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Traditional knowledge holders play a vital role in the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity

More than 50% of Europe’s most highly valued biotopes 
occur in low-intensity farmlands.
(Bignal and McCracken, 1996) 

Out of the 231 habitats listed in Annex I of the Habitats 
Directive, 63 have been shown to be fully (23) or partly 
(40) dependent on agricultural practices.
(Halada et al., 2011)

Global map of lands managed and/or controlled by Indigenous Peoples

Over a quarter of the world’s land surface, and about 

40% of all terrestrial protected areas and ecologically 

intact landscapes are managed by Indigenous Peoples

(Garnett et al., 2018. Nature Sustainability)

(Dawson et al., 2024. One Earth)

Is it just conservation? A typology of Indigenous peoples’ and local 
communities’ roles in conserving biodiversity



(Dawson et al., 2024. One Earth)

Traditional knowledge holders play a vital role in the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity

(Molnár et al., 2024. TREE)

Transylvania / Carpathians

maxima of vascular plant species richness ever recorded
115 species / 10m2 (Roleček et al., 2021) – near Cluj Napoca

83 species / 16m2 (Babai, pers. comm.) – Gyimes

The ecological (A) and social (B) outcomes associated with 
six types of roles of Indigenous peoples and local 

communities in conservation governance



e.g. dialogue
workshops

Art 8 (j) – in situ conservation 

Subject to its national legislation, respect, preserve and 

maintain knowledge, innovations and practices of 

indigenous and local communities embodying traditional 

lifestyles relevant for the conservation and sustainable use 

of biological diversity and promote their wider application 

with the approval and involvement of the holders of such 

knowledge, innovations and practices and encourage the 

equitable sharing of the benefits arising from the 

utilization of such knowledge, innovations and practices

Addressing TK and IP&LCs within the CBD: from observers to permanent advisors 1992 – 2024



Addressing TK and IP&LCs within the CBD: The Aichi Targets and the KM Global Biodiversity Framework

By 2020, traditional knowledge, innovations 
and practices of indigenous and local 
communities relevant to the conservation 
and sustainable use of biological diversity, as 
well as their customary sustainable use, are 
respected, subject to the provisions of 
national legislation and applicable 
international obligations, and are fully 
integrated and taken into account in the 
implementation of the Convention, with the 
full and effective participation of indigenous 
and local communities, at all relevant levels.

By 2020, the genetic diversity of cultivated 
plants and farmed and domesticated 
animals and of wild relatives, including other 
socio-economically as well as culturally 
valuable species, is maintained…

Aichi Biodiversity Targets

The Strategic Plan for Biodiversity

12 of the 23 KM-GBF Targets

2010 – 2022



Methods

How CBD Parties recognise the role of IP&LCs, their TK and practices 
for the maintenance of biodiversity 

NR5: due in March 2014
NR6: due in December 2018



Methods: Rationale for scoring the acknowledgement of the contribution of IP&LCs and TK

Aichi Target 18: By 2020, the traditional knowledge…
Aichi Target 13: By 2020, the genetic diversity of cultivated plants and 
farmed and domesticated animals and of wild relatives, including other 
socio-economically as well as culturally valuable species

Score Levels of self-reporting by Parties on the contribution of IP&LCs and TK

0 no mention: section on Aichi Target 18 missing, IP&LCs and TK not mentioned in other sections either

1 IP&LCs and TK mentioned only when quoting either the definition of the Aichi Targets or similar phrases

Levels of self-reporting on the contribution of IP&LCs and TK to the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity
in line with Aichi Target 18 (traditional knowledge respected)

2 contribution mentioned to a limited extent, without national context or clear examples

3 contribution mentioned only in relation to crop varieties, livestock breeds, cultivation, or medicinal plants

4
explicitly stated that IP&LC contributions and TK are beneficial for the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, including seminatural habitats, forests, 
coastal waters, etc., but without developing or arguing the idea further

5
argued how IP&LC contributions and TK are beneficial (in which habitats and through what kind of management, practices); mentioned the mechanisms of these 
processes (e.g., community protected areas, rules, taboos, sacred site)

Levels of self-reporting on the contribution of IP&LCs and TK to cultivation and domestication 
in line with Aichi Target 13 (genetic diversity maintained)

0 IP&LCs and TK not mentioned. Often, local breeds and varieties are mentioned, but nothing about the farmers, the people who maintain these

1 IP&LCs and TK mentioned only in relation to uses, incl. medicinal uses 

2 explicit mention of IP&LC and TK contribution (i.e., domestication, seed collection)



Results (NR6) - Levels of self-reporting on the contribution of IP&LCs and TK

Aichi Target 18 (traditional knowledge respected) Aichi Target 13 (genetic diversity maintained)

0 No mention

1 Use only

2 Contribution

2 Limited extent

3 Only in the context of crops, breeds, etc.

4 Contribution to biodiversity – statement

5 Contribution to biodiversity – detailed

importance of indigenous breeds and 
varieties for national food security

result of the sometimes millennial work of 
IP&LCs and other TK holders mentioned 
by only about a quarter of the Parties. 



