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Abstract 
 
The 10th meeting of the Conference of the Parties (COP) to the Convention on 
Biological Diversity (CBD) takes place in Nagoya, Japan, from October 18-29, 
2010. It coincides with the UN proclaimed International Year on Biodiversity and 
marks a watershed in the history of the Convention with the aim to set out a 
strategic plan for the next decade and a long term vision for 2050.    
 
This policy brief provides an update on the status of the CBD and main issues at 
stake for COP 10. It includes a short history of the CBD, an overview and 
analysis of the main issues, namely; a strategic plan and targets; a protocol on 
access and benefit-sharing; financing mechanisms; institutional interlinkages; 
and knowledge on biodiversity and ecosystems. The text explains the 
background of each issue and the positions of key countries, country groupings 
and other stakeholders.   
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1. A BRIEF HISTORY OF THE CBD 
 
Between 18-29 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties (COP) to the Convention on 
Biological Diversity (CBD) meets for the 10th time in Nagoya, Japan. The COP 10 counts 
among the most important in the history of the Convention. This is due to critical decisions 
to be taken on a 2011-2020 Strategic plan with goals and targets, a 2050 vision, and the 
creation of an access and benefit sharing regime. COP 10 further takes place during the 
International Year of Biodiversity (IYB) proclaimed by the UN General Assembly.1 This 
creates momentum and pressure to take concrete action on key issues facing the CBD. 
 
1.1. Introduction 
 

The CBD sets the global framework for halting biodiversity loss and 
was one of the major achievements emerging from the 1992 Earth 
Summit in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. Signatories commit to three 
obligations: (1) conserving biodiversity, (2) its sustainable use, and 
(3) fair and equitable distribution of benefits from genetic 
resources.2 The Convention has pioneered integration of 
conservation measures and the economic use of biodiversity, the 
notion of sovereign rights to genetic resources, and technology 

transfer to promote access to and conservation of genetic resources.   

                                                

 
The main body of the CBD is the Conference of the Parties (COP) which meets once every 
two years and is supported by a secretariat based in Montreal, Canada. It is assisted by a 
Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice (SBSTTA) which provides 
advice on, among others, biodiversity, the Convention’s provisions and COP requests. Its 
members are appointed by member state governments. 
 
A number of additional ad hoc open-ended working groups have also been established:   
 

1. The “Working Group on Implementation Review” (WGRI) supports evaluation, 
monitoring and reporting towards the 2010 biodiversity target adopted by the COP 
in 2002.   

2. The “Working Group on Access and Benefit Sharing” (ABS) supports the provisions 
on equitable sharing and benefits in the Convention.   

3. The “Working Group on Article 8j” supports implementation of Article 8j of the 
Convention which deals with the role of indigenous and local communities in 
conservation.  

4. Finally, the “Working Group on Protected Areas” supports the protected area 
provisions in the Convention. 

 
1 Resolution 61/203 
2 Sometimes called the three pillars of the CBD. 
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Figure 1 What is global biodiversity 

Global biodiversity means the level of variation in all life forms inhabiting our planet. Healthy biodiversity levels 
provide essential ecosystem services to humans and other species. For example, climate regulation, food security, 
nutrient cycles, and recreational nature areas are all dependent on the variability of life in ecosystems and biomes. 
Yet, recent decades have witnessed a steep increase in species extinction and everyday biodiversity is being lost 
at 1000 times the natural speed. Human impacts on the habitats of species have contributed to a rate of extinction 
far exceeding that which would normally occur in nature. Human threats to biodiversity come from land use 
(change), pollution, unsustainable natural resource use, climate change and invasive alien species  
 
Overview of the direct and underlying causes of biodiversity loss. 

 

Land use (change)

• Agricultural expansion

• Deforestation

• Desertification

• Transport                       
(roads, railroads, etc.)

• Settlements
(rural&urban)

• Public Service                  
(water lines, electrical grids, 
sanitation, etc.)

