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REPORT OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE FUNDING
STRATEGY AND RESOURCE MOBILIZATION TO THE ELEVENTH
SESSION OF THE GOVERNING BODY I. INTRODUCTION

I. INTRODUCTION

Background

1. The Eighth Session of the Governing Body (GB-8), through Resolution 3/2019, the Governing Body
decided to adopt the Funding Strategy of the International Treaty for the period 2020 to 2025, as contained in
Annex 1 to Resolution 3/2019, in order to enhance the availability, transparency, efficiency and effectiveness
of the provision of financial resources to implement activities under this Treaty.' At its Tenth session (GB-
10), through Resolution 4/2023, the Governing Body decided to extend timeline of the Funding Strategy to
2020-2027 to enable the Treaty to build upon the opportunities and momentum arising from the recent
adoption of the Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework (KMGBF), and to enable the Standing
Committee on the Funding Strategy and Resource Mobilization (the Funding Committee or Committee) to
support the finalisation of the process for the enhancement of the Multilateral System in the next biennium.?

2. Through Resolution 3/2019, GB-8 also decided to establish, within the Funding Strategy, a target of
USD 0.9-1.1 billion per year over a period of 10 years with a milestone of 40 percent to be achieved by 2026
to support the implementation of the International Treaty through a wide range of sources and channels,® and
to postpone establishing a target for the Benefit-sharing Fund.*

3. GB-10, through Resolution 4/2023, recalled that the text regarding a target range for the Benefit-
sharing Fund remains bracketed in paragraph 36 of the Funding Strategy, and noted the need to resolve this
matter.’

4. GB-10, through Resolution 15/2023, adopted the Multi-Year Programme of Work (MYPOW) 2024—
2029 which includes a milestone to finalise the Benefit-sharing target of the Governing Body by its 11th
Session (2025).¢

5. This report details the work undertaken by the Funding Committee since GB-10, in relation to the
implementation of the Funding Strategy.

6. The Information Document related to this Report is provided to the Governing Body through IT/GB-
11/25/Inf.1 The Benefit-sharing Fund 2024-2025 Report.

Overview of procedural arrangements

7. In accordance with Resolution 3/2019, the Funding Committee is composed of up to three
representatives from each region.’

8. The Committee elected Ms Catherine Karr-Colque (USA) and Ms Yasmina El-Bahloul (Morocco) to
serve as Co-Chairs of the Committee during the biennium.

9. The Funding Committee has held three meetings since GB-10. The Committee’s ninth meeting (SFC-
9) was held virtually on 27 June 2024, its tenth meeting (SFC-10) was held in-person over 19 to 22
November 2024, and its eleventh meeting (SFC-11) was held in-person over 10 to 13 June 2025. The
Proceedings and Reports of these meetings are published on the Treaty’s website.®

10. A wide range of observers, including active observers, participated in the meetings of the Funding
Committee on the basis of expertise and relevance, in accordance with the Terms of Reference of the

! Resolution 3/2019, paragraph 2.

2 Resolution 4/2023, paragraph 3.

3 Resolution 3/2019, paragraph 3.

4 Resolution 3/2019, paragraph 19.

5 Resolution 4/2023, paragraph 16.

¢ Resolution 15/2023, Annex 1.

7 Resolution 3/2019, paragraph 12.

8 IT/GB-11/SFC-9/24/Proceedings, IT/GB-11/SFC-10/24/Report, IT/GB-11/SFC-11/25/Report
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Committee. The full lists of participants are contained in the Appendices of the Proceedings or Reports of the
Funding Committee’s meetings.®

Support to the enhancement process of the functioning of the Multilateral System of Access and Benefit-
sharing
11.  The Governing Body, through Resolution 3/2022, underscored the necessity for the Ad Hoc Open-

ended Working Group to Enhance the Functioning of the Multilateral System of Access and Benefit-sharing
(Working Group) to liaise closely with the Funding Committee.

12. At its Twelfth meeting, the Working Group requested its Co-Chairs to liaise with the Co-Chairs of the
Funding Committee to streamline work on possible criteria for the allocation of funds by the Benefit-sharing
Fund and which supportive measures they could recommend to the Governing Body in support of the
enhancement process.

13.  During the biennium, the Co-Chairs of the Funding Committee liaised with the Co-Chairs of the
Working Group to provide updates and coordinate on areas within the Funding Strategy that could support
the enhancement process, such as the funding target for the BSF, the development of methodology for
measuring non-monetary benefit-sharing, and the provision of criteria as called for in Article 13.4 of the
Treaty.

14.  Regular updates and information were exchanged between the Working Group and the Committee in
particular with regard to the development of the financial target for the Benefit-sharing Fund, developments
regarding non-monetary benefit-sharing and the development of relevant policy and criteria for specific
assistance under the Funding Strategy.

II. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE FUNDING STRATEGY

15. The Operational Plan for the Funding Strategy 2023-2027'° identifies the following three areas to
focus efforts on, and sets out major milestones, outputs and timelines within these:

i.  Focus Area 1: Resource Mobilization
ii.  Focus Area 2: Benefit-sharing Fund Operations
iii.  Focus Area 3: Monitoring and Review
16. The following sub-sections detail the work undertaken by the Funding Committee since GB-10 under
the three thematic focus areas of the Funding Strategy’s Operational Plan.

A. RESOURCE MOBILIZATION

National budgets and priorities

17. GB-10, through Resolution 4/2023, called upon Contracting Parties to share information about the
results of the further integration of PGRFA in national budgets and priorities with the Secretariat for the
development of strategic tools that National Focal Points and others can use to leverage new resources.!!

18. The Committee received updates and provided guidance on the work that has been undertaken by the
Secretariat to collect, analyse and disseminate information on the integration of PGRFA in national plans,
budgets and priorities, including National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans (NBSAPs).

