005. In general about $ 10 million per year [127].

According to the materials of the GEF as of 24.02.2006  – see Annex 4, for the whole period of the Ukraine’s participation in the Convention, this foundation has financed seven programs/projects of local importance, by giving grants with the total amount of  USD$12,080 million, and two projects/programs of regional meaning – with the total amount of USD$1,848 million; altogether $13,928 million. UNDP, IBRD, UNEP were chosen as implementing organizations. 
Two of the projects were recalled with the total funding of $7,164 million (see the insertion and the Annex 4), the project was aimed at conservation of the biodiversity of Azov and Black Sea Ecological corridor and on implementation of the CHM. There were also other recalls, for example on the project of development of the national framework structure of biosafety in Ukraine.
Thus taking into account this two recalls, the GEF has provided Ukraine with the financial help at the amount of $7,764 million for the execution of the Convention tasks. There were also other kinds of financial help. For example, in 1999 Ukraine, as a country with transition economy, has received financial support for participation in a special meeting of the Conference of the Parties on the Biosafety Protocol (Montreal, Canada). 

The detailed information on funding and relevant investments must be summarized and made public by the Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine, also as an informational contribution into execution of the article 20 of the Convention. A separate place is left for this information in the corresponding text window «LX» of the NR-3 form. There are no completed variants of the Third and the Second National Reports to comply with the special form. Additional information on the requirements of Article 20 for the purposes of the Strategic Plan is given in table 15.

IV. Challenges of the Convention Implementation (based on the Basic Report)

The Convention Methods and Overview of Status in Ukraine 
The challenges of the Convention implementation are specified in the Basic Report – taking into account the methods of the Parties to the Convention [48] and the respective list of «28 challenges …». They can be summarized as follows: absecnce of mutual use of benefits, inadequacy of the potential for the measures employement, as a result of week organizational structures, lack of economic tools of stimulation. The highest average problem score has been received regarding the following articles of the Convention (in the order of diminution): article 20, 8j, 12. 

Taking into consideration the Third (unfinished) version of the NR-3, which is presented on the web-page of the Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine, the domination of main issues is somewhat different: lack of economic tools of stimulation; absence of preventive measures; inadequacy of the potential for the employement of tools, as a result of week organizational structures. [23]. The highest average problem score has been received regarding the following articles of the Convention (in the order of diminution): article 5, 8j, 8h.
It is very important that there is a coincidence of different points of view on such factors as «inadequacy of the potential for the measures employement, as a result of week organizational structures» and « lack of economic tools of stimilation », as well as concerning article 8j (traditional knowledge and relevant provisions of the Convention), also including the key principles of Agu-A-GU which are little known to the most of the executives as well as to the public opinion in Ukraine, which can be easily proved by trying to search the expression in the Internet (Ukrainian pages only). 

According to our information the average problem score on the three dominating thematic directions was as follows (in order of diminution): sea and sea shore areas, internal water ecosystems, dry and sub-humid lands. The version of the Ministry for Environment Protection is somewhat different [71] (in order of diminution): internal water ecosystems, dry and sub-humid lands, farm lands.
According with the latest information of the Secretariat a considerable number of countries have defined the following issues as important (marked by us): (a) lack of economical stimulation tools; (b) lack of financial, human and technical resources; (c) lack of preventive efforts and initiatives; (d) insufficient purposefulness of activity and integration of issues on biodiversity into other sectors; (e) inadequate potential of actions as a result of weakness of organizational structures; (f) inadequate joint benefit sharing, in particular concerning the execution of Articles 15, 16 і 19 [132]. 

Thus Ukraine faces the challenges which are very similar, although they have their specific features.

A considerable number of the Parties consider the following problems as the problems of low level, except for biodiversity conservation in mountainous regions and dry and sub-humid: (a) inadequate activity potential as a result of weakness (b) limited scope of technology and knowledge sharing; (c) absence of the proper potential for scientific researches (e) failure to use all the existing scientific and traditional knowledge; (f) lack of financial, human and technical resources; (g) lack of cooperation on the national and international levels. Not all the Parties have defined the following problems as a high priority issues for execution of most of the programs, with the exception of the programs on biodiversity conservation of mountainous regions and dry and sub-humid lands: (c) false understanding and documenting of biodiversity losses and the respective goods and services [132].

Legal Issues


The legal issues are studied in detail in the Basic Report [130]. It is shown ,on the example of the selected materials for statistical research, that Ukraine has over 200 legislative and normative documents (and develops about 8 new documents each year), which directly or indirectly facilitate the conservation of biodiversity in Ukraine, management and development of partnerships in this sphere. Approximately 16%-31% of the documents on CBD issues are synergic to the Convention on Climate Change (CCC) and the Convention to Combat Desertification (CCD) respectively. However, the activity in the CBD-CCC direction is comparatively lower than the activity in the CBD-CCD direction. It may be connected with the general legislative activity in reforming of land relationships in the country.

At the same time it is quite surprising that for almost 14 years of the Ukraine’s participation in the Convention, only 8% of the documents on CBD issues are aimed at direct execution of articles and/or decisions of the CBD. Execution of definite tasks under the CBD is, so to say, “replaced” with the general activity to protect environment. Possibly, as a result, 51% (n=451) of the answers of Ukraine to the questionnaire of the Secretariat to the Convention on the Convention Execution (in the form of the Third National Report), are between “no” and “almost yes”. The answer “no” is given to the following decisions of the Conventions: V/24, VII/12, VI/23, VI/23, III/11, IV/6. It is expected that the answer “no but” will also deal the following decisions VII/14, V/25, V/8, V/5 
. 

Other sources of information [1] mark the biosafety issues reflected in the Cartagena Protocol. This issue is studied separately in the framework of the Draft Third National Report on the Convention implementation [4,5]. Below we provide the extract from this publication, especially on the question «162» - as of October 2005 [5]; the question numbers comply with the format of the report, in compliance with the Decisions VI/25 [38,48].

	55. Does your country create the potential for risk assessment to combat the threats to biodiversity by the invasive alien species, and does it include such methodologies into the assessment of the environmental consequences (AEC) and into Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)? (resolution VI/23)

	a) No 
	Х

	b) No, but the corresponding programs are being developed 
	

	c) Yes, the corresponding efforts are undertaken to create the potential (please specify) 
	

	d) Yes, complex efforts are undertaken (please specify)
	

	Additional information on the creation of the potential to combat the threats by the invasive alien species 

	The priority of the resolution VI/23 has not been reflected yet in the official documents, so nothing has been done or is done in this direction on a special purpose. Only then it will become the stimulus for legislative regulation of the respective requirements and the requirements to the environmental assessments. 

Some specialists think there are no examples of timely discovery of such species yet, as well as there are no accurate assessments of their adverse effect on the biodiversity [1]. At the same time, the passive scientific monitoring of the alien and invasive species is held. In particular, it is reflected in the description of a number of indicators: Status of population: alien and invasive species (plants); Status of species: alien species on the territory on conservations (plants); Changes in the distribution of the endangered aborigine species (plants); Density of flora on customary territory and Spatial diversity of flora at a separate geographic latitude [2].  There is a current experience of creation and publication of forecasts on the invasions and irruption of alien and invasive species [3], as well as the experience in forecasts for the possible penetration of the GMO into the natural ecosystems [4] or in stating the penetration of alien species, in particular, into the Black Sea [5].

Sources of information. 1) V. Gryntsov Annexes /Participation of public in the preparation of the National Report on the conservation of biological diversity in Ukraine - www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments12_ua.html. 2) Search-engine for the agrobiodiversity indicators - www.ulrmc.org.ua/services/binu/is/index.asp?lang=UK. 3) V. Fedorenko, V, Chaika. Forecust of the phito-sanitation state for 2004 /Proposal №200311/Plant Protection News - www.ukragroportal.com/cgi-bin/index.cgi?r=9&rub=4&id=1383. 4) O. Angurets. Remarks on the Third National report of Ukraine on the implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity / Public participation in preparation of the National Report on implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity in Ukraine - www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments12_ua.html.  5) State Of The Environment Of The Black Sea Pressures And Trends. 1996 -2000 Istanbul, 2002 - http://www.blacksea-commission.org/search.htm.


…

	104. on section 1d) of article 14: has your country implemented the mechanisms to prevent or minimize the threat or damage to biological diversity on the territories of other Parties or in the regions outside the national borders by the sources located on the territory of your country?

	a)  No
	

	b) No, the mechanisms are at the early stage of development 
	Х

	c)  No, but the mechanisms are at the closing stage of development 
	

	d) Yes the mechanisms are implemented in compliance with the up-to-date level of scientific knowledge 
	Х


For example, in the framework of the STE “Genetic Resources of Plants” (Kharkiv), continuous scientific monitoring of the collections of the National Genetic Bank of Plants is performed with a regular collection of information according to the special forms «1» and «2», and, in case a sample is lost, immediate measures to restore it are undertaken [1]. Since 2002 the Ukrainian reservations have been registering the plant communities of the Green Book of Ukraine, as well as the plants and animals of the Read Book of Ukraine, in the framework of the annual statistic reporting in the form «№1-reservation» [2]. This and other initiatives allow active employment of laws to receive indemnification for damage caused by illegal extraction, gathering, destruction or damage to the plants and animals, registered not only in the abovementioned books but also in the European Read List, as well as for damage to other species and their habitats. At the same time, there are many evidences of ruthless destruction, local loss of biodiversity elements, sometimes irrevocable.  

Information sources. 1) Proposals to the text of the Draft Third National Report on the implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity (from the National Center of Genetic Resources of Plants in Ukraine, Institute of Planting named after V. Yuriev)// Public Comments and Recommendation // Public Participation in the Preparation of the Third National Report on Biodiversity Conservation in Ukraine. 2005. - http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments24_ua.html.  2) On the Objects of Nature Conservation fund in Ukraine in 2002 (form №1-reservation). Kyiv: State Statistics Committee, 2003.- 171 pages.

…

	161. Has your country developed the national strategies, programs and plans, providing for development and realization of the policy and efforts aimed at conservation and sustainable use of the components of the agricultural biodiversity? (resolutions III/11 and IV/6)

	a) No 
	Х

	b) No, but the strategies, programs and plans are at the stage of development 
	Х

	Yes, some strategies, plans and programs have already been implemented (please specify) 
	

	c) Yes, complex strategies, programs and plans have been implemented (please specify)
	

	Additional comments on the components of agricultural biodiversity in the national strategies, programs and plans 

	The task status is in between of the answers (b) and (c). To support the Concept of Biodiversity Conservation in Ukraine, which was presented by Ukraine as early as 1998 at the Fourth (Bratislava) Meeting of the COP, and in particular its chapter on agrolandscapes [1], in 2003 the Ministry for Agrarian Policy and the Ministry for Environmental Protection with the participation of different ministries and departments have developed and adopted the Concept for Sustainable Development of agrosystems in Ukraine for the period till 2025, which is being actively implemented [2,3]. The following draft law has also been adopted: the Law of Ukraine “On Approval of the National Animal Selection Program till 2010”, the Law of Ukraine “On Food Safety in Ukraine”. The Draft Concept of the State Program for Creation of the National Plant Varieties Resource has been developed by the State Service for Plan Varieties. In compliance with the document “Regulation on the State Register of Plant Varieties for Expansion in Ukraine”, the State Service for Plant Varieties holds a Register of Plant Varieties. Each year the State Service for Plant Varieties publishes a Catalogue of Plant Varieties, which is an extract from the register of Plant Varieties. The Expert Council of the State Service for Protection of Rights to Plant Varieties operates. Since June 2004 Ukraine has been represented in the Council of the International Union for Protection of New Plant Variations, also for organizing and coordinating of efforts to execute the International Convention on New Plant Variations. The components of the agrobiodiversity are a part of the annual state statistical reporting on the state of environment, thus of the respective monitoring. In cooperation with government organizations (GOs) and NGOs it was proved that the system is flexible, allows to develop the descriptions of new indicators/ indexes of agrobiodiversity according to the form offered by the Convention, as well as to create up-to-date search-engines, available for the users in the Internet, also in order to support the achievement of the Target «2010» [4]. In 2000 the Ukrainian Society for Bird Protection (USBP) developed and published the National Action Plans on conservation of endangered bird species, including the species associated with agrolandscapes. The National Center for Genetic Resources of Ukraine of the Institute of Planting named after V. Yuriev (UAAS) realizes a scientific and technological program «Genetic Resources of Plants in Ukraine» [5]. GOs and NGOs have jointly implemented the methods for study of the agroecosystem based on the up-to-date data of the ERS, which is an example of the realization of the recommendations of the Convention – involvement of the ERS into the examination of the ecosystems [CBD(UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/10/INF/10)], the examples of which have been demonstrated by the representatives of Ukraine to the participants of the 9th and 10th session of the SBSTTA and published [6]. In enables the NGOs to include these issues into their strategies, programs and plans of the national level, which facilitates wider involvement of public. 