• Private Company 
(hydropower, mining, oil etc)

Pollution

• Agriculture waste, (e.g. 
nitrogen pollution, fertilisers
etc.)

• Urban waste, (waste 
water,  sediment, nutrients, 
bacteria, oil, metals, 
chemicals, road salt, pet 
droppings and litter; cars 
and other emitting 
sources.)

• Industrial waste 
containing contaminants, 
e.g. sewage, and heavy 
metals

Unsustainable natural
resource use

• Forestry /  Fisheries / 
Mining
(State-run, private, etc.)

• Local subsistence
(nomadic existence, 
indigenous settlements)

• Fuelwood
(mainly domestic usage)

• Other natural resourcesD
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Invasive alien species

• Pest range shift and host 
range shift and climate stress

• Transitional niches

• Changes in trade patterns

Climate change

• Climate change induced 
phenomena: fires, droughts, 
floods, pests, pollution, 
erosion

• Habitat suitability (no 
longer suitable to live 
anywhere; species unable to 
reach places where the 
climate is suitable)

Institutional factors

• Formal Policies
(e.g. on economic
development, credits)

• Policy Climate                             
(e.g. corruption
mismanagement)

• Property Rights
(e.g. land races, titling)

Economic factors

• Economic size and growth
(structure of economy, 
biodiversity loss related to high 
GDP growth?, inequality, 
economic “footprint”)

• Macroeconomic factors 
(globalization, models of 
economic development) 

• Trade-related factors (e.g. 
IPR linked to trade
agreements)

Underlying Causes

Demographic factors

• Population trends (growth
and density) 

• Behaviour (e.g. attitude 
about biodiversity, rent 
seeking, mitigation)

• Public attitudes, values
and beliefs (e.g. indifference
about biodiversity, 
frontier mentality)

Institutional factors

• Formal Policies
(e.g. on economic
development, credits)

• Policy Climate                             
(e.g. corruption
mismanagement)

• Property Rights
(e.g. land races, titling)

Institutional factors

• Formal Policies
(e.g. on economic
development, credits)

• Policy Climate                             
(e.g. corruption
mismanagement)

• Property Rights
(e.g. land races, titling)

Economic factors

• Economic size and growth
(structure of economy, 
biodiversity loss related to high 
GDP growth?, inequality, 
economic “footprint”)

• Macroeconomic factors 
(globalization, models of 
economic development) 

• Trade-related factors (e.g. 
IPR linked to trade
agreements)

Economic factors

• Economic size and growth
(structure of economy, 
biodiversity loss related to high 
GDP growth?, inequality, 
economic “footprint”)

• Macroeconomic factors 
(globalization, models of 
economic development) 

• Trade-related factors (e.g. 
IPR linked to trade
agreements)

Underlying Causes

Demographic factors

• Population trends (growth
and density) 

• Behaviour (e.g. attitude 
about biodiversity, rent 
seeking, mitigation)

• Public attitudes, values
and beliefs (e.g. indifference
about biodiversity, 
frontier mentality)

Demographic factors

• Population trends (growth
and density) 

• Behaviour (e.g. attitude 
about biodiversity, rent 
seeking, mitigation)

• Public attitudes, values
and beliefs (e.g. indifference
about biodiversity, 
frontier mentality)

 
Source: Tables adapted from ECORYS, 2010 

1.2. CBD Milestones 
 
1992 – 1996 CBD is negotiated and ratified, the Clearing-House Mechanism and SBSTTA 

are established, and the Secretariat is placed in Montreal.  
 
2000 Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety is adopted and enters into force in 2003. It 

deals with genetic biodiversity and is based on the precautionary principle.  
 
2002 COP 6 adopts the Convention’s Strategic Plan, including a target to 

significantly reduce biodiversity loss by 2010.  
 