19. The Committee welcomed the workshop, “Policy training and national planning for agrobiodiversity
and climate resilience”, held in Bangkok in June 2024, and emphasized the importance of holding similar
workshops in other regions. The workshop was attended by 20 participants from seven countries'? and was
jointly organized by the Secretariat, the Global Crop Diversity Trust (Crop Trust), the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) and the Institute for Global Environmental

9 IT/GB-11/SFC-9/24/Proceedings, IT/GB-11/SFC-10/24/Report, IT/SFC-11/25/LoP

10 SFC-8 Proceedings, Appendix 2.
! Resolution 4/2023, paragraph 21.

12 Bhutan, Laos, Nepal, Pakistan, Philippines, Thailand, and Vietnam.
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Strategies (IGES). A key outcome of the workshop included an increased awareness of the importance of
integrating PGRFA into the revised NBSAPs and into other relevant policies.

20.  The Committee welcomed the joint development of a communication product!® by the Secretariat and
the Crop Trust on the contribution of PGRFA to the KMGBEF as a tool for supporting countries to integrate
PGRFA into their updated NBSAPs. The product was produced in both English and Spanish and distributed
at the Sixteenth Meeting of the Conference of Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD COP-
16), along with a poster featuring a QR code linking to the webpage where the product is published.

21. The Committee thanked the Secretariat for the efforts to collect and analyse information on the
integration of PGRFA in updated and revised NBSAPs. It welcomed the findings that PGRFA and
agrobiodiversity are recognized in a number of the updated NBSAPs including priorities and activities
identified that are mainly related to in situ conservation and the on-farm management of PGRFA.

22. The Committee received updates from UNDP’s Biodiversity Finance Initiative (BIOFIN) on how
Biodiversity Finance Plans (BFPs) can support mainstreaming sustainable agriculture and plant genetic
resources into NBSAPs, and how finance solutions can support the levers for agrifood systems
transformation and plant genetic diversity. BIOFIN highlighted that its workbook 2024,* which was launched
at the CBD COP 16, included, for the first time, references to the International Treaty as an important
biodiversity-relevant policy document to be scoped out. The Committee encouraged the Secretariat to
continue exploring opportunities for collaboration with BIOFIN in support of the work on national budgets
and priorities.

23.  The Committee welcomed progress by many Contracting Parties in revising NBSAPs and defining
national biodiversity targets, noting increased attention to PGRFA and the International Treaty. It
emphasized the importance of continued collaboration among FAO, the Secretariat, and partners to further
integrate PGRFA and support countries yet to revise their NBSAPs, including through capacity building and
institutional strengthening.

Food processing industry engagement strategy

24, GB-10, through Resolution 4/2023, welcomed the progress made in implementing the approved Food
Processing Industry Engagement Strategy, and requested the Committee to continue providing regular
updates to the Governing Body on its implementation. 4

25. SFC-10, thanked the Secretariat for a successful Special Event, "Cultivating Collaboration:
Engaging the Food Processing Industry on Global Action for Crop Diversity”, organised in November 2024,
and which brought together experts and representatives from the food processing industry, private sector,
research, academia, civil society, and the PGRFA community. The dialogue explored challenges,
opportunities, and potential partnership models to strengthen collaboration between the International Treaty
and the food processing industry.

26. The Committee provided suggestions and guidance on the discussion paper, [7/GB-11/SFC-10/24/6,
concerning the Treaty’s value proposition for engaging with the food processing industry. The Committee
supported proposed next steps, including further consultations, development of an approach paper outlining
the value proposition and partnership models, broader dialogue across the food system, and targeted
engagement with industry actors in the Global South.

27. The Committee encouraged stronger efforts to identify and engage food processing institutions from
developing countries in consultations and recommended that its members and National Focal Points support
this by sharing relevant contacts.

28.  The Committee emphasized that the Eleventh Session of the Governing Body (GB-11) provides an
opportunity for further engagement and dialogue with the food processing industry. At SFC-11, the
Secretariat updated the Committee on the plans to organise a Food Processing Industry side event during
GB-11 with the co-host Governments of Switzerland and Peru.

13 Factsheet on PGRFA integration into NBSAPs
14 Resolution 4/2023, paragraph 11.
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Multilateral mechanisms

209. GB-10, through Resolution 4/2023, invited FAO to prioritize the delivery of programmes and
projects supportive of the implementation of the Treaty, and to support the nexus between biodiversity and
climate change, in particular, through its involvement in the Global Environment Facility (GEF) and Green
Climate Fund (GCF), as appropriate, and to actively contribute to the work of the Committee. '*

Global Environment Facility

30.  Representatives from FAO’s GEF Unit gave presentations to the Committee on FAO’s ongoing
activities within the Eighth Replenishment of the Global Environment Facility (GEF-8) and provided
information on the timeline, emerging trends, and proposed framework for the Ninth Replenishment (GEF-
9).

31.  FAO’s GEF Unit also gave a presentation on the Small Grants Programme 2.0 (SGP 2.0). The
Committee was informed that SGP 2.0 is a flagship initiative of the GEF, designed to support community-
based projects that deliver global environmental and socio-economic benefits. The Committee welcomed the
potential areas of collaboration between the Treaty and SGP 2.0, including the alignment of SGP Programme
Strategies with Treaty priorities, support for BSF partners in applying for SGP funding, and shared use of
online grant management platforms. It further noted the value of FAO country and regional offices in raising
awareness and providing technical assistance to stakeholders in preparing project proposals. It also
welcomed the suggestion for the Secretariat to engage BSF project managers in countries eligible under the
second tranche of SGP 2.0 for potential piloting.

32. The Committee encouraged continued collaboration between the GEF Unit and the Secretariat. It
recognized the important contributions that the BSF made in assisting FAO to become an SGP implementing
agency and emphasized the potential to increase synergies and explore co-funding for the BSF.

Green Climate Fund (GCF)

33. A representative from FAO’s GCF unit provided a presentation to the Committee on FAQO’s current
climate investments and adaptation projects under the GCF. The Committee welcomed the opportunities
proposed for future collaboration and partnership with the Treaty and its Benefit-sharing Fund, including the
possibility to upscale a BSF project in the future with funding from GCF. The Committee noted the
importance of sharing information both with Contracting Parties, about possible GCF opportunities, and with
FAO about the experiences and results of the Benefit-sharing Fund.