Sources of Information. 1) Agrolandscapes and other Territories of Intensive Farming /Concepts for Biodiversity Conservation in Ukraine.Kyiv, 1998, 16 pages. 2) On the Approval of the Concept for Sustainable Development of Agroecosystems in Ukraine till 2025. Decree №280 of 20.08.2003. 3) Perspectives for Use, Conservation and Recovery of Agrobiodiversity in Ukraine. (Responsible editors: academician of UAAS, professor V. Patyka, candidate of biological sciences, professor V. Solomakha). Kyiv: “Chimdjest”, 2003, 254 pages. 4) Search-Engine of Biodiversity Indicators: agrobiodiversity – www.ulrmc.org.ua/services/binu/index_ua.html. 5) National Center of Genetic P)lant Resources in Ukraine – Institute of Planting named after V. Yuriev /Offers on the Draft Third National Report on the Implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity //Public Comments and Proposals///Public Participation in Drafting of the National Report on Preservaton of Biological Diversity in Ukraine 2005. - http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments24_ua.html. 6) A. Sozynov, V. Prydatko, Y. Shtepa. Agrosphere: Visualization by ERS and GIS, also for indication of agrobiodiversity state and scoring /Agrobiodiversity in Ukraine: Theory, Methodology, Indicators, Examples. Book 1. – Kyiv: CJSC "Nichlava ". 2005. – page15-30.  




	162. ? Has your country determined the ways and means to solve the issues of potential impact of genetic technologies, limiting conservation and sustainable use of the in-situ and ex-situ biological diversity in agriculture, including reproduction of foodstuffs? (resolution V/5)

	a) No
	

	b) No, but the potential measures are considered 
	Х

	c) Yes, some measures are developed (please specify)
	

	d) Yes, complex measures are undertaken (please specify)
	

	Additional information on the ways and measures to solve the issues of potential impact of genetic technologies, limiting conservation and sustainable use of the in-situ and ex-situ biological diversity in agriculture

	The task status is in between of the answers (b) and (c). Dozens of Institutes in Ukraine, belonging to the NASU and the UAAS and others, are occupied with the determination of the potential influence of the genetic technologies on the biodiversity in Ukraine, which also deals with biodiversity issues. The respective summary is published in 2003 with the participation of GOs and NGOs in the framework of the UNEP-GEF Project [1]. (In 2005 the situation with biodiversity has changed essentially, but, possibly, to worth). According to these data, there is no special law in Ukraine to purposefully regulate the legal aspects of biotechnology implementation, creation, production, use and import/export/transit of biotechnological products on the Ukrainian territory. These issues are currently regulated with norms to 12 laws adopted in 1991-1997 and with the four bylaws of the CMU adopted in October 2002. After Ukraine had joined the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine adopted the Law of Ukraine “On the State Biosafety System for creation, testing and practical use of genetically modified organisms” in the first reading. The final adoption of the law will require amendments at least to two of the existing laws, which is a complex legislative work, which has not been finished yet. The same report [1] shows that Ukraine already has the elements of biosafety, in particular, in terms of using the transgenic plants. In particular, the system is based on the actions of the Ministry for Environment Protection (State Environmental Expertise), the respective structures of the Ministry of Health (sanitation, hygiene and nutritive assessment), the State Commission of Ukraine for Testing and Protection of Plant Variations of the Ministry of Agrarian Policy (testing and registration of plant variations) and the Commission on Biosafety of the Ministry for Education and Science. These are the institutions responsible for the major work on the development of biosafety system in Ukraine, including expertise of the respective applications and possible registration of the GMO. In general, the ways and means to solve the issues on the potential impact of the GMO are determined [2].

The example of other target activity is adoption of the Draft Law of Ukraine “On Approval of the National Program of Selection in Animal Breeding till 2010”, The Law of Ukraine “On Food Safety in Ukraine” etc. The State Service for Plant Variations has developed the Draft Concept of the State Program for Creation of National Resources of Plant Variations. There are operation centers for animal biology, veterinary sanitation, quality and safety of agricultural production. However, it is considered that the necessary amendments to the legislation of Ukraine in terms of ratification of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety have not been adopted yet [3].

While searching by the names of the draft laws (with the search-engine of the VRU with the public access [4]), we have found no reference to the draft laws on biosafety and (or) conservation of in-situ and ex-situ biodiversity in agriculture, which would be registered in the VR of Ukraine at the latest VII and VI sessions.

Sources of information. 1) Overview of the state of implementation and study of the biotechnologies and biosafety in Ukraione and in the countries of the sub-region. Kyiv: UNEP-GEF Project „Development of the Ukrainian National Framework Structure of Biosafety”, 2003, 74 pages. (Executors: I. Blum, V. Negretsky, A. Emets, etc.) - www.biosafety.kiev.ua.  2) UNEP-GEF Project on the development of Ukrainian National Framework Structure of Biosafety - www.biosafety.kiev.ua. 3) O. Angurets. Remarks to the Third National Report of Ukraine on the Implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity /Public Participation in Drafting of the National Report on Conservation of Biological Diversity in Ukraine - www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments12_ua.html. 4) Official web-site of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine -http://gska2.rada.gov.ua:7777/pls/zweb_n/webproc4_1?id=&pf3511=6989. 

…

173.  If there are centers of origin in your country, does your country support the activities to protect  in-situ and ex-situ biodiversity of the genetic resources, including their wild relatives, for food production and agriculture?  

No
Х

a) Yes (please specify)

Additional comments on the protection of the genetic resources for food production and agriculture
There is no systematic and specific support. Such activity is only a component of general efforts to manage   the genetic resources, but the status of genetic diversity in Ukraine is ambiguous. The number of genotypes, which are often used (plant variations suitable for Ukraine), is rapidly growing [1], and, at the same time, the determination of such genotypes is insufficient. [2]. In the descriptions of other indicators (The number of frequently used genotypes: horses; number of frequently used genotypes: sheep; Number of frequently used genotypes: bees) may show the examples of crisis and post crisis conditions [1].

Sources of information 1) Search Engine for Biodiversity Indicators -www.ulrmc.org.ua/services/binu/is/index.asp?lang=UK. 2) Concept of the State Program for Creation of National Resources of Plant Variations for 2006-2011 - www.sops.gov.ua/toc.htm.




We would like to remind, that before starting the UNDP Project, the following issues on biosafety, thus on the Cartagena Protocol, were taken into consideration [1]. There is no special law or transparent system in Ukraine, which could regulate the use of biotechnological products, in particular, registration and licensing for testing and use. There is also no procedure for testing of biotechnological products, in particular, the GMO and determination of their adverse effect on human health and environment. The existing biological safety system does not regulate import, export and transit of the registered GMO in the region. Moreover, there are no norms in Ukraine, which would regulate the imposing of penalties on the companies for violation of the effective legislation and for the occasions, when the characteristics of the GMO, which have not been known before, become dangerous for human health and environment. Taking into consideration, that the national biosafety system started to develop in 1999, exceptionally to put the genetically modified agricultural plants in compliance with the requirements, there still no indemnification criteria for the ecological use of genetically modified animals, microorganisms and non-agricultural plants, there are also no methodologies and rules, developed for the respective testing. 

Thus these clauses are still urgent. According with the results of monitoring of the draft laws being in the authority of the Ministry for Environmental Protection in the late February 2006, the following documents were at the stage of consideration by the VRU, or at the stage of approval by the interested ministries and submission to the CMU, or at the stage of development by a ministry (see Annex 7):  Draft Law of Ukraine on the State Biosafety System for Creation, Testing and Practical Use of the Genetically Modified Organisms; Draft Law of Ukraine ”On Biosafety of the Genetically Modified Organisms”; Draft Law of Ukraine on Approval (or Bylaw of the CMU on the draft law approval – will be determined with the concept) of the State Program on Biosafety of Modified Live Organisms”.

The TV-channel “Inter” has recently draw attention to the urgency of this issue - 9.04.2006.

	Table 15

Four Targets of the Convention Strategic Plan and the Approximate State of Fulfillment by Ukraine (2006)

Source of information: UNEP/CBD/COP8/12…[132]

Comment 1: а)symbols: ↑- improvement; ↓-worsening; → in development; # - number of the question in the questionnaire of the Third National Report on the Convention Implementation;  
Comment 2: general status of the Target is shown to be at the stage of, but with a certain risk to loose speed – according to the results of our simulation till 2010 р., based on the present conditions [130].


	Targets /Status and general trends 
	World status (згідно із GPB-2) and 
	General trend 
	Implementation status in Ukraine 
	General trend 

	Target 1 – facilitating international cooperation to support the Convention 
	Essential achievements have been made. …

There are still possibilities to increase the compliance of policy with other international tools, in particular, in the framework of trade …
	↑
	In fact it is execution of article  8 of the Convention, resolution VI/27 A, and partially VI/16 and VII/21.

Ukraine develops bilateral regional and sub-regional cooperation …; regional, sub-regional and bi-regional mechanisms to support the Convention have been developed …; efforts to optimize the environmental policy and the programs under MIA are undertaken – see 

#9,10,11 [23]. 
	↑

	Target 2 – ensuring increase of financial, human, scientific, technical and technological potential of the Parties in order to fulfill the tasks of the Convention  
	…regardless the essential efforts, the progress still remains limited …
	→
	In fact, it is execution of article 20 of the Convention and the resolutions V/11, VI/16 and VII/21.

The respective windows of the questionnaire of the NR-3 have not been filed in – see Box IV,V and #146 [71]. It is mentioned that the overview of the budget and financial policy … for the purposes of biodiversity has not been done jet – see #115 [71] (NB – the correct number of the cell is «145»). The NR-2 states that … according with the assessments of the analysts …the protection and rehabilitation of environments requires …2%-3% of the GDP volume annually …; …the environmental component in the structure of the state budget revenues according to the actual data equals less than  5% [17, page 68].  According to the volume of financing of biodiversity protection efforts, Ukraine occupies the place before Congo, but after Togo – up to 10-5% of the GDP [130]. Thus the involvement of the human and technical resources is satisfactory.
	↓→

	Target – planning and execution of the Convention on the national level, which is necessary for the fulfillment of the specific tasks of the Convention, and is of crucial.
	…regardless the involvement of the Parties into the processes of the Convention, the implementation on the national levels is still far from being adequate...
	→
	In fact it is implementation of the article 6 of the Convention, resolution II/7, III/9,VI/27 A,VI/20, VII/15.