2004 COP 7 mandates the Working Group on Access and Benefit Sharing to 

elaborate and negotiate an international regime on ABS by 2010. 
 
2008 COP 9 adopts a roadmap for the negotiation of the international ABS regime 

before the 2010 deadline.  
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Figure 2 The Cartagena Protocol 

The Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety. Modern bio-technology has made possible the genetic modification 
of plants, animals and micro-organisms (GMO). Countries where such activity takes place often have 
national biosafety legislation for the handling, transferring and use of GMOs. However, before the Cartagena 
Protocol, there was no multilateral agreement on cross-boundary movement of GMOs. The Protocol filled this 
gap and focuses on GMOs with potential adverse effects on biodiversity. It contains provisions on 
information, documentation and advanced informed agreement (AIA) which establishes procedures on 
imports of GMOs. Geographically, the Protocol focuses on countries without biosafety legislation often in the 
developing world.   

 
1.3. Implementation mechanisms 
 

A number of mechanisms are in place to implement the provisions of the 
CBD.  
 

 Signatory states submit National Biodiversity Strategies and 
Action Plans (NBSAPs) for the conservation and sustainable use of 
natural resources, and National Reports in which they report on 
measures taken and observed impacts.  

d 21). 

 was created in 2002.3  

                                                

 The CBD Secretariat’s “CBD Online Network on Finance” (CBD-FS) 
is an online forum for communication, capacity building, and tools 

for funding opportunities and technical assistance. It helps states to implement the 
financial provisions of the Convention (Art. 20 an

 Last, a Clearing-House Mechanism (CHM) promotes and facilitates technical and 
scientific cooperation among the Parties, other Governments and stakeholders. 
There is a similar instrument for the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety called the 
“Biosafety Clearing House” (BCH).   

1.4. The main players 
 
CBD negotiations are characterised by country groupings with 
common positions. Due to the specific issues discussed under the 
CBD, these go beyond regular groups such as the European Union 
(EU), G77 and JUSCANZ.  
 

 The “Like Minded Mega-diverse Countries” (LMMC) group 
accounts for some 60-70% of the world’s biodiversity and 
plays an important role in the ABS negotiations. It consists 

of 17 countries and

 The “Latin American and Caribbean Group” (GRULAC) with its 33 members is active 
and fairly influential in the ABS negotiations. Also the “Asia and Pacific Group” and 
the “African Group” feature prominently. 

 The EU, Canada, Australia and New Zeeland are influential members of the CBD. 
The United States, however, is not a member of the CBD and participates only as an 
observer. 

The EU is a firm supporter of the CBD and attends COPs with joint positions negotiated 
between the Member States prior to the COP. The EU traditionally has been playing the role 
of mediator between extreme positions in CBD negotiations; and more recently is 
sometimes itself beginning to take “hard-core” positions on certain issues.  

 
3 See Annex 1 for complete list of LMMC and GRULAC members. 
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It gains much thrust from negotiating with a joint position which, under normal 
circumstances, is likely to continue.  

Internally, Europe has been working actively towards CBD objectives. The Natura 2000 
initiative, for instance, already protects between 17 and 18% of European territory and 
plays an important role in achieving the regional biodiversity targets set in 2001. These 
include halting the decline of biodiversity in the EU and restoration of habitats and natural 
systems by 2010. However, the EU has failed4 to reach these targets and is currently 
developing a post-2010 strategy and policy options for implementation based on the newly 
set 2020 EU biodiversity target. The COP 10 decisions will therefore feed directly into these 
ongoing EU discussions. 