34. The Committee noted that both GCF and GEF offer scope to include PGRFA in their respective
projects and expressed its support for organizing informational webinars in the future for National Focal
Points of the Treaty with representatives from FAO’s GEF and GCF teams for information sharing and
relationship building.

35. The Committee acknowledged that the BSF has a catalytic function in providing examples of good
practices that the GEF, GCF, World Bank, IFAD and others supporting local seed value chains and on-farm
management could replicate, as appropriate.

Elements of Advice for GEF-9 Trust Fund

36. The Committee recalled that the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity
(CBD) had regularly invited the governing bodies of the various biodiversity-related conventions to develop
strategic advice for the replenishments of the GEF for submission to the CBD COP. It recommended that the
Governing Body thank the CBD COP for its invitation to the governing bodies of the various biodiversity-
related conventions to develop strategic guidance for the GEF-9, and provided elements of advice!® for the
Secretary to transmit to the Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity.

Innovative funding

15 Resolution 4/2023, paragraph 6.
16 SFC-11 Report, Paragraph 36 i-vi.
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37. GB-10, through Resolution 4/2023, recalled that the Global Crop Diversity Trust is an essential
element of the Funding Strategy and thanked it for the significant efforts made to engage with the Committee
as an active observer, providing inputs to the work of the Committee, and collaborating with the Treaty
Secretariat on a number of resource mobilization and communication initiatives. 7

38. The Committee received briefings and provided advice on several joint resource mobilization
initiatives between the Treaty Secretariat and the Global Crop Diversity Trust, as detailed in the document,
IT/GB-11/25/16.2, Cooperation with the Global Crop Diversity Trust. This included: the Funding Facility
for short-term support of International Collections; Biodiversity for Opportunities, Livelihood and
Development (BOLD); the Emergency Reserve for Germplasm Collections at Risk; and, support for the
relocation of Ukraine’s national seed collection and the future rehabilitation of the national seed system.

39. The Committee welcomed the continued urgent support that has been provided to genebanks at risk
through the Emergency Reserve and noted the revision undertaken of the Operational Framework by the
Chair of GB-11, the Secretariat and the Crop Trust to simplify the approval process.

40.  The Committee was also updated on several ongoing initiatives related to resource mobilisation and
awareness raising, including the Crop Trust’s participation in the Vision for Adapted Crops and Soils
(VACS) to support "opportunity crops"; the African Vegetable Rescue Plan; emerging work in biodiversity
and climate change financing in relation to National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plans (NBSAPs);
planned joint advocacy initiatives on crop diversity between the Crop Trust and the Secretariat, including
joint events held at the World Economic Forum annual meeting in January 2025, organized in partnership
with the Swiss Federal Office for Agriculture and at the International Seed Federation World Seed Congress
in May 2025, and the planned 'Crop Diversity Day' prior to GB-11.

41. The Committee took note of the continued close collaboration between the Crop Trust and the Treaty.
It further encouraged the Crop Trust to continue providing regular information and updates to the Committee
at future meetings, and also encouraged engagement with the Treaty’s Governing Body, including reporting
on resource mobilisation initiatives to other relevant intergovernmental bodies. The Committee emphasized
the emerging opportunities for joint resource mobilisation with the Crop Trust in the area of "opportunity
crops," particularly considering the Benefit-sharing Fund’s extensive support for projects promoting on-farm
management of these crops and their genetic diversity. Additionally, the Committee encouraged Contracting
Parties supporting Crop Trust initiatives to engage the Treaty Secretariat, where appropriate.

Policy and criteria

42. In adopting the Funding Strategy of the International Treaty, through Resolution 3/2019, GB-8
decided that the Funding Committee develop relevant policy and criteria for specific assistance under the
Funding Strategy, particularly aimed at supporting the conservation of Plant Genetic Resources for Food and
Agriculture (PGRFA) in developing countries and countries with economies in transition whose
contributions to the diversity of PGRFA in the Multilateral System are significant and/or that have special
needs, as specified in Article 13.4 of the Treaty. '

43. The Committee requested the Secretariat to prepare an outline of options for policy and criteria for
specific assistance and, in doing so, to liaise with the Crop Trust to obtain information regarding criteria
applied under its relevant programmes.

44.  The Committee took note of the ongoing discussions and proposals under consideration by the
Working Group on the enhancement of the Multilateral System, particularly regarding actions under the
Funding Strategy and the Benefit-sharing Fund, including those relating to the initial implementation of any
measures that may be adopted. It acknowledged that the Funding Strategy could provide incentives for
implementing the package of measures that may be adopted upon the conclusion of the current process for
enhancing the Multilateral System.

45. The Committee considered the documents IT/GB-11/SFC-11/25/4, Brief analysis of potential effects
of the enhancement of the Multilateral System on the implementation of the Funding Strategy and IT/GB-

17 Resolution 4/2023, paragraph 5.
18 Resolution 3/2019, the Funding Strategy of the ITPGRFA 2020-2025, paragraph 29 k.
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11/SFC-11/25/5 Outline of options for the policy and criteria for specific assistance under the Funding
Strategy. The documents had been prepared for the Committee based on guidance it had provided at SFC-10.

46. The Committee noted that, at this stage, any analysis is tentative and preliminary. It acknowledged
that if the package of measures is adopted, it will have implications for the implementation of the Funding
Strategy and the work of this Committee in the areas of Resource Mobilization, the Benefit-sharing Fund and
Monitoring and Review. The Committee agreed that while it is currently premature to have an informed
understanding of the effects of the enhancement of the Multilateral System on the work of the Committee, it
would be best to do a stocktaking exercise after GB-11. Such an exercise may need background
documentation, such as a technical analysis on resources needed to support the implementation of the
package of measures, in particular, by developing countries.