Answer «no» - it is 6 out of 7 cells of the NR-3 questionnaire, according to the version of the Ministry for Environmental Protection – see #12-18 [23].
	→

	Target 4 – achievement of a more profound understanding of biodiversity and the Convention, which results in wider participation of different society layers in the Convention implementation.
	…the results are quite controversial. 

…current programs of cooperation, creation and informing of public are not adequate …

…regardless some achievements, additional efforts must be applied to involve key activists and participants into the process of integration of issues  on biodiversity also into other sectors, not only the sector of protection (conservation) of environment …

(marked out by us)
	→
	In fact it is execution of article 13 of the Convention, resolutions VI/19, IV/10,VII/24.

According to the version of the Ministry for Environmental Protection, the answers on article  13 in the NR-3 are as follows: «no» - 3/9, «no, but» - 1/9, «yes» - 5/9 (see #64-73) [71]. (NB: the correct numbers of cells will be «91-100».)

Ukraine has over 200 (and develops approximately 13 legislative and regulatory documents per year), which directly or indirectly facilitate conservation of biodiversity, as ell as development of partnership; at the same time only 8% of the documents of this package are specifically aimed at the execution of articles and/or resolutions of the Conventions; execution of certain tasks under the CBD is , so to say, replaced with general efforts to protect environment [130].


	→↓


Institutional Issues
The institutional issues have been studied in detail in the Base Report [130]. The results of the study show that there are always more uninvolved institutions (which are necessary for the solution of biodiversity issues) than those that has already been involved. To our opinion, there is a powerful reserve of uninvolved institutions in the sphere of national institutions, which are the implementing bodies of the international organizations, Ukraine participates at – we have up to 23 of such institutions. Among the ministries and departments the most active were and remain to be the following institutions: Ministry for Environment Protection, MFA, Ministry of Agrarian Policy, State Statistics Committee, State Forestry Committee, NASU etc. The public environmental organizations are positively a powerful reserve. At the same time according to some indicators, in separate occasions, effectiveness of interaction of the Ministry for Environment Protection with its potential network of information carriers (for reporting on the Convention implementation), in particular among the public organizations, may equal only 1,3% [130]. At the same time the potential foe realization of such interaction is quite considerable. General the quantity of potential participants in drafting of the national reports among non-government organizations may account for over 100, and among the government organizations – about four dozens. 

The study of legislation, and the discovery of a considerable number of legislative documents, which does not mention the Convention, but which provide for the execution of its requirements, also shows the necessity to improve the mechanism of cooperation, which is positively an urgent necessity.

Financial Issues 
According to come current indicators and examples, the financing of biodiversity efforts in Ukraine are imperfect: а) based on the target expenditures to the GDP – in comparison with other countries [research by Ms. Good – see table 1]; б) based on the volume of expenditures, approved this way or other in the legislative documents, for example concerning the environmental network  - in comparison with the forecasted, calculated and made public before in scientific and methodological literature [127]; в) base on the investments which have not been received for different reasons [Annex 5].

The concentration of “critical mass” in the society, concerning the necessity to implement the Convention, to take into account its workouts is also of ea grate importance. We have decided to demonstrate the importance of constant and mutual thorough analysis through summarizing the information on implementation of the Strategic Plan of the Convention, including, regarding the financing (article 20 of the Convention) – taking into consideration, that it is one of the instruments of the Global Biodiversity Option, or GBO, the most simple version of which has already been demonstrated to the Parties during the latest, Eighth Conference of the Parties to the Convention – table 15. In fact the Ukrainian trends are similar with the global ones; however they have their distinctive features.

It can be predicted, that the accurate self-analysis of Ukraine on the financing of the obligations under the Convention is sure to demonstrate humble results. (The possible exception is proper financing of reservations: increase by 2,2 times –in the list of executed obligations of the future President of Ukraine, which was declared before the elections [138].)

The development and realization of the economic tools to stimulate conservation of biodiversity still remains crucial, the lack of such tool has entered into the list of the main Ukrainian challenges in implementation of the Convention (figure 4) [130]. At the same time all the Parties to the Convention understand the importance of this issue. The materials of the latest Conference of the Parties to the Convention show that during the last twenty years the Parties have tried many times on the international and national levels to cover the external (accrued as a net cost) environmental consequences of economic activity at the expense of the national income, and to apply the indicators of environmental amortization, in order to show environmental losses as a result of economic activity. Such indicators may be the basis for definition of priorities in the national environmental policy and concentration of efforts to decrease or annihilate the results of the activity harmful for environment. Development of the improvements (taming into account biodiversity) to the national income planning may probe to be one of the very useful and adequate methods to reflect biodiversity losses [137]. In order to reach mutual progress, the Parties have developed cost assessment approaches, in term of the materials of the document «Assessment of ecosystems on the brink of millennium» [137], and which it is also worth taking into account by the Ukrainian scientists and state executives. 

Solutions 
It is worth optimizing the work of institutions responsible for administration of tasks under the Convention and to complement and update the interaction scheme, to renew the equipment and administrative support, and to improve the technical skills of the executors (including by trainings), including means of distanced work with the users of the information and the participants of the reporting process, including by Internet. 

It is worth reviewing the initiative to update the legislative documents on biodiversity – because of the obligatory current observation of separate requirements under the articles of the Convention, resolutions of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention, recommendations and initiatives of the Parties. It will allow putting the workouts of Ukraine on the level with the international ones, and also it will improve the substantiation of the draft laws in terms of search and planning of budget funding of the biodiversity efforts.

It is necessary to restore the Clearing House Mechanism, which plays an important role by supporting the activity of national, regional and global systems of information sharing. There is a necessity to train a team, which will be occupied with such activity.  

It is necessary to improve the quality of Ukrainian reporting under the Convention, and to put the reporting in compliance with the electronic forms, to pay the informational debts and to take the necessary rhythm. It is worth to realize more actively the existing possibilities of implementation of contemporary electronic documentation turnover, indicators and indexes approach, search-engines, issue-related electronic cartography, half-automated reporting  – to speed up information sharing and facilitate decision making. It is worth to be more active in joining the new global initiatives under the Convention, which provides more comparative materials for self-assessment.  

It is advisable to review at least the most important parts of the  Second National Report on the Implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity and to bring it into the format adopted with the Parties to the Convention  (in compliance with the Resolution  V19), in order to receive comparative materials for the next reports. There are the following important parts, for example, determination of high priority articles and thematic directions, 28 issues and challenges, alien species, financing, execution of the Strategic Plan of the Convention.

It is necessary to review the Third National Report on the Implementation of the Convention and to put it in compliance with the format approved by the Parties to the Convention (in compliance with the Resolution). It is important not only for obtaining of the comparative material for the next reports, but also to enable the Secretariat to use the Ukrainian workouts. It is necessary to forward this report to the Secretariat as soon as possible and make it accessible for public and state executives.

It is necessary to start organizing and preparation of the Fourth National Report on the Convention Implementation. The Parties have resolved that the fourth and the following national reports shall be oriented on the achievements of definite results and the main attention shall be paid to the status and development of biodiversity, national initiatives, and the results of achievement of the Target-2010, tasks of the Strategic Plan of the Convention; and the status of execution of national strategies and action plans on conservation of biodiversity.
While reviewing the Third National Report and preparing the Fourth National Report, it is necessary to take into account that the Parties may consider the following decisions to be out-of-date and ineffective [137]: V/1; V/2, sections 1 and 3-8; V/3; V/4, sections 1-15 and 17-20; V/5, sections 1-2, 8, 11-12, 19-21 and 28-29; V/6, sections 3-6; V/7, sections 1-3 and 5.; V/8, sections 1-9 and 13-17; V/9, sections 2-4 and 6; V/10; V/11, sections 2-3, 7-8, 11, 13-14 and 17; V/12; V/13, section 1; V/14, sections 1, 3-4, 6 and 8-10; V/16, sections 6, 8-9 and 14; V/17, sections 1-3 and 7(c) and (d); V/18, sections 1(a)-(d) and 2-9; V/19, sections 3 and 8; V/20, sections 4, 6 , 10-16, 23, 28, 29(b) and (e), 32-33, 35 і 37-40; V/21, sections 1 and 3-10; V/22, sections 1-6, 8-9, 11-14, 16-17, 19 і 21; V/23, sections 6-8; V/24, sections 2 and 3; V/25, sections 2-4 and 6-7; V/26 A, sections 7-10 and 15; V/26 B, sections 3-4;  V/26 C, sections 1-3 and 5; V/27; V/28; V/29; VI/1, sections 1-5 and 7; VI/2, sections 1-3; VI/3; VI/4; VI/5, sections 5, 17 and 21; VI/6, sections 1 and 6; VI/7 B, sections 1-4; VI/7 C, sections 1-4; VI/8, section 8; VI/10, sections 1, 4, 6-7, 9, 12-19, 21-22, 25, 28 and 34; VI/12; VI/13, sections 1-5; VI/14; VI/15, sections 1 and 5-7; VI/16, sections 1-5 and 11(g); VI/17, sections 1, 9 and 11; VI/18, sections 2 and 3; VI/20, sections 14, 31 and 37; VI/21; VI/22, sections 1-8; 19(a), 19(b), 19(d) and 19(f); 27; 41; 43 and 45; VI/23, sections 1-3, 7 and 9; VI/24 A, sections 1-2 and 8-9; VI/24 B, sections 1-3; 6 and 10-12; VI/24 C, sections 3-8; VI/24 D, sections 1 and 8; VI/25, sections 1-3 and 10; VI/26, sections 1 and 4; VI/27 A,  section 13; VI/27 B, sections 2, 4, 5-8 and 16; VI/28; VI/29, sections 1-3; 5; 8; 10-13; 15-18 and 20-28; VI/30; VI/31; VI/32.

It is also necessary to inform the potential domestic partners in the Convention implementation on these and other changes, initiatives and innovations on the Convention, about the most important action plans and programs, legislative activity, etc. – in connection with the latest results of the operation of the Parties during the Eighth Conference of the Parties to the Convention.

To our opinion, the materials of the Base Report and the Thematic Report can be used also for these purposes.  

It is also necessary to take into consideration the recommendations on the potential list of trainings for state executives and public organizations (see below), prepared based on the materials of the Base Report [130] and taking into account the workouts of the Parties in 2006 [137], recommendations on the mutual Action Plan, based on the latest information on the three conventions.  It is worth taking into account the assessment and proposals on the scientific and methodological support for the Convention implementation (see below).

V. Assessment and Proposals on the Scientific and Methodological Support for the Convention Implementation
А. The scientific and methodological support must be enforced and primarily directed at the priority issues and challenges, which have been recently defined based on the methodological approaches of the Convention Parties [48] and the list of «28 challenges…». They can be summarized as follows: absence of mutual benefiting, inadequacy of the options for implementing of measures, inadequacy of economic stimulation tools, and absence of preventive means. The highest average score has been given on the following three articles of the Convention: articles 5, 8h, 8j, 12, 20. The highest average score for challenges was given to the following thematic directions (in order of diminishing): sea and costal areas, internal waters of ecosystem, dry and sub-humid lands, agricultural lands.

B. The implementation of the contemporary electronic systems for documentation turnover, which has already been implemented by the Parties to the Convention, requires active efforts. It also deals with the synergy and allows to essentially optimizing legislation, transparency, management, and financing. The member countries of the MIA perform researches on synergy (and/or coherence) in the context of seven groups of activity within the contemporary IBM system [Issue-Based Modules FOR Coherent Implementation of Biodiversity Convention - UNEP IBM Project].