Topic                                  Quote

Floodplain management “reduction or cessation of the traditional use of lowland bogs and floodplain meadows for 
haymaking and grazing (…) overgrowth of open swamps and meadows” (Belarus, NR5)

Grazing management

Hay meadows

Wood-pastures

“use of mountain pastures through seasonal grazing (…) This activity requires the knowledge 
on community dynamics of upland meadows and pastures” (Montenegro, NR6)

“Many bogs and mires were traditionally used (…) for haymaking (…) forms of use have largely 
been discontinued, such areas are often being invaded by shrubs and trees” (Norway, NR5)

“Traditional rural biotopes such as dry meadows and wooded pastures are the most species 
rich and, at the same time, most threatened types of farmland habitats” (Finland, NR5) 

Results: examples of TK-based management practices



Results Countries that deemed Aichi Target 18 and Article 8(j) irrelevant in their case 

CBD NR5 – 16 countries out of 195 (14 Europe, incl. 10 EU MS) 

Austria: “Austria has no indigenous and local communities as understood by the Convention. Traditional knowledge (although 

no accepted definition is available) within the meaning of cultural heritage and agricultural knowledge is important for 

biodiversity in Austria)”

Croatia: “There are no local communities in Croatia that depend exclusively on the ecosystems capacity to support livelihood. 

United Kingdom: “Although traditional knowledge is used by some members of local communities in the UK, it is not a 
focus for government action to preserve its use and it is therefore not assessed.”

CBD NR6 – 24 countries out of 189 (17 Europe, incl. 10 EU MS) 

The Netherlands: “The Netherlands has no indigenous peoples or local communities as defined by the CBD within its borders. It 

can, however, substantially affect indigenous and local communities beyond its borders through international cooperation”

“The status of numerous species, particularly of those dependent on sites formed and managed by man in the past, is 
getting worse. This is due to the lack of traditional management and abandonment of the previously utilised land.”

Czech Republic: “According to the working documents of the Convention one of the indicators of the presence of traditional 
communities is the number of traditional languages used and the number of their speakers”

A8(j): respect, preserve and maintain knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous and local communities 
embodying traditional lifestyles relevant for the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity





NR7

9.2 Percentage of the population in traditional occupations

Armenia, Hungary, Italy, Luxembourg, Poland, Republic of Moldova (No data
available): does not have disaggregated national statistics

Austria, EU, France (No data available): This indicator’s methodology is currently under 
development at the global level

Estonia (Not relevant) – No traditional occuppations

Germany, The Netherlands, Spain (Not relevant) no indigenous peoples and local 
communities and therefore no population in traditional occupations

Ireland, Malta, Switzerland: Agriculture, Forestry and Fishing share of total 
employment (%) 

No data available / This indicator is not relevant 

No mention of local communities



NR7

22.1 Land-use change and land tenure in the traditional territories of indigenous 
peoples and local communities

Armenia does not have legally recognized Indigenous Peoples’ territories and 
traditional occupations related to the use of wild species are not spatially delineated 
or tenure-based within distinct traditional lands.

Estonia: No traditional territories of indigenous peoples

Germany does not have indigenous peoples and local communities.

Hungary does not have any Indigenous Peoples recognized by the United Nations 
within its borders. While there are local communities in Hungary, including long-
established historical communities, these ethnic and cultural minorities are not 
officially recognized or registered as indigenous or local community groups, even 
though they often possess a strong and distinct cultural identity and associated 
traditional knowledge and practices relevant from the perspective of the CBD.

Slovakia does not have IPLCs in terms of the CBD convention, so the indicator is not 
applicable.  

This indicator is not relevant 



Discussion

Contributions not acknowledged due to terminology confusion

misinterpretation of Article 8(j) & questioning its relevance

“respect, preserve and maintain knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous and local communities embodying 
traditional lifestyles relevant for the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity”. 

contemporary industrialised societies where TK is upheld mainly by individuals / organized in networks

inconsideration of many TK holders
(= injustice, undermine their work, triggers further biodiversity loss) 

Involvement of IP&LCs in national reporting

NGOs or other civil society representatives were much more likely to be included than IP&LC representatives in the 
reporting process, and for both categories, this occurred primarily in developing countries 



Conclusions and recommendations

▪ Parties must reevaluate the relevance of Article 8(j) in their case and recognise the contribution of all TK holders
▪ Parties need to rely more on the expertise of shadow and complementary reporting, for a better triangulation of knowledge

▪ Parties should ensure inclusive representation of IP&LCs and other TK holders
▪ Parties should review and learn from other Parties’ submissions
▪ Parties should give greater attention to IP&LCs and TK content placement throughout the report sections

▪ Parties need to encourage full TK holder engagement throughout planning, monitoring, reporting and review phases
▪ Parties should be supported to designate a national focal point for Article 8(j)

To improve the reporting process and the subsequent engagement with IP&LCs and TK on the longer term



Experts & Negotiators Dialogue on CBD Agenda Items
22 June, Royal Belgian Institute of Natural Sciences, Brussels





Thank you for your attention!

Kinga Öllerer ollerer.kinga@ecolres.hu

kinga.ollerer@gmail.com 

www.coop4cbd.eu Follow CO-OP4CBD

http://www.coop4cbd.eu/
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