obal Environment Facility

Capacity-building workshop for the Pacific
on achieving Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12
Nadi, Fiji

Dr. Sarat Babu Gidda

Convention on Biological Diversi
12 July 2016




ot

COP 11 Decision Xi/24
National Level

Invites Parties to...

Integrate PoWPA action plans into updated NBSAPs;

Consistent with national circumstances, undertake major efforts, with
appropriate support, to achieve all elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11;

Strengthen recognition of and support for community-based approaches to
conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity;

Renew efforts to establish multi-sectoral committees that include
representatives of indigenous and local communities in support of the
PoWPA, and continue to conduct assessments of the governance of
protected areas;

Align protected area projects in PoWPA action plans with the
fourth, fifth and sixth replenishment periods of the GEF; and

Report on the implementation of POWPA action plans, including
incorporation of the results of implementing projects funded by .the GEF and
other donors, in order to track progress towards achieving Aichi Target 11.



n COP 11 Decision Xl1/24 All Levels

Invites' the GEF and its implementing agencies to facilitate
alignment of the development and implementation of
protected area projects identified in PoWPA action plans.

" Jnvites the Ramsar, the Man and the Biosphere Programme of UNESCO, and
the World Heritage Convention, along with other relevant partners, regional
agencies, bilateral and multilateral funding agencies...to create synergies and
partnerships and to consider aligning their activities towards supporting
implementation of POWPA action plans.

* /nvitesthe UNEP-WCMC and its partners, including the World Commission on
Protected Areas of the IUCN, to continue to report progress towards
achieving Aichi Biodiversity Target 11.

* /nvuites regional initiatives, organizations and agencies, and organizations
of indigenous and local communities, to coordinate their activities and to
foster regional cooperation partnerships and implementation strategies:

 /nuites partners to further support implementation of PoWPA™ action
plans and to continue to develop technical guidance to achieve the full
scope of Aichi Target 11.




ﬂ*ﬁ e om ®
n Funding Opportunities

L

- Bilateral
- National Budgets



http://www.flickr.com/photos/43554229@N04/5159440944/in/photostream

| GEF Focal Areas
TR

For more details, go to
www.thegefo.org
search: Programming Directions
Chwa:gfgs & +» Food Security
+» Sustainable
Cities
s Commodities
Climate
Change
Adaptation

www.theGEF.org



http://www.thegefo.org/

US Dollars in Billion

Replenishment Periods

L

GEF Replenishments

$3.0

$2.5

S2.0

S1.5

$1.0

S.5

S0

Investment income

earned (Note: GEF-5&6 -
Projected amount)

m Carry over from earlier

replenishment period

m New Contributions

April 1991-
June 1994

Pilot Phase

July 1994-
June 1998

GEF-1

July 1998-
June 2002

GEF-2

July 2002- | July 2006-
June 2006 | June 2010

GEF-3 GEF-4
GEF Replenishment Cycle

July 2010- | July 2014-
June 2014 June 2018

GEF-5 GEF-6




Distribution of Funds

® BIODIVERSITY

m CLIMATE CHANGE

= CHEMICALS AND WASTE
M INTERNATIONAL WATERS
= LAND DEGRADATION

Note: Excludes Corporate Programs and Non-Grant
Instrument Pilot. Also, does not include LDCF/SCCF

ountries pledged USD 4.43 billion, the record funding level

Main changes
from GEF-5:

More for
Chemical
(Minamata);

Less for
Climate
(GCPF?);




| GEF-6 Programming Targets

Focal Areas/ Themes

BIODIVERSITY

~ STAR Country Allocations
STAR $et-aside
- Convention obligations
- Global and Regional Programs

*Integrated Approach Programs

a) Taking Deforestation out of the Commodities
Supply Chain

b) Fostering Sustainability and Resilience of
Production Systems in Africa

* Other Global and Regional Programs

- Sustainable Forest Management

GEF-6 Programming Targets

($ million)
1,296

1,051

245
13

82
45

35

10

37
150



ot

 Through strategic partnerships

 Address global environmental issues where a country
plays a pivotal role

» Activities that eut across multiple focal areas and
sectors, and promote integrated approach in achieving your
national development objectives. Identify those areas in your
National Plans where GEF can support policy, market or
behavioral transformations.

o Combine GEF resources with other existing resources
from other donors and the government, and thus leveraging
the impact in advancing national environmental priorities

\ 2




et GEF 6 Funds

> System for Transparent
/Afocation of Resources
STAR Allocations
e How Much?
e What for?
* How to access?



http://www.flickr.com/photos/43554229@N04/5158805013/in/photostream

st
GEF 6 Funds

STARAIIocations

How Much?