In order to strengthen the cooperation in the implementation of the three Rio-Conventions (FCCC, CBD and Convention to Combat Desertification), the Joint Liaison Group (JLG) (between the Secretariats of the three Conventions)  has been created in August 2001. The Conferences of the Parties to each of the three Conventions have later approved the creation of such Group, called for extended cooperation between the Conventions and asked the Group to analyze the options for further cooperation. In November 2002, The Conference of the Parties to the FCCC resolved to invite the representatives of the Secretariat of the Convention on Wetlands in order to share information and to participate in the meetings of the Joint Group. 

The options for improvement of mutual work were discussed at the Fifth Meeting of the Joint Group, which took place in Germany, 30 January 2004. As was previously agreed, the Secretariats of the CBD, CCD and FCCC have jointly prepared the document, providing for the possible options of cooperation development between the three Rio-Conventions to be further considered at the following meeting of the Group. At the same time the Joint Force has develop the Internet site to inform on joint efforts. There are references to this site on the pages of all the three Conventions. 

Today the active realization of these agreements has started. A special UNEP IBM Project for development of contemporary search-engine (so called “module”) has been founded. Today it is developed for four Multilateral Environmental Agreements: FCCC, CBD, Ramsar Convention, Convention on Migrating Species of Wild Animals (CMS), World Heritage Convention, and Convention on International Trade with Endangered Species (СIТЕS). 

To better understand the structure of the elements of the module and to facilitate the navigation, the overview with the links to separate sections has been prepared. Taking into account the existence of a variety of All-European initiatives, such “module” also provides for their study and consideration: 

Assessment: includes scientific analysis and monitoring; 

Education, human resource training and awareness: includes training; 

Cooperation: includes interaction between the Parties in the framework of the agreements (see below), subsidiary bodies of their substitutes, collegial decisions under the agreements. 

Legislative measures and National Policy 
Resources availability: financial and technical support; 

Adaptation: may include mitigation of the climate change consequences; 

Mitigation of consequences: performed with the help of certain efforts to limit the eruptions of greenhouse gases and improve the quality of the absorbents and collectors of greenhouse gases.

The abovementioned kinds of activities are apparent priorities for the Parties; however, in some occasions they are directed on other subjects and deal with the secretariats and organizations which provide financing. The direct obligations are connected with the efforts on climate change, biodiversity or on each of their components, or somehow connected with the topic of the module, the connection may be determined on the basis of the respective text. Accessorily substantiated obligations describe the same efforts which are obligatory to achieve the task, regardless the absence of direct references to climate change, biodiversity or each of the components mention in the action plan. The requirements are based on the resolutions of the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA), as mentioned before, and are supported by the actions, provided for with the decisions, resolutions or recommendations which are presented in chronological order. 

If the abovementioned kinds of activity are aimed at mitigating of other threats to biological diversity or its components, such threats are described in terms of their relation to the topic of the module. The transitional kinds of activities show the increased recognition of biodiversity value. 

Biodiversity is an indicator of climate change and allows monitoring as well as helps to mitigate climate change consequences and adjust to such inevitable influences. However, there are still a lot of gaps in understanding of these issues. More attention must be paid to the stability of biodiversity components for adjustment to climate change and its consequences. It is also necessary to ensure that the efforts to combat climate change do not have adverse effect on biodiversity. 

C. It is necessary to take into consideration the workouts and addresses of the non-government organizations, received while the drafting the Third National Report, and which have named at least 27 of the most crucial issues preventing biodiversity conservation in Ukraine, and up to 20 of the most vulnerable groups/objects, which needs special attention – table 15.

Table 16

Summary on the Results of Government and Non-Government Organizations Survey, during Preparation of the Third National Report on the Convention Implementation  
	Name
	Організація
	The most Important issue preventing biodiversity conservation in Ukraine 
	The most vulnerable group of biodiversity object in Ukraine 
	Address in the Internet, where the original answer is located 

	V. Prydatko
	Ukrainian Center for Land and Resources Management (ULRMC)
	There is no work wit the territory in general, as a result some of the consequences – “delight” in econetwork. It is necessary to develop, approve and implement the Law of Ukraine "On Biodiversity Conservation"
	Very specialized kinds; water ecosystems.
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/Pridatko.doc

	M. Korobko
	UEA "Green World”
	Dependence of the inspection services from the local state authorities; absence of objective liability of the state executive bodies for violations of the requirements of environmental legislation; low awareness on biodiversity of inhabitants and personnel of inspection...
	Variations of plants and animals, registered in the Read Book, the habitats of which are outside the conservations; conservations of lower categories …



	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments10.1_ua.html
http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments10.2_ua.html

	L. Myronova, N. Kostenko 
	Karadag Nature Conservation (NASU)
	Demoralization of society under the pressure of social and economic problems, corruption, low awareness …
	In the South-West of Crimea – costal ecosystems, fir forests and open forests …
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments12_ua.html
http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments12.2_ua.html

	
	
	
	
	

	A. Dulytsky
	Crimean Association for Biodiversity Support Gurzuf -97 
	Replacement of biodiversity objectives and tasks; absence of understanding by the state authorities 
	Mediterranean monk seal;  mountain forest Crimea 
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments9_ua.html

	O. Brygadyrenk 
	Dripropetrovsk National University 
	False state concept: the Ministry for Environment Protection must assess not the decrease of human influence on the human environment, but on the conservation, preservation of minor populations of endangered organisms 
	Populations of the endangered species (over 90%).
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments14_ua.html

	(group of experts)
	NC «Scolivsk Rocks »
	It is necessary to concentrate the efforts of non-government environmental organizations and Mass Media  for defining objective and subjective reasons which prevent or hamper the Convention implementation in Ukraine  
	(assessment is absent)
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments15_ua.html

	V. Demchenko 
	NGO  «Tavria Conservation Help»
	NB – the response can be interpreted as follows: legislative requirements on biodiversity are violated [the author provides the examples with sea ecosystems]; the efforts to improve sea biodiversity are ineffective … 
	Almost each water object of Ukraine [demonstrated on the example of Milky Estuary]
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments23_ua.html

	(group of experts)
	Department for Melioration and water economy of Ivano-Frankivsk Oblast 
	Inadequate financing.
	Small Rivers of Ukraine 
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments35_ua.html

	(group of experts)
	State Direction for Environment and Natural Resources in Cherkasy Oblast  
	Based on the situation in Cherkasy Oblast: imperfection of legislation on announcement and booking of conservations in terms of expropriation of land plots, getting agreement of the owners and users, which do not have money interest …
	Based on the situation in Cherkasy Oblast: plain pine tree growing on the sand ridge of Prytiasmynsk ("Chygyryn Forestry "), which is located in a zone of constant mass reproduction of pests …
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments33_ua.html

	A. Kovalchuk.
	МАМА-86

Feodosia 
	Imperfection of legislative control over costal construction …
	(no assessment)
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments1_ua.html

	S. Aleschenko
	IBF «Christian World»
	Ambiguous interpretations of legislation on biodiversity, ignorance of state executors and public activists in environmental issues; poor knowledge of terminology, functions of differed executive bodies)
	On the example of a nature monument of local importance «City Garden»: superiority of commercial interests over the environmental interests … 
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments7_ua.html

	(group of experts)
	Central Administration for Land Resources of Zaporizhzhia Oblast 
	Complicated environmental situation; lack of funds to purchase contemporary  purification installations; inadequate environmental control in the country; negligence of local communities; natural cataclysms; extensive ploughing …

buccaneering, negligence… 
	(no assessment)
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments16_ua.html

	Y. Vasidlov 
	Association 
"Our Home"
	(no assessment)
	A lot of attention is paid to total annihilation of predators and destruction of natural chains «predators –hoofed mammals»…
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/Vasidlov.doc

	Z. Berezhna 
	Non-Government Environmental Organization "Green World” - "Oak Gully” 
	Absence of (perfect) plans for conservation management, lack of human resources, financing and equipment 
	On the example of the City Kryvyi Rig: there are no guards in such conservations as «Балка Северная Красная», «Выходы амфиоболитов», «Скалы МОПРА», «Сланцевые скалы». In fact they are used for entertainment gathering of berries, herbs, pastures, planting...
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments26_ua.html

	I. Rusiev.
	Non-Government Environmental Organization "Фонд "Природное наследие""
	(no assessment)
	…imperfection of registration of animals; there is no work done to execute a number of resolutions (V/24, VII/12, partially  VII/14), and on the execution of article 8(h) – alien species.
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments5_ua.html

	S. Gladkevych
	Naturalist photographer
	In most occasions there is no culture of treating fauna; direct and indirect annihilation of animals and their habitats; not effective legislation; lack of territories for conservation of vulnerable species, absence of children education to treat environment with care ...
	Read-book and vulnerable species, birds of pray, which lack territories for nesting …
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments27_ua.html

	O. Stankevych 
	Youth Ecological Union “Ecoshpere” 
	As far as the forests are concerned, there is lack of mutual understanding of the ecosystem approach to their preservation …
	The main threat for the forest biodiversity is loss of genetic fund of the local species and their replacement with alien species ".)
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments6_ua.html
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М.П.Олексієнко
܀-
-Популяції зникаючих видів 
(яких більше 90%).

	Internal waters are poorly presented in the network of protected areas, and little attention is paid to their protection and study. Priority is given to sea and costal complexes, which are primarily financed …
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments8_ua.html

	(group of experts)
	State Administration for ecology and Nature Resources
	(no assessment)
	It was offered to create regional task forces to include the employees of the involved executive bodies, scientists, representatives of non-government organizations for high quality and complex analysis…
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments11_ua.html

	O. Angurets 
	Task Force on Biosafety, biodiversity, organic farming of the International Organization ANPED.
	The urgency of GMO issues is pointed out 
	(no assessment)
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments13_ua.html

	(group of experts)
	Teenage Center for Nature and Environment in Cherkasy Oblast 
	(no assessment)
	The following faults of different actions are marked: International Bird Observation Day – lack of proper financing, which could allow to extend the territory for observations and researches …
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments33_ua.html

	V. Gryntsov
	Institute of Biology of the Southern Seas of the NASU 
	(no assessment)
	In addition to the list of problems, the author has marked such problems as  lack of education on environment, absence of accurate biodiversity assessment and mechanisms of functioning of the populations of endangered species and their habitats …
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments25_ua.html

	Y. Movchan 
	Department of biotic, water land resources and econet at the Ministry for environmental protection of Ukraine 
	A number of problems is marked, in particular, technologic development  instead of environmental development of society, lack of human resources, lack of financing, slow reforming of environment protection etc.)
	(no assessment)
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments28_ua.html

	(group of experts)

Specific useful information has been prepared by M. Khymnyi 
	State Administration for Environment and Nature Resources in Volyn Oblast 
	Lack of real state priorities in biodiversity preservation, predominance of declarative measures, lack of ecosystem approach to natural resources use, absence of structural approach … 
	River beds and wetland ecosystems of Ukrainian Polissia, especially on the example of Western Polissia...

 ...it is necessary to mark priority of wetland and forest ecosystems …
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments38_ua.html

	(group of experts)
	(State Committee on Melioration and Water Economy AR Crimea)
	Contamination of internal water and sea and costal ecosystems. 
	(no assessment)
	

	A. Protasov 
	
	...lack of real state priorities on biodiversity conservation, predominance of declarative measures, lack of ecosystem approach to natural resources use... 
	(no assessment)
	

	(group of experts)
	Committee on Water Construction and Irrigation of the Rada of Ministers of the Autonomous Republic Crimea 
	Contamination of internal water, sea and costal ecosystems …
	(no assessment)
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments40_ua.html

	A. Kovalevska, M. Oleksienko.
	Khortytsia Environmental Organization „Clear Air “
	Problem of Dnieper reservoir …
	
	

	M. Oleksienko
	State Forestry Committee of Ukraine 
	...Increase of a share of conservations mostly at the expense of forests, which does not support biodiversity conservation as well as conservation of other unique territories … 
	As far as the mountainous areas and the territories with high endemism are concerned: ...their degradation is a result of forest clearance in post-war period, fires and extensive grazing …".) 
	http://www.ecopravo.kiev.ua/BEY/Variety/comments29_ua.html


D. The scientific and methodological support of the resolutions of the Parties with low implementation indicators in Ukraine are of the first priority. For example, according to the results of the All-Ukrainian survey on NR-3 [2, 3, 4], performed by «EcoPravo-Kyiv», as of October 2005 (and up to now), Ukraine had no progress in execution of the following decisions of the Parties to the Convention, with the dominating answer “no”: V/24, VII/12, VI/23, VI/23, III/11, IV/6, or «no, but» - VII/14, V/25, V/8, V/5. 