47. The Committee acknowledged the difficultly in deciding, at this stage, on the potential need for
transitional criteria for the Benefit-sharing Fund. The Committee reiterated, once again, the basic principles
it had agreed at SFC-10:

i.  The Operations Manual adopted by the Governing Body specifies that the exact criteria in each round
of the project cycle are published in the Call for Proposals.

ii.  The Committee should retain the flexibility in the definition of the exact criteria for each project
cycle.

iii.  The multilateral nature of benefit-sharing being generated by the Multilateral System should be
maintained. Criteria should be inclusive.

48. If the enhancement process is finalized, the Committee recommended undertaking a light review of
the Funding Strategy during the next biennium and updating the Operational Plan early in 2026 to support
the implementation of the Funding Strategy.

49.  The Committee developed General policy and criteria for specific assistance under the agreed
Funding Strategy for PGRFA conservation for the consideration of GB-11, as contained in Annex 1 of this
report. The Committee further decided to separately consider any criteria for the transitional phase related to
the possible amendment of the Treaty, if adopted.

B. BENEFIT-SHARING FUND OPERATIONS

50. In adopting the updated Funding Strategy, the GB-8 delegated the authority for the operations of the
Benefit-sharing Fund during the biennium to the Funding Committee. "’

51.  Asrequested by the Governing Body, a report on the Benefit-sharing Fund is provided through
IT/GB-11/25/10/Inf.1 The Benefit-sharing Fund 2024-2025 Report. The Report provides details on the
operations of the Benefit-sharing Fund for the 2024-2025 period.

Finalisation of BSF-4 and implementation of BSF-5

52. The Committee recalled the extensive process it had led in 2023 to finalise the approval of 28 BSF-5
projects for funding and noted the progress made by the Secretariat since that time to conclude the
contractual arrangements with BSF-5 partners, enabling the full implementation phase. Regular monitoring
and check-ins are carried out by the Secretariat to monitor progress and provide operational and technical
support to partners. The Committee noted that BSF-4 is coming to an end with the cycle set to finish by the
end of 2025 and the planning of the Independent Evaluation underway.

Implementation of the Monitoring Evaluation and Learning (MEL) Framework

53. The Committee noted the significant work that had been undertaken to implement the MEL
framework and improve the approaches to reporting, knowledge management, learning and communication
of the BSF. It recognised the opportunities that these initiatives may bring through generating results and
visibility to reach new and existing donors and to inform relevant FAO communications initiatives. In
addition, further work in this area could strengthen the catalytic function of the BSF providing examples of

19 Resolution 3/2019, the Funding Strategy of the ITPGRFA 2020-2025, paragraph 31.
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good practices that the World Bank, IFAD, GEF and others supporting local seed value chains and on-farm
management could replicate, as appropriate.

54.  The Committee welcomed the workshops organized by the Secretariat with implementing partners of
second-phase projects to enhance knowledge management, promote sustainable PGRFA models, and
improve gender and social inclusion. It also welcomed the capacity building webinars delivered to BSF-5
partners to strengthen their capacities in key areas of the MEL framework, including effective project
implementation, measuring results, and communicating impact. The Committee stressed the importance of
capturing information on the crops supported through BSF-funded projects and related PGRFA information
through the reporting and monitoring tools of the MEL framework.

Development of a Community of Practice

55. The Committee welcomed the progress made in the development of the community of practice and
related knowledge pathways that will enable regular, cross-project knowledge sharing, learning and
collaboration to address shared challenges and opportunities. It encouraged the Secretariat to disseminate the
products generated through the knowledge pathways and ensure an effective coordination of the knowledge
sharing throughout the regions.

56. The Committee received an update on the delivery of a number of knowledge and learning initiatives
under the Community of Practice, including regional capacity building webinars and workshops, focused on
the Multilateral System of Access and Benefit-sharing, Global Information System and the BSF knowledge
products repository system and Linking on farm conservation of PGRFA to broader conservation efforts:
from farmers’ fields to Global Seed Vault attended by over 140 people.

57. It also received an update on an agrobiodiversity knowledge laboratory, co-developed by the Treaty
Secretariat, FAO Peru, CIP, INIA, and Oxfam, which took place between 28-29 May 2025, in Cusco, Peru.
The laboratory gathered more than 65 participants from 14 countries from the region, including 30
organizations, famers, youth, Indigenous peoples, national focal points, and researchers. The participants
reflected and exchanged knowledge on four thematic areas: “agrobiodiversity monitoring and
documentation”, “financial tools and schemes to support guardians of agrobiodiversity”, and “youth
engagement and policy and governance”.

58. The Committee welcomed the development of the repository system for the knowledge products
arising from the Benefit-sharing Fund which is online and globally accessible. Links to the toolbox on
conservation and sustainable use have been created and the overall purpose, methodology and functioning of
the Repository was presented at the sixth meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee on the Global
Information System (SAC-GLIS-6), as requested by the Committee. The Committee recommended that
relevant cross references be established to the examples contained in the Inventory of national measures, best
practices and lessons learned from the realization of Farmers’ Rights, as set out in Article 9 of the
International Treaty.

59. The Committee expressed appreciation for the ongoing work on knowledge sharing and learning
which has integrated the recommendations of the Committee.

Campaign to raise funds for the sixth cycle of the Benefit-sharing Fund (BSF-6)

60. The Committee discussed the campaign to raise funds for BSF-6 and recommended making use of
GB-11 to build momentum through donor engagement, with the possibility of a separate, donor
consultation/event at a later point in time. It suggested that pledging announcements could be made at GB-
11, and that in advance of this the Secretariat could issue letters of appreciation to existing, previous and new
donors, demonstrating the achievements of the BSF and inviting contributions to its sixth project cycle.

61. The Committee suggested that an in-depth discussion take place at a future meeting to find ways to
encourage more proposals in future cycles, particularly from those regions or countries who have had low
levels of submissions previously.
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Development of a Benefit-sharing Fund target

62. At the time of the adoption of the Funding Strategy of the International Treaty, GB-8 decided to
postpone establishing a target for the Benefit-sharing Fund.?