1.5. Successes and failures of the CBD 
 

The ambitious targets set at COP 6 stimulated important actions aimed at 
safeguarding biodiversity and some 170 countries now have national 
biodiversity strategies. Substantial financial resources were mobilised 
through the GEF and mechanisms have been put in place for scientific 
research and the monitoring of biodiversity. Marine and terrestrial 
protected areas have grown in size and number, species conservation has 
improved in several settings, and a range of initiatives have been launched 
to tackle pollution and ecological restoration. Significant and measurable 
results have been achieved in certain areas, such as the reduction of 

deforestation rates in Brazil by 60%.5 

                                                

However, none of the 193 CBD member countries have met their 2010 targets. 
Unsustainable pressures from human activity have lead to high levels of species extinction 
and habitat loss is expected to continue throughout the 21st century.6 Today, the ecological 
footprint of humanity exceeds the biological carrying-capacity of the Earth by a wider 
margin than was the case in 2002 when the 2010 targets were agreed. The key drivers of 
biodiversity loss (see figure 1) are either constant or increasing in intensity and are 
compounded by new threats like climate change.  

Among the key factors considered to underpin current CBD failures are the following:  

 The Strategic Plan did not contain sufficient detail about the means to reach the 
targets.  

 Insufficient data and indicators meant that important aspects of biodiversity could 
not be measured, and therefore not be monitored effectively. 

 The GEF as a funding mechanism proved inadequate to address the needs of poorer 
countries, contributing to the insufficient scale of actions taken.  

 Insufficient integration of biodiversity into broader policies, strategies and 
programmes implies that biodiversity conservation considerations continue to be 
addressed late in the planning and implementation process.  

 Inadequate efforts to address the indirect drivers of biodiversity loss, such as 
demographic, economic, technological, socio-political and cultural pressures, 
continue to hinder real progress.  

 Finally, some consider the complexity of the biodiversity concept itself and insufficient 
communication with the public and key decision-makers as critical reasons for failure.        

 
4 See Council Conclusions March 15, 2010 (http://register.consilium.europa.eu/pdf/en/10/st07/st07536.en10.pdf) 
5 CBD (2010a) 
6 CBD (2010a) 
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2.  KEY TOPICS FOR THE COP 10 
 
The COP 10 agenda is compact and covers a range of complex issues. This section provides 
an outline of key issues and positions that delegates are likely to encounter. These include 
the Strategic plan and targets, Access and benefit sharing (ABS), Financing, Institutional 
interlinkages, and Knowledge for biodiversity and ecosystems.  
 
2.1. Strategic plan and targets 

 
There is general consensus on the part of key CBD stakeholders that 
COP 10 should emerge with a new Strategic Plan for the period 2011-
2020 and long term vision for 2050. Already by July 2010 the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Review and Implementation (WGRI) forwarded a 
fully bracketed7 draft of the Strategic Plan to the COP 10 meeting. 
The draft bracketed version includes five strategic goals and 20 
targets which, however, could change during COP 10.  
 
There is substantial agreement that the new targets should be 
SMART (specific, measurable, ambitious, realistic and time-bound) 

and linked to SMART milestones to enable easy tracking of progress. However, there is 
some discussion about how specific and quantifiable the targets should be and which time 
horizon to consider (2020 or 2050).  

port for such targets to 
solving disagreements about finance and financing mechanisms.  

.2. Access and benefit sharing (ABS) 

s) and the “resource providers” (generally the 
developing countries). 

COP 10 as a deadline 
 negotiate an international regime (or protocol) on ABS.  

 

                                                

 
The developed countries generally support a Strategic Plan that is based on “strong” 
targets, with environmental NGOs emphasising “ambitious” and business emphasising 
“realistic”. However, other negotiation blocks have linked their sup
re
 
2

 
Sharing benefits from genetic resources is one of the three pillars in 
the CBD. Genetic resources are used in a range of economic sectors 
and industries such as biotechnology, pharmaceuticals and 
agriculture. There is a widespread conviction on the part of 
developing countries that the resulting benefits are not shared in a 
fair and equitable manner between the “resource users” (generally 
the developed countrie

 
Benefit sharing has accordingly been the subject of ongoing formal and informal 
negotiations within and outside of the CBD framework since at least 2004. Much of this has 
been mediated through the Ad Hoc Working Group on ABS which has 
to