E. In compliance with the approved procedures and forms [26, 33], Ukraine has to fulfill its obligations and submit the package of thematic reports it has owned to the Secretariat of the Convention - table 3. The submission deadlines of many of the reports have already expired. According to the information of the Secretariat of the Convention, 11 reports are not “liquid” or have not been received yet from Ukraine, as they are not presented on the respective web-page [27,33]. At the same time these reports are a part of commitments of Ukraine under separate articles and directions, in particular articles 8, 8h, 15, 16, 19, «u», «y». 
F. The first priority tasks were preliminarily specified by the Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine (in compliance with the NR-3) – table 4. As we may see, there are 10 such tasks out of 25 (thus 40%), in particular: general efforts on conservation and sustainable use, determination and monitoring, conservation of in-situ, sustainable use of the components of biodiversity, stimulation measures, scientific and technical cooperation, financial resources, mechanism of financing, biodiversity of agriculture, biodiversity of mountainous areas.

G. It is expected that, in compliance with the Law of Ukraine on Approval of the Concept of the National Program on Biodiversity Conservation  for  2005-2025 рр. [22], the priority tasks will be connected with «…efforts with conservation of flora and fauna, their groups and complexes,  ecosystems and structural elements of ecosystem, in particular: populations and species; plant groups and fauna complexes; ecosystems, including mountainous,  costal,   river, lake, wetland, forest, meadow, steppe, agro- and urboecosystems; natural regions; econetwork …». The respective actions will be also of high priority.
H. The report on the environment state in Ukraine, prepared for the Fifth Ministerial Conference [46] has shown that among the priority CBD issues (for Ukraine), the experts also named the further orientation on the improvement of the legislation on environmental issues in compliance with the European standards   -  it is the result of study and change of the current status of preparation for taking into account the EU instructions. We mean the segment «E. Nature protection» (83/129/EEC, 338/97/EC, 348/81/EEC, 3254/91/EEC, 79/409/EEC, 92/43/EEC). The abovementioned instructions are important for Ukraine, because they play a key role in the expertise on the preparedness of the states to enter the EU, and also because they deal with the issues of trade and activity of the pan-European network for environment protection [45].
J. We must take into account the necessity in scientific and technical updating of the Ukrainian reporting under the Convention. As it was mentioned in the previous chapters, the Ukrainian reports are not in the format, which is recognized by the half-automatic search engine of the Convention Secretariat and the contemporary «analyzer» [27]. It is the result of failure to keep to the requirements to the format of the second national report [17]. Some Ukrainian NGOEP have already offered to finish the actualization of the national reporting system, in particular, by using indexes and indicators, the existing search engine of indicators/ indexes in the Internet [4, 5, 36, 40] and already operating form of description of indicators/indexes – IFS. First, such approach reduces the volume of reports are also is a development of a number of recommendations by SBSTTA: UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/7/12 (20 September 2001), UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/9/INF/7 (14 October 2003), UNEP/CBD/EM-Indicators/1/3 (13 February 2003), as well as CBD/COP, in particular, UNEP/CBD/COP/7/L.2720 (9-20 February 2004). The most important is that this offer is realistic and could have been realized less then in half a year.
I. Further we propose to include into the list of priorities for scientists some of the priorities, which were in the set of materials for the Eighth Conference of the Parties to the Convention [137]. At the same time we have only selected the priorities but we have not arranged them. 

It is worth taking into account Voluntary Key Principles for Impact Assessment, considering the biodiversity aspects. For some information on the most effective application of environmental impact assessments we may refer to the principles of the International Association for Impact Assessment – www.iaia.org

It is worth mentioning, that the Convention calls the Parties and the respective organizations for taking into consideration the principles of the Strategic Environmental Assessment in terms of execution of the requirements of the Section 1 (b) of the Article 14 of the Convention and other mandates, as well as experience sharing through the Clearing House Mechanism and Reporting.

It is worth taking into account that the Convention appeals to the Parties to use the Plan of Action for Constructive Tasks 2010.

It is worth taking into account that the Convention calls the Parties to use the Indicators for Strategic Plan Realization Assessment.

It is worth taking into account that the Convention calls the Parties to use the Clearing House Mechanism Program till 2010.

It is worth taking into account that the Convention calls the Parties to make further researches based on:

International Scientific and Research Cooperation. Considerable progress has been made during the last several dozens of years in the development of reliable assessment tools and protocols for practical use in evaluation of resources, biodiversity functions and respective ecosystem services. But the potential of the further researches and developments still remains unrealized. It is worth supporting scientific and research initiatives, aimed at realization of such potential, and which involve organization of regional or international cooperation. 
Cost Assessment of Biodiversity and National Income. Further researches in development and correction of biodiversity based national income planning are an important tool to ensure more effective registration of biodiversity loss in the process of macroeconomic policy development. 
Assessment Toolbar. Further studies to ensure substantiated and reliable assessment, in particular, assessment of subjective benefits and their transfer, may help to increase the reliability of information under non-market ecosystem services.
Benefit Transfer. Further scientific research in substantiation and reliability of benefit transfer may facilitate the further extension of information use with limited time and resources, preventing large scale preliminary researches.
Interconnection of Biodiversity, Biodiversity Functions, and Respective Ecosystem Functions. Regardless the achievements, which allowed better understanding of the interconnections between the biological diversity, biodiversity functions and the respective ecosystem services, many issues, still remain open. Thus the extension of the research to facilitate the development of new instruments and methodologies for cost assessment of biodiversity, resources and biodiversity functions is justified.

It is worth taking into account the workouts on the Key Cost Assessment Methods (based on the materials of Ecosystem Assessment and the brink of millennium).
The workouts on the Target List of Services Supported by Ecosystems also need to be taken into consideration.

It is also necessary to take into account the workouts on the section 27.6 Biodiversity and Climate Change: guidelines on biodiversity efforts coordination, adaptation to climate change or mitigation of its impact, or on land degradation. The Conference of the Parties has offered the Parties and other governments, which report to organizations and other scientific and research institutes, to remove (in the respective occasions) the research gaps, as revealed by the reporting of the Task Force on Biodiversity and Climate Change Adaptation, and promote scientific research on biodiversity, mitigation of climate change impact and adaptation, for further facilitation of biodiversity inclusion into development, realization and monitoring of efforts to adjust to climate change and to mitigate its impact. The Conference of the Parties has offered the Parties and other governments, which report to organizations and other scientific and research institutes to develop and support (in the respective occasions) extreme projects, which involve mutual efforts within the objectives of the three Rio-Conventions, to facilitate mutual understanding and cooperation.

VI. Assessment and Proposals on Education and Training to Support the Convention Implementation 
According to the materials of the COP8 [137], there are specific recommendations on education and public awareness (E&PA), including with the employment of the Clearing House Mechanism, which is effective in many countries. In general, the work under E&PA is complex and logically involves necessity in trainings for the experts, which would be occupied with such work. For example, if the Clearing House Mechanism does is nor effective in Ukraine [2,4,130], which is the result of poor understanding of its role, the responsible persons need additional trainings and new knowledge. The same situation is with the Clearing House Mechanism on the Global Taxonomy Initiative [2,4], which shows the necessity in training. Below we provide the target list of topics for potential trainings, prepared based on the abovementioned observations, as well as on the materials of the COP8, which show the priorities for the closest perspective.

Training for the Administrators of the Clearing House Mechanism in Ukraine (under the Convention on Biologic Diversity). Based on: materials of the COP8 [136], intentions of the Parties to impose important tasks on the Clearing House Mechanism, which is considered as one of the contemporary means of communication, information sharing, cooperation on the issues requiring mutual activity and awareness (for example, control over the spreading of alien species, public participation, transnational biodiversity issues залучення etc.). It is marked that the Clearing House Mechanism facilitates creation of global network for education and public awareness.
Training for experts and non-government organizations on nature economics, respective public awareness of biodiversity value, on the development and employment of such tools as environmental impact assessment, strategic environmental assessment and its methods, aimed at assessment and awareness of biodiversity functions and resources value, associated ecosystem services under different local conditions and functional possibilities, and raising awareness of these issues. Based on: materials of the COP8 [136], intentions of the Parties to combat dramatic decrease in the quantity of the services supported by ecosystems, which is lately observed [139].
Training for State Executives and Non-Government Organizations on Contemporary IT Technologies to support development of interactive communication through the web-site of the Convention in order to promote and facilitate more efficient communication and interaction with the executors and civil society, and creation of web-portals to support development of public communication, education and awareness, promotion of public participation and cooperation. Based on: the materials of the COP8 [136]
Training on Exercise Modules Development to facilitate the activity connected with the action plans on specified and general issues, implementation of new IT and web technologies. It will be used for training programs and technical workshops to support the creation of networks on education, human resources training, biodiversity. Base on: materials of the COP8 [136], initiatives and appeals of the Parties to widen the use electronic communicative means and web-technologies, which facilitate information sharing, including on the Clearing House Mechanism.

Training to Improve Professional Qualifications, Education and Awareness of Customs Officers and Related Executors on the invasive and alien species. It must involve general understanding of terminology on invasive and alien species, for example, by developing glossaries or holding joint seminars with the attraction of other sectors. Based on: the materials of the COP8 [136].

Training for Government and Non-Government Organizations on Global Initiative on Communication, Education and Public Awareness (GICEPA), to realize Article Ст.13 of the Convention and Resolution VII/24, and to support national strategy and action plans on biodiversity conservation. Based on: materials of the COP8 [136], Article 13 of the Convention and Resolution VII/24. 
The Parties have developed a list of respective priorities – table 17, which can be taken into consideration also in Ukraine.
	Table 17

Priority Checklist for Action Plan on Communication, Education and Public Awareness (extract)

Information Source: [136].

	Priority 1: Plan of Events on GICEPA 

	Creation of the coordination centers and national institutions on GICEPA, including the priority checklists at all levels (national, regional and global) applicable, and based on the existing organizational principles.

	Support in participation of respective parties in national consultations 

	Institutions on biodiversity, including the respective representatives of: 

	o Mass Media 

	o Education 

	o Business 

	o Youth 

	o Scientific Cooperation 

	…

	Involvement of national institutions into implementation of priority tasks of the GICEPA.

	Tasks for Executive Officer 
	Tasks for the Parties 

	Creation of Electronic Infrastructure, including improvement of the GICEPA portal …
	Creation of the implementation structure and Executive Secretary consulting. Motivation of respective parties to participate in advisory bodies. Definition of execution of national strategy and plans on priority tasks under the GICEPA program. If necessary, creation of the scheme of bilateral and regional support.