GEF-5 GEF-6
. .. Allocations ... Allocations
Indicative .. Indicative . .
: remaining to be . remaining to be
allocation allocation
programmed programmed

Cook Islands 2,140,000 () 2,169,796 2,169,796
Niue 1,500,000 (o) 1,500,000 1,500,000
Samoa 2,430,000 2,430,000 2,668,564 2,668,564 .
Tonga 1,590,000 309,560 1,699,666 1,699,666
Tuvalu 1,500,000 (o) 2,000,000 1,000,000




Melanegia

GEF-5 GEF-6
. .. Allocations . .. Allocations
Country Indicative OCaH Indicative o
. remaining to be . remaining to be
allocation allocation
programmed programmed

Federated States | 5 /o1 500 1 3,820,446 3,820,446
of Micronesia
Fiji 4,560,000 o) 4,936,768 936,768
Kiribati 1,690,000 -245,041 2,000,000 2,000,000
Marshal Islands 2,020,000 70,623 2,079,950 79,950
Nauru 1,500,000 o 1,500,000 1,500,000 i
Palau 1,920,000 -2,149,606 1,023,183 -726,423
Papua New —

pu 13,320,000 2 14,656,987 14,656,987
Guinea
Solomon Islands 3,600,000 -104,116 4,524,517 4,524,517
Vanuatu 2,550,000 -693,600 2,782,714 2,782,714




st
GEF 5 Funds

// STAR Allocations

What for?




Biodiversity GEF-6 $trategy

Goal: To maintain globally significant Biodiversity and the ecosystem goods and

services that it provides the society
BD1: BD 2:

BD4: Mainstream
Biodiversity
Conservation and
Sustainable Use into

Improve Reduce Threats BD 3:

Sustainability of to Globally Sustainably Use

Protected Area Significant Biodiversity Production

Systems Biodiversity Landscapes/ Seascapes
and Sectors
4 N - N - N
1 . _ 6. Ridge to Reef+:
.fmproyllng 3. Preventing the Maintaining integrity 4 N
sustail::giclzi and extinction of known and function of
effectin threatened species globally significant 9. Managing the
management of the coral reefs human-
\ y \ y
national ecological biodiversity
: - N - N :
infrastructure 4. Prevention, 7. Securing interface
\_ . control, and Agriculture’s Future:
p N management of Sustainable use of N v
invasive alien plant and animal 7 <
2. ‘s L i i . .
Nz;’fc:::;? ast L species. ) L genetic resources ) 10. Integration of
' - N ; . biodiversity and
Expanding the ecosystem
reach of the global 5. Implementing the 8. Implementing the services into
protected area Cartagena Protocol of Nagoya Protocol on development and
estate. Biosafety Accesshaa':‘i’nBe"Ef't finance planning
\ y & \ y




?I $ixth Replenishment Periods
of the GEF

» BDf Improving Sustainability of Protected Areas Systems

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

» Program 2: Nature’s Last Stand: Expanding the Reach of the Global
Protected Area Estate

» BD2: Reduce Threats to Globally Significant Biodiversity
» Program 3: Preventing the Extinction of Known Threatened Species
» BD3: Sustainably Use Biodiversity

» Program 6: Ridge to Reef+: Maintaining Integrity and Function of
Globally Significant Coral Reef Ecosystems

» BD4: Mainstream Biodiversity Conservation and Sustainable Use in
to Production Landscapes/Seascapes and Sectors