 
7 Bracketed means that negotiators fail to reach common language and put suggestions in for the COP 10 in 
[brackets] for further considerations. 
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It is generally accepted that the ABS protocol should provide guidance on the 
implementation of ABS-related provisions within the CBD. These refer to mechanisms such 
as Prior Informed Consent (PIC)8 and Mutually Agreed Terms (MAT)9 between providers 
and users of genetic resources; also to compliance with the ABS-related legislation of the 
provider country.10  
 
Unresolved and potentially troublesome issues relate to the following:  
 

 Scope of the protocol: Article 3 in the draft ABS protocol deals with the scope for 
what the agreement should include in terms of content and from when it should 
enter into force.   

 What to include and exclude: Defining which genetic resources should be 
included in the ABS regime has continuously created lengthy discussions. 
The current draft text is heavily bracketed with discussions whether to 
include, inter alia, genetic resources beyond national jurisdictions, human 
pathogens (see example in figure 3), and genetic resources that are used 
solely as a commodity.  

 

 

Figure 3: Example of the ABS problematique - H5N1 and Indonesia11 

Pathogens. In 2007 Indonesia stepped out of the Global Influenza Surveillance Network 
(GISN) and refused to share its samples of the H5N1 on the grounds that the samples 
constituted sovereign biological resources that are covered by the CBD. The argument was 
that vaccines made from such genetic samples generally benefited only the developed 
countries. Access to and benefit from gene-banks that have been built up over decades are 
currently not shared in a regulated manner. Developed countries have thus far opposed 
inclusion of pathogens into the ABS protocol, arguing that the matter is best dealt with under 
the WHO.   

 
 When should ABS enter into force: The above difference of opinion extends 

to samples of pathogens and other genetic resources that are already stored 
in, for example, gene-banks. The African Group wants benefit from a broad 
scope of resources to be shared, implying retro-active application of the ABS 
protocol and keeping the regime comprehensive. Asia-Pacific states and Peru 
have reminded delegates that the CBD had a benefit sharing obligation from 
the very beginning. The EU, Japan and New Zeeland want the ABS to be 
valid only for new resources whereas Canada wants to exclude certain 
resources from the protocol. Language on temporal scope is currently 
bracketed with dispute whether the protocol will apply to genetic resources 
also prior to or only after entry into force. This temporal scope dispute is 
also pertains to the issue of Finance.  

 
 Disclosure problems and capacity building:  

 If PIC and MAT are to be documented correctly, the burden on national 
administrative apparatuses will increase significantly. Developing nations 
have repeatedly argued that they need to receive capacity building support 
to cope with this, a matter which is also relevant to the issue of finance. 

                                                 
8 PIC means that a competent national authority must give permission prior to accessing a genetic resource in line 
with appropriate legal and institutional framework. 
9 MAT means that an agreement has been reached between providers of genetic resources and users on use and 
shared benefits of the resources. 
10 ENB (2010a)  
11 Irwin (2010) 
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After the final meeting of the interregional negotiating group on access and benefit-sharing 
held in September 2010, questions still remain notably on temporal and substantive scope 
of the protocol.  

Even if negotiations were constructive and led to some progress in, for example utilisation 
of genetic resources, there are several contentious issues that still need to be solved at the 
COP 10. It remains to be seen if the forwarded text will be finalised and adopted.12,13   

 
2.3. Financing for biodiversity 
 

Financing permeates every issue in the CBD and negotiators from 
developing countries have made their support of the Strategic 
Plan and targets subject to reaching agreement on outstanding 
financing matters. These relate to assessing the amount of 
funding needed by developing countries for the implementation of 
the Convention, and a system for transparent allocation of 
resources. According to one proposal, the financial target should 

involve a doubling of annual funding to developing countries by 2020. At COP 9 Germany 
put forward a concrete financial mechanism called LifeWeb, which aims to provide up to 
€180 million for protected areas. 
 