	Program Components (Resolution VI/19)

	Program Components 1, 2 і 3

	Priority 2: Audit of tasks and public awareness 

	Achievement of general understanding of key audience awareness status by employment of different research tools and existing data (where applicable) … 

	Tasks for Executive Officer
	Tasks for the Parties

	…
	- Participation in “ GICEPA Fair” and sponsorship of the national GICEPA parties, providing the national Mass Media with the CBD press-releases during the Conferences of the Parties and GICEPA and SBSTTC-  creation of the national PR strategy for the Conference of the Parties 

	Priority 3: Development of key statements 

	…

	Priority 4: Implementation of PR strategy 

	…

	Priority 5: Development of a toolkit for implementation of national strategies on GICEPA 

	- Creation and distribution of toolkits for development and implementation of national strategies on GICEPA, while using the data for the efforts 2-4 above, including the following elements, if applicable, including thematic research and leading experience, as well as professional knowledge of the partner organizations, such as UNESKO:

o Explication of GICEPA and the action plan tasks 
􀂃 Role of communication, education and public awareness on CBD;

􀂃 Importance of biodiversity preservation for well-being of humanity 
􀂃 Promotion of activity and cooperation between key sectors.

o Technologies to define target audiences and public awareness 

􀂃 Defining important audiences and sectors for the Convention;

􀂃 Methodology for audit of knowledge and public awareness 

􀂃 Role of PR 
􀂃 References to generating 
o Creation of key statements for target audiences 
􀂃 Sources 

• CBD documents: Global Biodiversity Challenge, Action Plans, Target Task for 2010, and Strategic Plan 
• Millennium Ecosystem Assessment and other external documents 
􀂃 How to adjust the statement to the target audiences
􀂃 Transmission of statements
o Creation and realization of PR campaigns directed at target audiences 
􀂃 Creation of campaigns and national plan 
􀂃 Partnership and financing 
􀂃 Events, including International Biodiversity Day 

􀂃 Long-run activity 

o Typical forms for GICEPA materials 
􀂃 Lists of Mass Media and parties;

􀂃 Examples of key statements;

􀂃 Thematic studies and best practices;

􀂃 Video and other materials;

􀂃 Sets of materials for Mass Media, parties …

	

	Priority 6: Organization of seminars on development of national strategies under GICEPA 

	…

	Priority 7: Infrastructure development and global network support 

	…

	Priority 8: International Biodiversity Day 

	Priority 9: Attract public attention to meetings of the Conference of the Parties and SBSTTC



Training for state executors and non-government organizations on indexes and indicators approach to the Convention implementation management, Strategic Plan of the Convention, achievement of targets «2010». Based on: results of the self-assessment of Ukraine on reporting and preparation of NR [2,3,4,130], self-assessment on execution of Strategic Plan (table15), materials of the COP8 [136] with the list of indicators for monitoring of the Strategic Plan of the Convention and targets «2010», a whish to see more active use of the Ukrainian information for preparation of global summaries, such as the GBO3, essential benefits of the indicators and indexes approach to synergic approaches to the MIA implementation, achievement of sustainable development etc. At last, this approach has been recommended by the Convention Parties with a number of documents: UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/7/12 (20 September 2001), UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/9/INF/7 (14 October 2003), UNEP/CBD/EM-Indicators/1/3 (13 February 2003), as well as CBD/COP, in particular, UNEP/CBD/COP/7/L.2720 (9-20 February 2004).

Training for state executors and non-government organizations on UNEP module for MIA synergy: FCCC and CP, CCD, КБР, Ramsar Convention, Convention on Migratory Species of Wild Animals (CMS), World Heritage Convention, Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species (CITES) [140]. (One of the authors of the thematic report has participated in testing of this product and preparation of current offers for developers. During communication it turned that the Project Council could consider inclusion of Ukraine into the list of countries for the pilot implementation of the system in Thematic of preparation of special initiative address to UNEP.) Thus it would give, for example, translation into Ukrainian language of essential share of its segments and supporting modules. It is one of the best examples of IT technologies implementation for support of digital documentation turnover, synergy and information sharing, mutual activity support. Development of such approaches could essentially help, for example, in the development of legislation on the common issues for the three conventions, which are developed in the Basic Report and Thematic Report.

VII. Concluding Remarks 
Definition of First Priority Actions
Fist priority actions must be a reflection of first priority tasks. The first priority tasks were specified by the Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine (in compliance with the format «NR-3») – table 4 [23, 35]. There were 10 first priority tasks out of 25 (thus 40%): general efforts for conservation and sustainable use (Article 6), determination and monitoring (Article 7), in-situ preservation (Article.8), sustainable use of biodiversity elements (Article.10), stimulation tools (Article.11), scientific and technical cooperation (Article 18), financial resources (Article.20), financing mechanism (Article 21), agricultural biodiversity («t»), biodiversity in mountainous regions  («y»).

Apart from the articles of the Convention, there is a number of resolution of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention, which are of high priority for Ukraine, as Ukraine has not undertaken active efforts to implement them yet, which is shown in the draft Third National Report on the convention Implementation [23, 35], in particular: V/24, VII/12, VI/23, VI/23, III/11, IV/6, VII/14, V/25, V/8, V/5. Additional study of the issue in terms of objectives of the Convention Strategic Plan (table 15) enables to add to this list also the following articles: V/11, VI/16 і VII/21, II/7, III/9, VI/27A, VI/20, VII/15, VI/19, IV/10, VII/24. The failure to execute these resolutions was also marked by the respondents of the first All-Ukrainian Survey [4], see also table15.

In general, ranging gives a number of resolutions starting from the second and ending with the 7th Conference of the Parties to the Convention (and taking into account that some of the decisions and elements of decisions will be recognized as outdated [136], see above): II/7, III/9, III/11, IV/6, IV/10, V/8, V/5 (including sections 1-2, 8, 11-12, 19-21 and 28-29), V/11 (except for sections 2-3, 7-8, 11, 13-14 і 17), V/24 (except for sections 2 and 3 ), V/25 (except for sections 2-4 and 6-7), VI/16 (except for sections 1-5 and 11(g)), VI/19 (issues of education and public awareness are excluded)), VI/20 (except for sections 14, 31 and 37, and the sections on cooperation with other… ); VI/23 (except for sections 1-3, 7 і 9), VI/27A (except for sections 13), VII/12, VII/14 (partially), VII/15, VII/21, VII/24 (except for education and public awareness). 

We are convinced that there have been no such addresses, aimed at improvement of the Convention implementation management in Ukraine.

Our special statistic research of the challenges of the Convention implementation, which can be considered as priority issues and are worth taking into account by state executives, for example, articles and thematic directions, which have the highest average difficulty score (>2) – articles  8j, 11, 12, 20, «t», «w», «y» – figure 4, Annex 8 [130].

To compare with the last address prepared by the Secretariat on the NR-3 for the Conference of the Parties (Brazil, March 2006) on the example of 56 countries demonstrates that Article  8 is market as high priority issue (conservation of in situ) [132]. It shows that most of the Parties give priority to the conservation of in situ, or to the creation of protected areas for biodiversity conservation. It is necessary to note that the Article 8(h) (alien biological species) and Article 8(j) (traditional knowledge and respective provisions) do not receive such a high priority. On the other hand, essential Parties regard Article 8(j) as one of the provisions of the Conventions with the lowest priority. It can be partly explained with the absence aboriginal nations and societies in some of the country. Moreover many Parties which have presented their reports give high priority to execution of the tasks of the Article 6 [132].

Going back to the tasks defined by the Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine [23, 35] it is necessary to pay attention to the directions and priorities of the state activity aimed at biodiversity conservation in compliance with the effective legislation. 

It is expected that, in compliance with the document «Law of Ukraine on approval of the Concept of the General Biodiversity Conservation Program for 2005-2025 » [22], the priority tasks will be connected with «…activity to protect flora and fauna, their groups and complexes,  ecosystems and components of structural elements of econetwork, in particular: populations and variations; plant groups and fauna complexes; ecosystems, including mountain, costal and sea, river, lake, bogs, flood-lands, forest, meadow, steppe, agrarian and urban ecosystems; natural regions; econetwork …». As of late February 2006, the draft law was submitted for approval [44, 45], and had already been included into «The Plan of efforts on execution of the Action Plan Ukraine-EU for 2005». 

Before the law is approved, it is early to talk about compliance with the list of priority tasks, issues and challenges which need to be managed, the list of articles which need to be reviewed according to the results of the NR-3, as well as the list of efforts that need to be implemented taking into consideration the current public recommendations – see [130], and, at last, new tasks under the decisions of the latest Eighth Conference of Parties to the Convention.

The Law of Ukraine “On Implementation of the Concept … has no references to definite articles of the Convention, скоріше за все, thus new gaps may appear. (Moreover we suppose at the time of the Program development (2004), the Second National Report must have already been prepared in compliance with the special form consisting of 377 questions, and which has not been prepared still, according to the data in the archive of the Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine in the reference-book of the Convention Secretariat [130].) Thus it failed to show to the authors the important provisions of the Convention, which we have analyzed above. In this respect it is useful for the Ministry to attend to the specification and questions to the Parties: «…Does the new version covers your strategies and action plan on biodiversity conservation all main thematic fields and common issues of the Conventions (see list A)? Please specify the main issues which have not been covered and the reason they have not been included. (c) does the new version of strategies and action plan on biodiversity conservation include national tasks and indicators? Please attach the list.» (с.123- UNEP/CBD/COP/8/1/Add.2)
We have prepared additional address on the desirable measures, at least taking into account the decisions of the latest Eighth Conference of Parties to the Convention – see below the offers on the Acton Plan. 

The development of the MIA synergy analyzer similar to UNEP IBM (of adjustment of the existing one) would be very timely […]. It main compounds are: Assessment – includes scientific analysis and monitoring, Education, human resources training and public awareness – includes training; Cooperation – includes interaction between the Parties within analyzed agreements, subsidiary bodies or their equivalents, collegial decisions under these agreements; Legislative measures and national policy; Resources – financial and technical support; Adjustment – may include mitigation of climate change impact; Impact Mitigation – activity to limit the emission of greenhouse gases and to increase the quality of absorbents and collectors of greenhouse gases. It has also been included into the draft Action Plan.

Among high priority tasks were also named the tasks, which have not been declared yet in a proper way, but which become obvious in the additional materials of the ministries, administrations, scientific institutions, involved to provide comprehensive study of the situation within the Basic Report). The same list should include new scientifically grounded priorities. They are: а) scientific and technical updating of the Ukrainian reporting under the Convention by active involvement of IT technologies, which would speed up and facilitate not only reporting and forecasting but also cartography and decision making; б) immediate scientific reaction to new evidences of powerful negative impacts of society on biodiversity, the reaction mechanisms for which have not been developed [35, 40]; в) realization of obligations on development (see below) and support of the Clearing House mechanism (CHM) and the respective web-portal – both for the Convention and for Cartagena Protocol; г) update and make public the Strategy and Action Plan  on biodiversity conservation; д) start execution new decisions of the parties, which would be adopted by the COP8.

The existence of large-scale environmental crises, for which the rehabilitation and management tolls have not been developed yet,  was described in Ukraine in 2004-2005 (passive blending of wild biodiversity and alien species, almost ±25% amplitude of changes in area of habitats of vertebrates as a result of changes in land use, decrease of strength of correlation connections in biodiversity zoning, ignorance of studies on spreading and conservation of habitats of wild relatives of cultivated plants etc.) [41, 42, 43, 49, 50].

Specific Measures 
We offer a package of recommendations on the on the following ten measures:
· In compliance with the list of measured under a contract, as included into draft law till the end of 2006 –«TABLE OF MONITORING RESULTS of draft law under responsibility of the Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine at the end of 2006 » - see Annex 7.

· In compliance with the decisions of the last, Eighth Conference of the Parties to the Convention (see draft recommendations to the Action Plan)

· According with the list of the draft recommendations to the Action Plan under the UNDP Project «Assessment of the national potential in the sphere of global environmental management in Ukraine » (see below).