63. GB-10, through Resolution 4/2023, recalled that the text regarding a target range for the Benefit-
sharing Fund remains bracketed in paragraph 36 of the Funding Strategy, and noted the need to resolve this
matter.2!

SFC-10

64. At SFC-10, the Chair of GB-11, Mr. Alwin Kopse, provided the Committee with some background
information on the development of the updated Funding Strategy and funding targets, including the BSF
target that remain bracketed in paragraph 36 of the Funding Strategy. Mr. Kopse was Co-Chair of the Ad
Hoc Committee on the Funding Strategy and Resource Mobilisation (ACFSRM), which had engaged an
independent expert economist to develop the methodologies used for establishing the targets.

65. The expert economist gave a presentation to the Committee on the cost-based methodology used for
establishing the target ranges for the Benefit-sharing Fund in 2018-19 for the ACFSRM.

66. In its discussions, the Committee agreed that it would not be constructive to reformulate the
methodology, particularly in view of timelines for meetings of the Working Group and GB-11.

67.  The Committee considered that its report to the Governing Body could contain more than one
scenario on how to resolve the bracketed text on the BSF target. It requested the Secretariat to compile
information describing recent trends on aspects of the Benefit Sharing Fund, such as: the length of and
funding of BSF project cycles; the number and value of Contracting Party donations; the number and value
of user-based payments to the BSF; the number and value of voluntary contributions by seed industry,
philanthropy, and other partners; the potential for additional private sector contributions to the BSF; and
complementary funding streams from the World Bank, IFAD, and others supporting local seed value chains
and on-farm management of PGRFA.

SFC-11

68. SFC-11 recalled that the methodology used for establishing the possible scenarios for a target of the
Benefit-sharing Fund in 2018-2019 is highly interlinked with that used for establishing the overall Funding
Strategy target.?2 The Funding Strategy adopted by the Governing Body recognized that the process of
establishment of the Funding Strategy target needs to be viewed as iterative. After discussion, SFC-11
reaffirmed that it would not be constructive to reformulate the methodology, particularly in view of timelines
for meetings of the OWG-EFMLS and GB-11.

69. The Committee reviewed the information compiled by the Secretariat as requested by the Committee
at its last session, including the description of recent trends on aspects of the Benefit-sharing Fund such as:
the length and funding of BSF project cycles; the source and value of Contracting Party donations; the source
and value of user-based payments to the BSF; the source and value of voluntary contributions by seed
industry, philanthropy, and other partners; and considerations on the potential for additional private sector
contributions to the BSF; and complementary funding streams from the World Bank, IFAD, and others
supporting local seed value chains and on-farm management of PGRFA.

70.  Based on the compiled information, the Committee noted:

i.  Since the launch of the first call for proposals in 2009, the BSF has received 36,853,434 USD in
grand total. On average, this equals a contribution of 2.3 million USD a year for the last 16 years.

ii.  Ninety percent of the contributions to the BSF have been voluntary contributions from Contracting
Parties. Norway, Italy and the European Commission alone have contributed with almost 75% of
the grand total.

20 Resolution 3/2019, the Funding Strategy of the ITPGRFA 2020-2025, paragraph 19.
21 Resolution 4/2023, the Funding Strategy of the ITPGRFA 2020-2025, paragraph 16.
22 IT/GB-8/ACFSRM-11/19/5 Funding Strategy Target Setting: Cost Based Methodology



https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/9a152504-f576-4a45-8fb5-384be8f87822/content
https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/00c11d81-c1ea-4833-803c-f7b8cec52950/content

10 IT/GB-11/25/10

iii.  Additional voluntary contributions from other partners have been an important complementary
source.

iv.  The MLS-user-based income accounts for 2.2% of the total funding received in the BSF since
2009.

v.  The global funding landscape has changed dramatically in the last half a year, with notable
contractions and shifting strategies in institutional and development aid.

vi.  The high reliance on support of Contracting Parties makes BSF contributions unpredictable.

vii.  In BSF project cycles, some positively scored project applications were not able be approved due
to limited funding.

71. In the context of the Treaty’s Funding Strategy, the Committee recalled that the target of the Benefit-
sharing Fund is to advance priorities PA2 and PA11 of the Global Plan of Action on PGRFA.

72. Based on the information and deliberations during SFC-10 and SFC-11, the Committee noted that the
average annual income of the BSF is 2-3 USD million. The Committee expressed its unified desire to see
increased average annual income to the BSF, including increased user-based income. The Committee
expressed support to find a target range that would be realistic but ambitious, while considering funding
needs for Treaty implementation and the conservation and sustainable use of PGRFA. During the
deliberations, the Committee received proposals for average annual income ranges of 2-3 million USD, 4-6
million USD, 8-10 million USD and 20-25 million USD. The Committee was unable to agree on a specific
range to recommend to the Governing Body due to differing views among the Committee members that still
need to be resolved.

73. The Committee noted the target ranges are for average annual income and that, based on past
experience, there may be notable fluctuations from year to year.

74. The Committee stressed the proposed target ranges include income from all sources, and should not
be used as a target range for only a single source of income. Achieving a target range would involve
continuing efforts to diversify sources of funding including increasing income generated from user-based
payments, including through a package of measures to enhance the functioning of the multilateral system of
access and benefit sharing.

75. The Committee considered it could be valuable to engage with partners that would elevate the
ambition and be able to provide larger amounts of funds to build momentum for the Treaty and contribute to
a larger impact of Benefit-sharing Fund.

76. The Committee noted these considerations are without prejudice to decisions of the Working Group.

C. MONITORING, LEARNING AND REVIEW

77. Through the Operational Plan, a monitoring, learning and review cycle has been established for
period of the Funding Strategy that enables the regular monitoring and review of the implementation of the
Funding Strategy, as requested by the Governing Body through Resolution 3/2019 and its Annexes.