However, developed countries have generally been cautious about quantified targets. Often 
supported by business and environmental NGOs, they have instead emphasised a broader 
framework for sustainable development. This should eliminate harmful subsidies and 
incentivise market-based solutions for proper ecosystem stewardship; that is, “Green 
Growth” as it is called by actors such as the UNEP and the IUCN.  

A Resource Mobilisation Strategy14 with innovative financial mechanisms for biodiversity 
conservation is a related matter and was discussed at the last meeting on financing in 
WGRI 3 in May, 2010. At issue are fairly undeveloped mechanisms based on the “polluter 
pays” (e.g. taxation of activities harmful for biodiversity) or “beneficiary pays” (e.g. 
Payment for Ecosystem Services) principles. Due to diverging viewpoints among 
negotiators about indicators and targets, the group decided to recommend the COP compile 
parties’ views for further consideration at WG 4.15 It is unlikely, therefore, that these 
matters will be decided at COP 10. However, consultations with the GEF and other 
international agencies are underway to develop innovative resource mobilisation strategies 
on a global and on national levels. 

 
2.4. Institutional interlinkages 

 
The complexity of the CBD and protocols such as ABS creates a 
large number of institutional challenges as well as opportunities. 
Biodiversity issues are often dealt with in forums such as the 
UNFCCC, WTO, FAO, WHO and TRIPS whereas ABS is relevant to 
a range of sectors including trade, health and patents. 

                                                 
12 ENB (2010c)   
13 CBD (2010b) 
14 UNEP/CBD/COP/10/13 
15 ENB (2010b) 
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There is wide acceptance of the need to further develop linkages between the CBD and the 
other two Rio-conventions: the UNFCCC and the UNCCD. Access to financial support for 
biodiversity has played at least some role in these considerations, however, such linkages 
also make substantial analytical sense. Climate change is a driver of both desertification 
and biodiversity loss. Furthermore, biodiversity conservation and ecosystems approaches 
are considered key elements of new approaches to climate change adaptation and 
mitigation.16 REDD (Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation) is a 
good example of a joint CBD-UNFCCC-WB initiative. There has been support in the run-up 
to COP 10 for a Joint Plan of Action for the CBD and UNFCCC.  

Nevertheless, interlinkages also create scope for controversy. With respect to ABS, 
developing countries generally support a binding, single-instrument regime, such as a 
protocol or convention. Developed countries, to the contrary, prefer to deal with ABS and 
other CBD issues by developing linkages between old and new instruments within the CBD 
and other relevant institutions like the WTO, WHO, UNFCCC, WIPO, FAO and TRIPs. This 
approach avoids tensions with powerful institutions that already have established spheres 
of authority.  

The EU belongs to the group which prefers to treat, for example, TK outside CBD and 
rather use existing bodies, in this case the Intergovernmental Committee on Intellectual 
Property and Genetic Resources, Traditional Knowledge and Folklore of the World 
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO). Developing countries, however, fear that such a 
move would weaken benefit sharing in the CBD and increase the “risk of losing sight of the 
distinction between traditional knowledge associated with genetic resources and other 
traditional knowledge.”17 

 

2.5. Knowledge of biodiversity and ecosystem services 
 

Three initiatives are especially important at the COP 10: 

 the final presentation of results from The Economics of 
Ecosystems and Biodiversity (TEEB) study; 

 assessments emerging from the Global Biodiversity 
Outlook 3; and 

 discussion regarding the creation of an Intergovernmental 
Science Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES). 

Of these, the establishment of an IPBES remains the most contentious. It takes the hugely 
successful Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) as a role-model and aim to 
improve the linkages between science and policy within biodiversity. The EU has strongly 
supported the establishment of IPBES, though important other players like the US and 
China have remained sceptical.  
 