» Program 9: Managing the Human-Biodiversity Interface

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




ot GEF Funds

STAR Allocations

~“How to access ?
» Country Driven Process
> Prioritization Workshop

» Approach a preferred GEF Agency
> PIF/PPG



http://www.flickr.com/photos/43554229@N04/5158858199/in/photostream

pusmonstration of ome PIF IR

GEF-6 PROJECT IDENTIFICATION FORM (PIF)

F_'f PROJECT TYPE: (choose project type) [ Total Project Cost | | [ ]
9 TYFE OF TRUST FUND:(choose fund trpe) For multi-trost fimd poojacts, provida the total amount of PMC in Tabla B, and indicats the zplit of DMC amoeng the differay
For morz information sbout GEF, vizit ThaGEF o0 trust fimds hapa: |
PARTT: PROJECT INFORMATION C. INDICATIVE SOURCES OF CO-FINANCING FOR THE FROJECT BY NAME .-LVED BY TYFE, [F AVAILABLE
_ Sources of Co- - . Type of Co-
Projact Tifla: financing Name of Co-financier financing Amount (5)
e Country(ias): ‘GEF Projact ID:' (galect’ (zalect;
GEF Agsncyfiss): (zelect) (sslecf)  (sslech) GEF Agency Project ID: {zalact (zalact
‘Orther Exacuting Parmanz): Submizzion Data: {(zalact) {alect]
GEF Focal Aralz). [eslect) Projact Durstion (Months) (oalact (oelect
Intagrared Appreach Pilet | TAP-Citizs [T [ADP-Commeéitiss [ TAD-Foed Serurity O | Cesporatz Program: SGP O {zalact (zalect
Tama of parant program; [if applicabla] [ AsancyFaa(l) | {zalact (zalect
Total Co-financng [1]
A.INDICATIVE FOCAL ARFA STRATEGY FRAMEWORK AND OTHER PROGRAM STRATEGIES®
] D. INDICATIVE TRUST FUND RESOURCES REQUESTED BY ACGENCY (IES), COUNTRY (IES) AND THE
‘Objectives/Programs (Focal Aress, Integratad Approach Pilot, Corposste | Tynst Fund CEF Fros Co PROGRAMMING OF FUnDs™
Frograms) Fin s financing
ancing (in §)
(zalect) (s=lact) (salact) (zzlecn)
[ o) Cotect (o) (eelec) CEF | Trust|  Country/ Foesl Ares | Programming | plil | dsecy |
(zelect) (zzlect) (zalecn) (zelect) Agency | Fund | Regional Clobal - of Funds Fi roject Fee (‘;1’ -
| (zalect) (zalact) (salact) {zalect) m(a |;|:u_z (b)) cl=a
(salact) (selac) (salect (s=loct) a
(zzlact 2z [1]
select () —
{salact) (sslact) (selact {ealact) E = 2
(selact) (s=lact) {salact] (zelact) select - =
(zelact) (zelact) (zalact (zalact) (salect 2= M)
Total Project Cost [1] ] (zslect 2z spplicsbls) [
[] ['] [']
B. INDICATIVE PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY
Project Ob jective: E. PROJECTPREPARATION GRANT (FPG)°
{im %) Is Project Prepamtion Grant requested” Yes O o O Ifne, skipitem E.
Project Financing Project Oub Project Outputs Trust GEF Co- —
Components Type roject Qutcames roject Qutpn Fund I‘l_l;mier_t financing PPG AMOUNT REQUESTED BY AGENCY(IES), TRUST FUND, COUNTRY(IES) AND THE PROGRAMMING OF FUNDS
Ancing - - - e
[0 (25 Project Preparation Grant amount requested: 3§ PPG Agency %'__.
Emm“ Emm" GEF | Trust Country/ Focal Ar Programming 9 _
( : Agency | Fund Regional/Global ocal:irea of Funds Agency | Total
select) zelect) PPC{s) |Fee' (o) |c=a~b
E’E‘ﬂ’ Eﬂ“ﬂ e | el Teslert Tzalect 2 spplicanly] ]
) ] (zalact] zzlact) (z2lact] zelect a3 applicabls [1]
(zelect) {ieteet) §select Eselect} §selm Esalect = ool ]
(zzlect) (zalect)
{aslact) (sslact) o F, nt ] ] []
Subtotal [1] [1]
Project Manazament Cost (PMO)" | (salact)