78.  Atits eighth meeting, the Committee updated its Operational Plan for the Funding Strategy,?
including adjusting its concluding date from 2025 to 2027, providing an additional biennium to the
Committee to implement its work. It further noted that the comprehensive review of the Funding Strategy
could be conducted once further progress has been made on its implementation.?*

Evaluations and reviews planned under the Funding Strategy and BSF

Reviews of the Funding Strategy

79.  As further detailed in paragraphs 48 and 49, the Committee acknowledged that if the package of
measures is adopted, it will have implications, including, inter alia, for the Monitoring and Review of the
Funding Strategy. The Committee agreed it would be best to do a stocktaking exercise after GB-11 and

23 SFC-8 Meeting Proceedings, Appendix 2.
24 SFC-8 Meeting Proceedings, Paragraph 21.
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recommended, if the enhancement process is finalized, undertaking a light review of the Funding Strategy
during the next biennium and updating the Operational Plan early in 2026 to support the implementation of
the Funding Strategy.

Benefit-sharing Fund independent evaluation

80. In considering the Independent Evaluation for the fourth project cycle of the Benefit-sharing Fund
(BSF-4), the Funding Committee noted that a new FAO Evaluation Strategy 2023-2025 had been adopted by
the FAO Conference and would be applied to the independent evaluation of BSF-4.

81. The Director of FAO’s Office of Evaluation (OED) gave a presentation to the Committee on FAO’s
new Evaluation Strategy, highlighting the greater emphasis on accountability and learning, the priority given
to evaluations with strong learning potential and the possibility for impact assessments. She noted that the
approach relies on the availability (or collection) of robust baselines, ideally developed in collaboration
between OED and project teams at the start of a project period.

82. The Committee considered the document, IT/GB-11/SFC-11/25/6 Information relevant to
evaluations and reviews planned under the Funding Strategy and in view of the update provided on the FAO
Evaluation Strategy, agreed on the following steps:

i.  the Secretariat and FAO Office of Evaluation will prepare the draft TORs and draft Approach Paper.
In preparing these documents, due consideration will be given on how to build synergies with other
BSF processes, namely the BSF-5 evaluation, the BSF review and the design of BSF-6;

ii.  avirtual check-in will be organized in September 2025 with the Committee to discuss and finalize the
draft TORs and Approach Paper. Such a check-in will, in principle, take place through electronic
correspondence but may require the organization of a virtual consultation;

iii.  relevant updates on the process will be provided to the Committee, and the final TORs and Approach
Paper will be made public.

Development of a draft methodology for measuring Non-Monetary Benefit-sharing

83.  According to its Terms of Reference, the Funding Committee is tasked with monitoring and
reviewing the implementation of non-monetary benefit-sharing (NMBS) measures, with a view to
recommending any additional measures, as appropriate, using a methodology agreed by the Committee.?’

&4. GB-10, through Resolution 4/2023 stressed the importance of finalizing and testing the methodology
for measuring non-monetary benefit-sharing, and requested the Funding Committee to give attention to this
matter early in the biennium 2024-2025.

85. The Committee received updates and provided guidance on the further development and testing of
the methodology for measuring non-monetary benefit-sharing (NMBS).

86. The Committee noted that the methodology should be instrumental to documenting, in a systematic
manner, non-monetary benefit-sharing (NMBS) within the International Treaty, as well as to raising
awareness, generating in-depth knowledge and promoting NMBS practices.

87. The Committee recommended, inter alia, that the benefits of facilitated access to PGRFA, as set forth
in Article 13.1 of the International Treaty, should also be considered in the methodology.

88. The Committee requested the Secretariat to continue following the processes related to NMBS within
the Convention and the Nagoya Protocol, and continue to update the Committee and the Governing Body for
their consideration, as appropriate. The Committee, however, recognized that NMBS under the International
Treaty may require specific indicators or measures to reflect its multilateral approach to NMBS and the
different scales of NMBS reporting.

89.  With regard to the options for the financial quantification of NMBS categories, the Committee
considered that future work could include a basic macro analysis based on relevant aspects and information
on the Second Global Plan of Action on PGRFA, complemented by specific, selected case studies with a
view to, inter alia, demonstrating the usefulness for institutions to quantify NMBS, developing insights of

25 Resolution 3/2019, Annex 2, paragraph e.
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challenges to quantify NMBS and providing realistic criteria for the economic quantification of NMBS costs,
outcomes and impacts.

90. The Committee considered the document, IT/GB-11/SFC-11/25/7 Update on the testing of the draft
methodology for measuring non-monetary benefit-sharing and received an update from representatives of the
Center International de Recherche Agronomique pour le Développement (CIRAD), who developed the first
draft framework and methodology for measuring Non-monetary Benefit-sharing (NMBS). CIRAD delivered
a presentation on the updating and testing of the draft methodology for measuring NMBS, including, an
overview of the online survey tool, that has been shared with approximately 100 organisations selected on
the basis of the Committee’s suggestions and complementary proposals from the Treaty Secretariat and
CIRAD.

91.  The Committee thanked CIRAD for the update and noted that additional time may be required for
organisations to complete the survey and requested CIRAD to extend the deadline beyond August 2025. It
noted the next steps outlined in the document IT/GB-11/SFC-11/25/7 Update on the testing of the draft
Methodology for Measuring Non-Monetary Benefit-Sharing and that the outcomes of this work will be
shared with the Committee, in advance of GB-11.

Monitoring framework of the KMGBF related to PGRFA and the International Treaty

Collaboration with the Secretariat of the Convention of Biological Diversity (SCBD)

92. The Committee received an update from the Secretariat of the Convention of Biological Diversity
(SCBD) and on the outcomes of the resumed COP-16, the Cali Fund for the Fair and Equitable Sharing of
Benefits from the use of Digital Sequence Information on Genetic Resources (DSI), the monitoring
framework for the KMGBF, and opportunities for further engagement with the Treaty including in relation to
information sharing on relevant monitoring initiatives.

93. The Committee recalled the adoption of the monitoring framework for the KMGBF, through
Decision 15/5 of the CBD COP 15, and noted that a number of targets and indicators of the monitoring
framework are relevant for the mandate of the Committee, including indicators related to monetary and non-
monetary benefits as well as those indicators for international public funding, domestic public funding and
private funding.