· According to the annexes included into the Basic Report [130]:

Annex 1. Problems and Deficiencies Revealed by the NGOEP of Ukraine in the Realization of the UNEP Project for Public Participation in the Drafting of the «NR-3»
Annex 2. Proposals and Recommendations of «EcoPravo-Kyiv» on the Facilitation of Public Participation in the Drafting of the National Reports under the MIA
Annex 3. Proposals on the Key Provisions of the Regulatory Act of the Ministry for Environmental Protection of Ukraine on the Preparation of the National Reports according to the MIA Requirements 

· In compliance with the draft Strategy of Environmental Policy of Ukraine (see draft recommendations to the Action Plan).

· In compliance with the workouts of the Parties on the latest Eighth Conference of the Parties. In particular the Parties have concluded that the monitoring of Convention implementation and achievement of the Target 2010 will include the following five components [137]: a) 4 objectives and 19 tasks of the Strategic Plan, as approved by the Conference of the Parties with the resolution VI/26; b) indicators for assessment of progress in execution of Strategic Plan, which is no be developed based on indicators (they are listed in the annex to the general source of information); c) preliminary structure of objectives and target tasks, as approved with the resolution VII/30, which includes 7 target fields, 11 objectives and 21 tasks; d) indicators which reflect the results for target 2010 progress assessment (as approved with the resolution VII/30 and with amendments offered by the  SBSTTA with the recommendation X/5…); e) reporting mechanisms, including Global Biodiversity Option (GBO) and national reports. Thus Ukraine needs to develop a list of its activities based on such monitoring scheme, which can be presented to potential executors as the Bylaw of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine.

· In compliance with the recommendation of the Parties, to take into account the latest workouts of the SBSTTA on the existing tasks under the Target 10 (annex II to the Resolution VII/30) and its replacement with new: 

Target task 10.1. Any access to genetic resources shall be fulfilled in compliance with the Convention on Biological Diversity and its respective bylaws.

Target task 10.2: Benefits from commercial or any other use of genetic resources are distributed fairly and equally together with the countries providing such resources, in compliance with the Convention on Biological Diversity, and its respective bylaws.

· In compliance with the list of potential trainings for state executors and non-government organizations (see separate chapter).

· In compliance with the list of activities in the chapter Challenges of the Convention implementation.
	Table 18

Planning of the Ukrainian Payment into the Trust-Fund 

of the Convention on Biological Diversity for 2007-2008 

Information source: Proposed Budget for the Action Plan of the Convention on

Biological Diversity for 2007-2008/Annex V /UNEP/CBD/COP/8/28// Page 23



	
	UN scale of 
assessments 
2006 
(per cent) 
	Scale with 22% 
ceiling, no LDC 
paying more 
than 
0.01 % 
(per cent) 
	Contributions 
per 
1 Jan. 2007 
US$ 
	UN scale of 
assessments 
2006 
(per cent) 
	Scale with 22% 
ceiling, no LDC 
paying more 
than 
0.01 % 
(per cent) 
	Contributions 
as per 
1 Jan. 2008 
US$ 
	Total 
contributions 
2007-2008 
US$ 

	….
	….
	…
	…
	…
	…
	…
	...

	Ukraine 
	0.039 
	0.050 
	5,080 
	0.039 
	0.050 
	5,396 
	10,475 


Recommendations on Inclusion of Activities into the General Action Plan


Summary of activities for draft General Action Plan is shown in the Annex 9 for further discussion.  It has been prepared based on: proposals on the ways to solve issues and challenges, on scientific and methodological support for the Convention implementation, offers on the necessary educational work and trainings, list of definite measures – taking into account the latest developments of the Convention.
VIII. Bibliography (in addition to the Basic Report)

130. Sozinov O.O., Prydatko V.I. Baseline report on the implementation of the United Nations Convention of Climate Change (1992-2006), K,  UNDP, URSIWMEP, 2006, - 91 p.
131. Summary of the second edition of the Global perspective on biodiversity. UNEP/CBD/COP8/12. February 15, 2006. 9 pp.

132. Synthesis of Information Contained in Third National Reports/UNEP/CBD/COP/8/23 – 19 January, 2006.

133. Draft Guidelines for the Fourth National Report/UNEP/CBD/COP/8/24.

134. Proposed Budget for the Programme of Work of the Convention on Biological Diversity for the Biennium 2007 – 2008UNEP/CBD/COP/8/28.

135. Environment policy strategy (working title)/UNDP «National Capacity Self-Assessment for Global Environment Management in Ukraine». 

136. UNEP/CBD/COP/8/1/Add.2 - 1 March 2006.

137. Variants of application of instruments of cost evaluation of biodiversity and resources and functions of biodiversity / UNEP/CBD/COP/8/1/Add.2 - 1 March 2006.

138. Execution of the election promises of the President of Ukraine Viktor Yuschenko «Ten steps towards people». Our Ukraine. «Azbuka» Ltd.. 2006.

139.  GBO2. 2006.

140.  IBM [Issue-Based Modules FOR Coherent Implementation of Biodiversity Convention - UNEP IBM Project] - http://www.svs-unepibmdb.net. 

IX. Annexes (in addition to the Basic Report)

Annex 9 Summary on the Recommendations on the Activities under the Action Plan 
(on the Convention on Biological Diversity)


	Action, draft law, other document
	Deadlines 
	Responsible persons 
	Based on 
	Information source 

	In compliance with the list of contractual efforts, as included into draft laws in the end of 2006 – on the «TABLE OF MONITORING RESULTS of draft laws from the competence of the Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine at the end of February 2006 » - see Annex 7.
	(according to the plan)
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine 
	« TABLE OF MONITORING RESULTS …
	« TABLE OF MONITORING RESULTS …

	In compliance with the decisions of the last, Eighth Conference of the Parties to the Convention (see draft proposals or recommendations to the Action Plan)
	(according to the plan)
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine and others
	CBD/COP8
	CBD/COP8

	In compliance with the list of draft proposals or recommendations to the Action Plan on the UNDP Project «Assessment of the Ukrainian National Potential in Global Ecologic Management» (see below).


	(according to the plan)
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine and others
	
	

	To inform  the Had Departments of the Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine with the Edict of the Ministry (for information) with the results of the All-Ukrainian survey on the public participation in drafting of the Third National Report on implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity  із, as well as with the offers and recommendations on the improvement of the process of public involvement to the preparation of the national reports under multilateral environmental agreements   (MEA)
	(as work proceeds)
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine
	The results of the All-Ukrainian survey on the public participation in the preparation of the MIA (April-October 2005); the Third National Report of Ukraine has not been registered with the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity; unsatisfactory 15% reporting of Ukraine under the Convention, from 1994.
	[2,3,4,130]

	To take into account the given recommendations on improvement of the public involvement into preparation of the national reports under multilateral environmental agreements  (MEA)
	
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine
	The results of the All-Ukrainian survey on the public participation in the preparation of the MIA (April-October 2005 )
	[2,3,4,130]

	To activate the efforts in development of the target legislative documents on the execution of the  Convention and the resolutions of the Parties – instead of including of these issues into the legislative package on environment protection, and first of all take into account the decisions of the Conference of the  Parties, for the implementation of which nothing has been done: II/7, III/9, III/11, IV/6, IV/10, V/8, V/5 (including sections 1-2, 8, 11-12, 19-21 and 28-29), V/11 (except for sections 2-3, 7-8, 11, 13-14 і 17), V/24 (except for sections 2 and 3 ), V/25 (except for sections 2-4 and 6-7), VI/16 (except for sections 1-5 and 11(g)), VI/19 (issues of education and public awareness are excluded)), VI/20 (except for sections 14, 31 and 37, and the sections on cooperation with other… ); VI/23 (except for sections 1-3, 7 і 9), VI/27A (except for sections 13), VII/12, VII/14 (partially), VII/15, VII/21, VII/24 (except for education and public awareness).
	(as work proceeds)
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine and others
	The recommendations of the Basic Report[130]   and the Thematic Report  under the UNDP Project; absence of noticeable achievements of Ukraine on the Target 4 of the Strategic Plan of the Convention – see table Conclusion of the Parties (according to the results of processing of the NR-3 of the Parties about the «…necessity in additional efforts for involvement of key activists and participants into the process of integration of biodiversity issues into other sectors, not only into environment conservation [132].
	Basic Report [130] and Thematic Report 

	To update the Biodiversity Conservation Strategy and Action Plan in compliance with the current requirements of the Convention.


	(as work proceeds)
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine NASU 
	Ukraine does not have updated Strategy and Action Plan on biodiversity conservation. As of 06.02.2006, there is no information on the existence of such Action Plan in Ukraine on the respective web-page of the CBD (Biodiversity Service/Implementation National Strategy and Action Plans) [54]. At the same time Ukraine has: а) Biodiversity Conservation Concept, adopted as far back as 1997 [55]; б) Concept of the National Program for Biodiversity Conservation for 2005-2025 [22]. In the translation into English language it was called “strategy” [16].  There is a special place on the web-page of the Ukrainian CHM booked for «the National Strategy for Conservation and Sustainable Use of Biodiversity» [63]. The Ministry for Environment Protection has developed the draft program for biodiversity conservation for 2005-2025. 
	The Basic Report [130]

Comment: absence of such documents may prevent the GEF from financing into Ukraine, which will be provided after the Eighth Conference of the Parties to the Convention for priority efforts to support national strategies and action plans [137]. 



	To ensure implementation of the Resolution of the Third Conference of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol : On registration of goods with GMO 
	
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine NASU 
	The third Meeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety (COP/MOP-
3) (13-17 March 2006, Curitiba, Brazil)

	MEA BULLETIN - Issue No. 3 | Wednesday, 29 March 2006 | Published by the International Institute for Sustainable Development (IISD)
A newsletter on the activities of key multilateral environmental agreements (MEAs) and their secretariats

	To support synergy of the MIA, logically connected with biodiversity issues (CCC, CBD, CCD, Ramsar Convention, CITES, the World Heritage Convention)  
	(for information and consideration)


	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine
	COP8;

Background Note to the Issue-Based Modules 

	[140], UNEP/CBD/COP/8/24
20 December 2008 [137]; Background Note to the Issue-Based Modules 
(www.svs-unepibmdb.net)

	To prepare the Fourth National Report in the required format and submit it to the Secretariat 
	Till 30 March 2009 
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine 
	UNEP/CBD/COP/8/24 - 20 December 2006
	Comment: you may download this document here  - http://www.biodiv.org/doc/meeting.aspx?mtg=COP-08&ContextMenu=COP-08

	Prepare the request for financing of the Fourth National Report to the GEF 
	till 1.01.2007
	Ministry for Environmental Protection of Ukraine 
	UNEP/CBD/COP/8/24

	UNEP/CBD/COP/8/24
20 December 2009

	To review and transfer into the required format the Third National report on the implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity and submit to the Secretariat 
	as soon as possible
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine
NASU 
UAAS
NGO


	Resolutions VI/25 [48], the Third National Report of Ukraine has not been registered with the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity; unsatisfactory 15% reporting of Ukraine under the Convention, from 1994 [26, 33, 57, 58]. Moreover, there it was decided that the GBO3 will be based on the Third and Fourth Reports of the Parties and other materials on achievement of the Target «2010»

	UNEP/CBD/COP/8/24
20 December 2007

	To review and into the required format the most important part of the Second National Report on the implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity  
	as soon as possible
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine



	Resolution V/19 [37], the Second National Report of Ukraine has not been registered with the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity [27,33,71]; unsatisfactory 15% reporting of Ukraine under the Convention, from 1994 [26,33,57,58]. Recommendations of the Basic Report [130] and Thematic Report 
	