Pyaject [T} number will b 2ssimmed by GEFSEC and tabe anversd by Azency i snbsaquent document submissians
* When completing Table A, refer 0 deexcaps on GEF S for GETF, LRVCF amad SCCF.
* Financing typs can be sither investmant or tachnical assis

: v = ~ . * PPG requased 2mowt & deenminad by the size of fha GEF Prgjact Finencing (PF) 25 follows: Upto 350Kk for DF up 103 2m {for M3y up

* For GEF Project Fimencing upto 32 million, PAMC could be wp w010%: of thesubiotz], zbove 32 million, PAIC could beupto 5% of the subioral 1o $100k for PFup to $3a; §1 50k for FF wp to $6m; 3200k for PF w w0 310 and $300k for PF zbove $10m. On anenceptiomna basts, PRG
PAMIC should be cherszd proportimaily o focd are= besed anfoc] 2= project finencin s amomtin Table D bl amount may &iffa upm deiled discussion and just ozt with e GEFSEC.

1 ¢ DPG fez parcemraes follows the pewcentaze of the Azeney foz guer the GEF Projent Finendng smoumt saquestad 5




F. PROJECT 'S TARGET CONTRIBUTIONS TO GLOBAL ENVIROMMENTAL BENEFITS
Provide theexpectad project targets as appropriate,

Corporate Resulis Eeplenishment Targets Project Targets

1. Maintsin globally signdficant biediversity | Improved manassment of landscapes and Hectarer
and the sopsystem gpoods and servicss that | seascapss covering 300 million hectaras
it providas to socisty

2. Bustainable land manassment in 120 million hectarss under sustainabla land Hectarer
production systems {artoulturs, manazsmant
ramgslands, and forest landacapas)

3. Promotion of collactive manamement of Water-fopd-scosystems sacurity and conjunctive Numbar of
transboundary water systems and management of sefacs and proundwater in at Sresinsater basinr
implementation of the firll rangs of policy, | least 10 freshweater hasins:
lagal, and institutional s=forms and 204 of globally over-=xploditad fisharias (by Percant of

imvestments contributing to sustEinsbla we
and maintenanos of scosyitem sarvicas

voluma) moved to mods sustainabla lavals

Jisheries, By voiume

4. Support to transformationsl shifts towsge 2 | 750 million tons of CO-. mitizatad (incleds both WELFIC IOMT
low—emizsion and resilisnt devalopment diract and indirsct)
path

3. Increassin phasa-put, dizpozal and Dizpozal of 80, 000 tonz of POP: {(PCE, obeol=t WELPIC LOMs
raduction of mleasas of POP:, ODS, pasticidas)
meroury snd other chemicals of global Faduction of 1000 tons of Marcery metric fons
comcem Phas= oot of 303,39 fons of ODP (HCFC) ODF fons

&. Enhance capacity of countrias to Diervalopment and sactoral planning fremeworks | Nwmber of Cowntries:
implement MIEAs {multilataral intamrats measrrsbls targsts deawn from the
amvironments] asrssments) and WEAs in at laast 10 countriss
minstrasn into nationsl md sub-natiors]l T srvironments] InfomEton frEtemE | Vinber of CowTrie.

policy, planning finsncisl and lagal

a2 astablizhed to support decizion-making in at
lzast 10 countriss

PARTII: PROJECT JUSTIFICATION

1. Projest Descriprion Brisflvdeserbs: 1)tha global smvicommental and/'oradapttion problems, root causes and
barriersthat needto be addressad; 1) the baseline scenario orany associsted basslineprojects, 3)the proposad
alternative scenario, GEF focal ared’ strategies, witha brief description of expacted outcomsas and componsnts of the
projact, 4) ineremeantsl/ad ditionsl cost reasonine and axpactad contributions from the basaline the GEFTF, LT,

SCCF, and co-finan

6) innovation, sust.ama.bdtt\ rand potential for sealing up.

