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conserve biodiversity, promote its sustainable use, ensure fair and equitable sharing of benefits

The Rio Conventions, 1992

The most important international agreement for conserving biodiversity – 196 Parties

Aichi
Biodiversity
Targets



CBD – conference of parties (COP) bodies, organisation of work
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brings together all Parties (196)
one part = one voice
+ stakeholders

SBSTTA – Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical
and Technological Advice 
Chair – Ms. Senka Barudanović (Bosnia and Herzegovina)

COP Bureau members

President
African States
Asia-Pacific States
Central and Eastern European States
Latin American and Caribbean States
Western European and other States

African Group
Asia and the Pacific Group
Eastern European Group
Latin American and Caribbean Group (GRULAC)
Western European and Others Group (WEOG) 



COP15 – 2022

Advisory committee on resource mobilisation
AHTEG Article 8(j) and other provisions of the Convention related to IPLC
TEG Financial Reporting
AHTEG Indicators for the Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework
AHTEG SynBio
IAG Technical and Scientific Cooperation

AHTEG – Ad hoc Technical Expert Group
IAC – Informal Advisory Committee
IAG – Informal Advisory Group
TEG – Technical Expert Group

Expert engagement possibilities in the CBD



Hughes et al., 2021. Ecography

Areas with high numbers of records
in GBIF and OBIS databases. 
Black 1–50 records, Yellow-red > 50 
records at a 5 km resolution.

Availability / Visibility of data



1,977 results from Web of Science Core Collection for: "convention on biological diversity" (All Fields) 

Czech Republic 19

Romania 17
Poland 16

Hungary 9
Serbia 8
Slovenia 7
Croatia 6

Slovakia 6

Bulgaria 5

USA 475

England 465

Australia 286
Canada 239

Germany 218

Top 5 CEE
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Publications related to the CBD

Belarus, 10
(4 experts)

Georgia, 5
(4 experts)

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina , 4

Hungary, 4
(3 experts)

Czech Republic, 
3

Republic of 
Moldova, 3

Croatia, 2

Poland, 2

Slovenia, 2

Montenegro, 1

Lithuania, 1

Armenia, 1

Russian 
Federation, 1

Albania, 1 Serbia, 1

Membership of 12 CBD expert groups (IAG, AHTEG,…) 



Regional distribution (in %) of authors (CLA, coordinating lead author; LA, lead author; 
CA, contributing author; RED, review editor; FELL, fellow) of the IPBES Global Assessment. 
The numbers show how many experts were included in the given category. 

Báldi & Palotás, 2021. Cons Lett

Participation of scientists

African Group
Asia and the Pacific Group
Eastern European States
Latin American and Caribbean States (GRULAC)
Western European and Others Group (WEOG) 



Historical context (post-socialist countries)
Economic disparities
Capacity and Infrastructure
Priorities and Focus
Access to Resources and Expertise
Political will and Leadership
European Union integration

Language and communication barriers

weak collaborations and networking, few/weak NGOs

Weak (scientific) participation of CEE – Why?

Strength:
High levels of biodiversity, cultural landscapes, 
still ongoing traditional land-use practices
˃ ˂ IP&LCs are poorly recognized



Historical context (post-socialist countries)
Economic disparities
Capacity and Infrastructure
Priorities and Focus
Access to Resources and Expertise
Political will and Leadership
European Union integration

Language and communication barriers

weak collaborations and networking, few/weak NGOs

Weak (scientific) participation of CEE – Why?

Capacity building and training in policy engagement
Financial support incl. research funding
Networking and collaboration
Knowledge exchange platforms
Participation in international forums
Institutional support
Promote data sharing and access – databases, digitisation
Mentorship programs
Recognition and awards
Inclusive decision-making 



Godfrey et al., 2010. Afr J Sci.

Cvitanovic & Hobday, 2018. Nat Commun

Young, 2004. ODI Opinions 14

Contribute: Science – Policy

Benefit: Policy – Science
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Other platforms of participation

• COP-COP/MOPs – each 2 years

• SBSTTA – Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice 

• SBI – Subsidiary Body on Implementation 

• Compliance committee  

• Liaison Group of Biodiversity-related Conventions

• IACs, IAGs, AHTEGs

• CEE regional group meetings under the COP/COP/MOPs/SBSTTA/regional statements

• Contact groups, Friends of the Chair

• …

• On-line discussion forums

• Country’s submissions on topics

• Country National reporting, thematic reporting, recordings to CHM Portal /BCH/ABS CH



Regional Centres:
✓ catalyse technical and scientific

cooperation among the Parties
✓ provide regionally appropriate solutions

Species lists
Distribution maps
Habitat monitoring
…



Thank you!

ollerer.kinga@ecolres.hu

https://www.coop4cbd.eu/training-corner

News
Webinars
Workshops
Meetings
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