94.  With regard to monetary benefit-sharing, the Committee took note that the headline indicator would
enable countries to report on monetary benefits across all international instruments into a single overarching
indicator. This information would be collected at national level for the benefits shared bilaterally, and by the
relevant treaty secretariats for those benefits shared multilaterally. The information collected by the treaty
secretariats, if so decided by their membership, will be made available to the SCBD and may be used by
countries in their national reports. The Committee invited the Secretariat of the Treaty to continue liaising
with the SCBD to discuss how best to collect and share the information on the Benefit-sharing Fund. One
option to be further explored is to provide the information through the Treaty website that could be included
in the online tool that the CBD has in place to enable the KMGBF monitoring. With regard to non-monetary
benefit-sharing, the Committee was informed that the Secretariat has recently liaised with the CBD
Secretariat to explore collaboration on this area also and requested to be updated on the collaboration at a
future meeting.

95. The Committee noted that, through Decision 16/31, the Conference of Parties to the CBD also
welcomed the ongoing work on monitoring conducted under multilateral environmental agreements and
relevant initiatives and invited the secretariats of these agreements to share information on relevant
monitoring initiatives with the CBD Executive Secretary.

96. The Committee invited the Secretariat to continue sharing information on relevant work of the Treaty
with a view to avoid double reporting and to enhance visibility of the International Treaty in the
implementation of the KMGBEF. It invited the Secretariat to make available an aggregated global report on
the implementation of the Multilateral System on Access and Benefit-sharing to the CBD Conference of the
Parties in order to showcase, how access and benefit-sharing are integrated in the implementation of the
Treaty.
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Collaboration with the Biodiversity Mainstreaming Unit of the FAO Office of Climate Change, Biodiversity
and Environment (OCBB)

97.  The Committee received updates from the Biodiversity Mainstreaming Unit of the FAO Office of
Climate Change, Biodiversity and Environment (OCBB) on the planned actions following CBD COP-16 and
draft decisions on the monitoring framework of the KMGBF related to PGRFA and the International Treaty,
and a brief analysis of data provided so far by CBD Parties in the Online Reporting Tool. OCBB updated the
Committee on its planned work to support countries with NBSAP implementation, analysis and development
of a database for detailed information on completed National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans
(NBSAPs), mainstreaming biodiversity across agricultural sectors to implement the KMGBF and testing and
upscaling biodiversity-friendly practices at field level.

98.  The Committee welcomed the continued collaboration between OCBB and the Treaty Secretariat and
their plans to work together on reviewing completed NBSAPs to provide in-depth analysis and reports on
areas of relevance to the Treaty, noting that such information would be useful to receive prior to the GB-11.
The Committee further noted that BSF projects could provide good examples to OCBB of biodiversity
friendly practices. The Committee reflected on the relevance and implications of the outcomes of the CBD
COP-16 for the work before it and for the processes under the International Treaty. It noted especially the
significance of the decision on digital sequence information on genetic resources, which initiates the
operationalization of the multilateral mechanism on benefit-sharing and established the Cali Fund, and
discussed several aspects of it.

99. The Committee further took note of the relevance of other CBD COP-16 and Nagoya Protocol
Meeting of the Parties (COP MOP-11) decisions for the International Treaty, including decisions on plant
conservation, capacity development and awareness raising as well as cooperation and synergies.

100. The Committee requested the Secretariat to continue to actively participate in relevant processes
under the CBD and to provide updates to the Committee and to continue to closely liaise with OCBB and the
CBD Secretariat in the development and implementation of monitoring framework of the KMGBF related to
PGRFA and the International Treaty.

101. It agreed to discuss the possible relevance of the multilateral mechanism and of the operations of the
Cali Fund for the Funding Strategy after GB-11, which will consider a draft package of measures on
enhancing the functioning of the Multilateral System.
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Annex 1

General policy and criteria for specific assistance under the agreed Funding
Strategy for PGRFA conservation

A. Purpose of the policy and criteria for specific assistance

Article 13.4 of the International Treaty provides that the Governing Body shall, at its first meeting, consider
relevant policy and criteria for specific assistance under the Funding Strategy, for the conservation of plant
genetic resources for food and agriculture (PGRFA) in developing countries, and countries with economies
in transition whose contribution to the diversity of PGRFA in the Multilateral System is significant and/or
which have special needs.

These policy and criteria are to be used for specific assistance in the context of the Funding Strategy of the
International Treaty which operates through a number of funding tools. For some of the tools, the Governing
Body has already determined the scope and priorities as well as policies and criteria on beneficiaries and
eligibility. Consequently, these general policy and criteria have been formulated to be in harmony with, and
not be duplicative of, the existing policies adopted or endorsed by the Governing Body.

The policy and criteria specified below are aimed at facilitating the access to funds for specific assistance by
developing countries to address PGRFA conservation needs. They are intended to provide a common basis
for Contracting Parties of the International Treaty and be shared with other institutions that may support
plans and programmes for the implementation of the Treaty, and build synergies under the Funding Strategy.

B. Policy approach

The conservation of PGRFA is essential to meet world’s food security and for sustainable agricultural
development and the International Treaty promotes an integrated approach to the exploration, conservation
and sustainable use of PGRFA, including ex situ, in situ and on-farm conservation activities.

Cooperation among the Treaty Contracting Parties is essential to develop an efficient and sustainable global
system of PGRFA conservation and to implement the Treaty, including the Multilateral System on Access
and Benefit-sharing. Specific assistance under the Funding Strategy of the Treaty should enable developing
countries and countries in transition to implement provisions of the Treaty, including the Multilateral
System, as users and providers of PGRFA. Such assistance should enable the long-term conservation of
PGRFA, according to food security and global interdependence, and their continuous availability through the
terms and conditions set by the Multilateral System.

C. General criteria

Specific assistance will be provided to developing countries and countries with economies in transition.
Regarding the level of national economic development, the eligibility criteria for the use of funds under the
direct control of the Governing Body will include only criteria established in the International Treaty.?