5) elobal envirommental banefits (GEFIF) and/or adaptation bensfits (LDCF/3CCF); and

2. Staksholders. Will project desien ineluda thaparticipation of ralavant stalsholdars from civil s oeietv and
indissnouspeople? {(wes O /ne0 ) If ves, identify kav staksholders and brisfly deseribs howtheywill be sneaged in

project dasien'preparation

3. Gendsr Considerations. Arspender considemmtions takan into acoomt? (ves 0 /mell 3. If ves, brisfly desoribe
how gander considerations will be mainstreamed inte projectpreparstion, takeninto account thediffersnces, neads,

rolzs andpriorities of men andwomsn

7 Provide those indiczrorvaines inthis t3hle to the suent appliczbleto yow propased prject Progn
for the projects perths Corparas Rendr Fromaor m the GEF-6 Programming Dires fians, wi]

3 {0 programming azingtthess wrests
e zgeresated and reponed during mid-

tesm and at fhe conclnsion ofthe seplemnis bmant pariod Thers 5 no nesd to complate this table forclimate adaptation prject fmenced

solely throuzh LDCF and'or $3CCF.

‘thw\aﬁm. pojacts, in addition to explaining the project’s consiztency with the biodiversity fincal area stratemy, {Jb]=cm=_=.
and programs, pleasa also desoribs which Adchi Tarest(s) the project will disactly contributa to achisving.

4 Rizks. Indicatsrisks, including climate changs, potsntial social and snvironmental risks that mightpravantthe
project objectives frombaing achisved and, if possible proposs messures thataddress these risks to ba further
dewalopad durine the project design {tabls format acesptabla).

5. Coordination. Cutlinethe coordingtionwith othar relevant GEF-financed and other initiativas.

ti. Consistency with National Prigrities. Is theprojact consistent with ths National stmtegias and plans or raports and
assessamants undsrrelevant conventions 7 (ves O /mol ). If ves, which onssand how: NAPAs NAPs, ASGM
NAPs, MIAs NBSAPs, NCs, TNAs NCSAs, NIPs, PRSPs, NPFE, BURs, ate.

7. Enowledgs Management Outline the kmowladge management approach for the project, meludmeg, if 2ny.
plans for the project to leam from other relevant projects and mitiatives, to assess and decumentin a user-
friendly form, and share these experiences and expertise with relevant stakesholders.

PARTII: APPROVALENDORSEMENT BY CEF OPERATIONAL FOCAL POINT(S) ANDGCEF
AGENCY(TES

A, RECORD OF ENDORSEMENT OF GEF OFERATIONAL FOCAL POINT(5) ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT(S):
{(Pleass attach the Opemstionsl Focsl Point endoersement letter(s) with this template. For SGP, use this 3GP OFF
sndorssment letter).
NAME POSITION

MINISIRY DATE (MWdd )

B. GEF AGENCY(IES) CERTIFICATION

This request hasbeen prepared in accordance with GEF policies™ and procedures and meets the CEF
criteria forprojectidentification and preparation under GEF-6.

Agency Coordinator, Date Project Contact

Agency name Signature (AL dd ) Person Telephone Email

C. ADDITIONAL GEF PROJECT AGENCY CERTIFICATION (AFPLICABLE ONLY TO NEWLY ACCREDITED GEF
PROJECT AGENCIES)
Fornewly accraditad GEF Projact Agsncize, plasss download and fill up the raquissd GEF Project Asency Certification
of Ceiling Information Template to ba attachad = an annax to tha PIF.

# Faor regionzl znd'or slobal projects in which participaing conmriss zreidentified, OFP endorssment laters from thess counriss ars raquired.
even thoush there mavnothe 2 STAR zllocaton associztad with the project
"% EF palicies encompass 21l mamesd st fimds, namdy: GEFTF, LDCF, and SCCF



» Get inveolved in revision of NB$SAPs and see that
Target 11 and 12 actions are included in the
revised strategies

» Get in touch with CBD and GEF operational Focal
points and GEF implementing agencies appraise
COP 11 decision.

» Get involved in prioritization workshops and push
to include actions prioritized for Targets 11 and
12.

» $ubmit projects under STAR

» Visit GEF website —www.thegef.org to understand
GEF procedures

» Explore opportunities under bilateral aid
» Make sincere attempts