	To prepare Thematic Reports on achievement of targets «2010» (on volunteer-driven basis), in compliance with the schedule (see - annex I to the Recommendation I/9; 1/)
	In compliance with the schedule offered and approved by the Parties
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine
NASU
UAAS
NGO

	COP8 - Annex I to the Recommendation I/9
	UNEP/CBD/COP/8/24
20 December 2006 [137]



	To adjust the materials from Ukraine for the Global Biodiversity Overview (GBO-3)


	(taking into account the terms of preparation of the GBO-3)
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine 
	VII/30 , COP8, UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/10/INF/10 through UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/10/INF/22
	[137]

	Restore (or create) understandable CHM, also for current reporting under the 
	as soon as possible
	Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine, NGO


	UNEP/CBD/COP/8/24

	
UNEP/CBD/COP/8/24
20 December 2006 [137]



	Restore the National Office on the Global Taxonomy Initiative and to found the National Center for Global Taxonomy Initiative (NCGTI)
	As soon as possible 
	Ministry for Environment Protection 
NASU 

	Absence of active and noticeable efforts of the National Office for the Global Taxonomy Initiative; pressing necessity in Ukrainian participation in thematic and target reporting and requirement to open the NCGTI
	[2,3,4]; UNEP/CBD/COP/8/24
20 December 2006 [137]; UNEP/CBD/COP/8/1/Add.2
Comment: it is planned that the GEF supports  the Parties in the creation of the NCGTI 

	To develop and implement the strategies to facilitate taxonomic research, necessary to execute the Convention 

	as soon as possible
	Ministry for Environmental Protection 
NASU 

	UNEP/CBD/COP/8/24

	UNEP/CBD/COP/8/1/Add.2

Comment: it is planned that the GEF supports  the Parties in the creation of the NCGTI

	To develop efforts and support the International Desert and Desertification Year, which is held in 2006 
	as soon as possible 
	Ministry for Environmental Protection 
UAAS
	UNEP/CBD/COP/8/1/Add.2


	

	To provide planning and financing of national activities on International Biodiversity Year (2008), and to create the relevant National Committee 

	as soon as possible
	Ministry for Environmental Protection 

	UNEP/CBD/COP/8/1/Add.2
	

	To Support integration of meaningful national activities to support the introduction of the Convention with its three tasks into the curriculums starting from kindergartens and ending with the Universities.
	as soon as possible
	Ministry for Environmental Protection 
Ministry of Education


	UNEP/CBD/COP/8/1/Add.2
	


SEPARATE ANNEX 

cONCLUDING REMARKS 

(according to the materials of the basic and thematic report on the analysis of the implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity in Ukraine  (1992-2006)

The basic and thematic reports cover self-assessment of the Convention implementation status in Ukraine, analysis of the materials from more than 130 sources of information for 1992-2006, taking into consideration 450 questions of the special up-to-date questionnaires of the Convention, statistical research based on 270 legal documents and draft laws for 1992-2006 and forecast on dynamics of the process till 2010. Based on the extensive material,l it has been proved  that during 13 full years of membership in the Convention (since signing) Ukraine has both satisfactory and unsatisfactory results. Moreover, the unsatisfactory results contradict with the new almost market economy status of Ukraine and its positive choice to integrate into the European space. The Ukrainian experts have preliminary substantiated the positions on the 8 trainings – to support the Convention implementation, recommendations of 18 kinds of activity – for potential inclusion into the joint Action Plan under the three Conventions. The analysis takes into account the workouts of the latest Eighth Conference of the Parties to the Convention, which was held on 20-31 March 2006 in Caritiba city, Brazil. 
The Convention has been signed by Ukraine in Rio de Janeiro on 05.06.1992, and ratified by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine on 29.11.1994. Ukraine started the process of joining to the Cartagena Protocol on 29.01.2000 and signed it on 29.09.2002. Thus, Ukraine has 13 year experience of membership in the Convention (since signing), and thus has workouts and experience which may be of interest also for other countries.
___

Definition of first priority efforts 

First priority efforts may be the reflection of the first priority tasks. They have been preliminarily determined in the draft Third National Report on the Convention implementation (DNR-3) at the end of 2005 – its 10 out of 25: general efforts on conservation and sustainable development (Article 6), definition and monitoring (Article 7), in-situ conservation (Article 8), sustainable use of biodiversity components (Article 10), methods of stimulation (Article 11), scientific and technical cooperation (Article 18), financial resources (Article 20), mechanism of financing (Article. 21), biodiversity of agriculture («t»), biodiversity of mountainous regions («y»). Except for the articles of the Convention, there are a number of resolutions of the Conferences of the Parties to the Convention, which are of high priority for Ukraine, as nothing has been done in these directions yet (in compliance with the DNR-3). Taking into account the latest resolutions of the Parties (March 2006 р.), according to which separate decisions and their elements can be considered as outdated, this list will be as follows: II/7, III/9, III/11, IV/6, IV/10, V/8, V/5  (including sections 1-2, 8, 11-12, 19-21 and 28-29), V/11 (except for sections 2-3, 7-8, 11, 13-14 і 17), V/24 (except for sections 2 and 3 ), V/25 (except for sections 2-4 and 6-7), VI/16 (except for sections 1-5 and 11(g)), VI/19 (issues of education and public awareness are excluded)), VI/20 (except for sections 14, 31 and 37, and the sections on cooperation with other… ); VI/23 (except for sections 1-3, 7 і 9), VI/27A (except for sections 13), VII/12, VII/14 (partially), VII/15, VII/21, VII/24 (except for education and public awareness). 

The statistic research of the challenges of the Convention implementation, based on 28 indicators recommended for analytical work in the framework of the Convention, has shown: the priority issues worth taking into account by state executives are the articles and thematic directions, which have the highest average difficulty score (>2) – articles  8j, 11, 12, 20, «t», «w», «y. The points of view on this issue of the government and non-government organizations coincide. To compare with the last address prepared by the Secretariat on the NR-3 for the Conference of the Parties (Brazil, March 2006) on the example of 56 countries demonstrates that Article  8 is market as high priority issue (conservation of in situ). Thus most of the Parties give priority to the conservation of in situ, or to the creation of protected areas for biodiversity conservation. It is necessary to note that the Article 8(h) (alien biological species) and Article 8(j) (traditional knowledge and respective provisions) do not receive such a high priority. On the other hand, essential Parties regard Article 8(j) as one of the provisions of the Conventions with the lowest priority. It can be partially explained with the absence aboriginal nations and societies in some of the countries; a lot of Parties, which have already submitted their NR-3 to the Secretariat, give high priority to the execution of the tasks provided for with the article 6.
It can be expected that the state executive bodies of Ukraine will pay attention to the issues, taking into account the priority directions provided for with the legislation. It is also expected that, in compliance with the document «Law of Ukraine on approval of the Concept of the General Biodiversity Conservation Program for 2005-2025 » [22], the priority tasks will be connected with «…activity to protect flora and fauna, their groups and complexes,  ecosystems and components of structural elements of econetwork, in particular: populations and variations; plant groups and fauna complexes; ecosystems, including mountain, costal and sea, river, lake, bogs, flood-lands, forest, meadow, steppe, agrarian and urban ecosystems; natural regions; econetwork …». As of late February 2006, the draft law was submitted for approval [44, 45], and had already been included into «The Plan of efforts on execution of the Action Plan Ukraine-EU for 2005». 

It is also expected that among the high priority issues for Ukraine will be the efforts to increase the percentage of the legislative documents, which deal with the target execution of articles and/or decisions of the Convention. It has also been proved that approximately 16% and 31% of the legislative documents on biological issues (CBD) have traits of synergy with the Convention on Climate Change (FCCC) and the Convention to Combat Desertification (CCD), respectively. However the activity under the CBD and FCCC is considerably lower as compared with the activity under the CBD and CCD. It can be connected with the general legislative activity on reforms in land relationships. Thus, it would be very useful and timely to develop an “analyzer” on documentation synergy under the international multilateral agreements. According to the examples developed by international organizations, its main sections may include: а) assessment – includes scientific analysis and monitoring; б) education – human resources training and public awareness, training; в) cooperation – includes interaction between the Parties within the agreements, supplementary bodies or their equivalents, collegial decisions under the agreements; г) legislative efforts and national policy; д) resources – financial and technical support; е) adjustment – may include mitigation of climate change impact; є) impact mitigation – activity aimed at limitation of greenhouse gases emission and increase of the quality of absorbents and accumulators of greenhouse gases. 

Among the priority efforts the Ukrainian experts also name the following: а) scientific and technical updating of the Ukrainian reporting under the Convention – with the active involvement of the up-to-date IT enabling to speed up and facilitate both the reporting and the forecasting; б) also employment of environmental cartography to substantiate the efforts and facilitate decision making; в) prompt scientific reaction to powerful negative impacts of society on biodiversity, in the respect of which the response mechanisms has not been developed yet; г) active realization of obligation on creation and support of the CHM and the respective web-portal – both for the Convention and for the Cartagena Protocol; д) review and update of the national Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan, adopted at the latest Eighth Conference of the Parties to the Convention.

Specific Measures 
We offer a package of recommendations on the on the following ten measures:
· According with the list of the draft recommendations to the Action Plan under the UNDP Project «Assessment of the national potential in the sphere of global environmental management in Ukraine » (in process, as of 14.04.06 provide 18 kinds of activity).

· In compliance with the list of contractual measured under, as included into draft law till the end of 2006 –«TABLE OF MONITORING RESULTS of draft law under responsibility of the Ministry for Environment Protection of Ukraine at the end of 2006».

· Taking into account the problems and defects revealed by the joint efforts of the government and non-government organizations during the realization of the UNEP Project for Public Participation in preparation of reporting under multilateral international agreements and improvement of the process of public involvement into the drafting of the national reports  (April-October 2005)
· In compliance with the draft Strategy of Environmental Policy of Ukraine (in process)

· In compliance with the workouts of the Parties on the latest Eighth Conference of the Parties. In particular the Parties have concluded that the monitoring of Convention implementation and achievement of the Target 2010 will include the following five components [137]: a) 4 objectives and 19 tasks of the Strategic Plan, as approved by the Conference of the Parties with the resolution VI/26; b) indicators for assessment of progress in execution of Strategic Plan, which is no be developed based on indicators (they are listed in the annex to the general source of information); c) preliminary structure of objectives and target tasks, as approved with the resolution VII/30, which includes 7 target fields, 11 objectives and 21 tasks; d) indicators which reflect the results for target 2010 progress assessment (as approved with the resolution VII/30 and with amendments offered by the  SBSTTA with the recommendation X/5…); e) reporting mechanisms, including Global Biodiversity Option (GBO) and national reports. Thus Ukraine needs to develop a list of its activities based on such monitoring scheme, which can be presented to potential executors as the Bylaw of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine.

· In compliance with the list of potential trainings for state executive officers and non-government organizations, in particular on the Convention on Biological Diversity (we have offered eight programs of trainings).

___








































































































































































































































































� In the framework of implementation of the GEF Project “Assessment of the National Potential (ANP) in Global Environmental Management in Ukraine” [1].


� For example, at the end of 2005  the NGO «EcoPravo-Kyiv» communicated with the Secretariat of the Convention on results of public participation in conclusion of the Third National Report on the Convention implementation, as an implementing organization of the respective UNDP project. 


� For reference: after the fourth Conference of the Parties to the Convention, September 1998, Ukraine owned US$ 184.958 for the previous years, as well as US$ 69.565, which were made due in 1998 (UNEP/CBD/COP/4/24).


� Today, it is necessary to take into account that separate resolutions and provisions are outdated, as admitted by the Parties. The amended list is provided below.
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