Nonetheless, at an ad hoc meeting of governments and other stakeholders held in July 
2010 delegates agreed that the IPBES will be established as an independent scientific body 
that would collaborate with existing initiatives on biodiversity and ecosystem services.18 
Unresolved issues relate to its structure, modus operandi and the degree to which it should 
resemble the IPCC. Also at stake are the resources and capacities needed for its 
implementation.19 

                                                 
16 CBD (2003) 
17 ENB (2010d) 
18 The Busan Outcome document (UNEP/IPBES/3/L.2) 
19 UNEP/IPBES/3/L.2 
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2.6. Other strategic issues 

 
Cross-cutting strategic issues that should be kept in mind by 
delegates include the following:  
 

 The African States and a majority of the developing 
nations see the outcome of COP 10 as a “package deal”. 
They thereby link negotiations about the Strategic Plan 
and targets with the reaching of agreements on the ABS 

Protocol and the Finance and Resource Mobilisation Strategy. The question remains 
how and to what extent developing nations’ negotiators will use this approach when 
bargaining.    

 The US is not a signatory of the CBD, but has participated as observer in COPs and 
in formal and informal negotiations. Canada has tended to be active in these 
negotiations, supporting positions close to those of the US. However, some 
observers now think that the US is beginning to take a more active role, which could 
add an interesting new dynamic to informal negotiations.   

 Traditional Knowledge (TK) continues to be a contentious issue in the CBD and is 
closely linked to the ABS negotiations. Despite the often emotional tenor of the TK 
debate, the emergence of a clear bi-polar negotiation setting seems unlikely in this 
instance. There is a lack of consensus among key actors about how to link TK with 
the international IP regime, with some Indigenous People groups opposing the 
recording of their knowledge. The diffuse, culturally-embedded nature of TK poses 
further obstacles. Additionally, several other forums, such as The United Nations 
Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues (UNPFII or PFII), also deal with issues of 
this nature.   

 Some business and industry actors such as the World Business Council for 
Sustainable Development (WBCSD) have in recent years actively engaged in the 
CBD. The WBCSD has taken a strong stance about greening industry and the use of 
market-based mechanisms to solve ecological problems. From their perspective, the 
evaluation of biodiversity and ecosystem services driven by the TEEB process is of 
critical importance. The upcoming release of the TEEB for Business20 report clearly 
shows the benefits of investing in biodiversity safeguarding measures. However, 
other business and industry actors, notably pharmaceutical companies, can be 
expected to lobby for their interests in a more traditional manner. Some observers 
think that the CBD could do more to promote the active involvement of business.      

 
 

                                                 
20 http://www.teebweb.org/ 
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ANNEX 1 – NEGOTIATIONS GROUPS 

 

LIKE-MINDED 
MEGADIVERSE 
COUNTRIES (LMMC) 

Bolivia 

Brazil 

China 

Colombia 

Costa Rica 

Democratic Republic of 
Congo 

Ecuador 

India 

Indonesia 

Kenya 

Madagascar 

Malaysia 

Mexico 

Peru 

Philippines 

South Africa 

Venezuela 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LATIN AMERICAN AND 
CARIBBEAN STATES 
(GRULAC) 

Antigua and Barbuda 

Argentina, Bahamas 

Barbados 

Belize 

Bolivia 

Brazil 

Chile 

Colombia 

Costa Rica 

Cuba 

Dominica 

Dominican Republic 

Ecuador 

El Salvador 

Grenada 

Guatemala 

Guyana 

Haiti 

Honduras 

Jamaica 

Mexico 

Nicaragua 

Panama 

Paraguay 

Peru 

Saint Kitts and Nevis 

Saint Lucia 

Saint Vincent and the 
Grenadines 

Suriname 

Trinidad and Tobago 

Uruguay 

Venezuela 

 

 

JUSCANZ 

Japan 

New Zealand 

Canada 

Australia 