Assistance to these countries will give priority to those whose contribution to diversity of PGRFA in the
Multilateral System is significant. Such contribution could be realized through different means, including by
making available materials to international collections. Priority will also be provided to ensure the
conservation of unique PGRFA and be made available according to the terms and conditions of the
Multilateral System.

Specific assistance under the Funding Strategy should be directed to developing countries and countries with
economies in transition that have special needs. More specific priority criteria such as the rescuing and
safeguarding PGRFA under threat, including of PGRFA collections suffering emergencies, should be
specified by the various funding tools.

26 Resolution 3/2017, para. 18.


https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/91f9de69-bf28-4f0b-a4b1-035be97da2a2/content

IT/GB-11/25/10 15

Annex 2

DRAFT RESOLUTION #*#/2025
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE FUNDING STRATEGY OF THE
INTERNATIONAL TREATY 2020 - 2027

THE GOVERNING BODY,
Recalling Articles 13.2, 13.3, 18 (in particular 18.4) and 19.3f of the International Treaty;

Recalling Resolution 3/2019 through which the Funding Strategy of the International Treaty for the period
2020 to 2025 was adopted, in order to enhance the availability, transparency, efficiency and effectiveness of
the provision of financial resources to implement activities under this Treaty, and through which it decided to
make the Committee a standing Committee;

Recalling Resolution 4/2023 through which it decided to revise the timeline of the Funding Strategy from
2020-2025 to 2020-2027 to enable the Treaty to build upon the opportunities and momentum arising from
the recent adoption of the Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework (KMGBF or GBF), and to
enable the Funding Committee to support the finalisation of the process for the enhancement of the
Multilateral System in the next biennium;

Recalling its previous Resolutions on the Funding Strategy, in particular, Resolution 4/2022 and Resolution
4/2023;

L. Welcomes the report of the Standing Committee on the Funding Strategy and Resource Mobilization
(the Funding Committee or Committee) and the progress made in implementing the Funding Strategy since
its adoption, and thanks the Committee for its significant contribution during the biennium to the process for
the enhancement of the Multilateral System;

PART I: FUNDING STRATEGY

2. Recalling that the review of the Funding Strategy is scheduled for the 2025-2027 biennium and that
the first three years of the Funding Strategy were implemented mostly during the COVID-19 pandemic,
requests the Committee to undertake a light review of the implementation of the Funding Strategy for the
consideration of the Governing Body at its next session;

3. Requests the Funding Commiittee to continue to play a leading role in advancing the implementation
and monitoring of the Funding Strategy in order to provide the necessary strategic guidance as well as
operational oversight of relevant processes and activities relating to the Funding Strategy;

4. Encourages Contracting Parties to consider integrating PGRFA and on-farm management in
national policies and planning, such as in NBSAPs and National adaptation plans (NAPs), and to leverage
funding opportunities within biodiversity and climate funding sources such as GEF and GCF,

5. Thanks FAQ, in particular the Global Environment Facility (GEF) and Green Climate Fund (GCF)
Units, for the efforts made to engage with and contribute to the work of the Committee, and invites FAO to
prioritize the delivery of programmes and projects supportive of implementation of the Treaty through the
Ninth Replenishment of the GEF and FAO’s GCF programme formulation and implementation, and to
continue to actively contribute to the work of the Committee;

6. Recognizes the critical contributions that the Benefit-sharing Fund made in the process for FAO to
become a GEF Small Grants Program (SGP) agency, and welcomes the increased prospects for synergies and
potential co-funding opportunities for the Benefit-sharing Fund, including through FAO’s GEF SGP 2.0;

7. Recalls that the Global Crop Diversity Trust is an essential element of the Funding Strategy and
thanks it for the significant efforts made to engage with the Committee as an active observer, providing
inputs to the work of the Committee, and collaborating with the Treaty Secretariat on a number of resource
mobilization and communication initiatives;
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8. Decides that the costs of the meetings of and the relevant preparatory work for the Funding
Committee shall be included in the Core Administrative Budget as may be adopted by the Governing Body,
supplemented by any voluntary contributions made available for that purpose, and requests the Secretary to
include such costs into the Core Administrative Budget that is presented to the Governing Body for approval
at its Regular Sessions;

9. Invites Contracting Parties and donors, in a position to do so, to support the work of the Committee,
in particular for the participation of developing countries;

PART II: RESOURCE MOBILIZATION WITHIN THE FUNDING STRATEGY

10. Encourages Contracting Parties to mobilize resources from various sources to meet the targets of the
Funding Strategy;

11. Welcomes the progress made in implementing the approved Food Processing Industry Engagement
Strategy, and requests the Committee to continue to provide regular updates to the Governing Body on its
implementation;

12. Thanks Germany, Italy, the Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, and Switzerland for their financial
contributions during the period 2024-2025 to the Fund for Agreed Purposes of the International Treaty and
other funds under the direct control of the Governing Body, and encourages other Contracting Parties and
donors to also make financial contributions to the Fund to further support the implementation of the
International Treaty;

13. Welcomes and commends the substantial increase in cooperation on resource mobilization between
the Global Crop Diversity Trust and the Treaty Secretariat, and thanks the Government of Norway for its
financial contributions in support of joint initiatives such as the Biodiversity for Opportunities, Livelihoods
and Development (BOLD) project, the Emergency Reserve for Germplasm Collections at Risk, and the
Funding Facility for short-term support of International Collections;

14. Emphasizes the importance of continuing the work on resource mobilization, communication,
promotion and the International Treaty’s branding and media presence to enhance funding for, and the
visibility of the Fund for Agreed Purposes of the International Treaty, in particular, and for joint funding
initiatives between the Treaty Secretariat and the Global Crop Diversity Trust;

PART III: RESOURCE MOBILISATION WITHIN THE BENEFIT-SHARING FUND

15. Recalls that text regarding a target range for the Benefit-sharing Fund remains bracketed in
paragraph 36 of the Funding Strategy, and [fext to be added by the Governing Body];

16. Further thanks the European Union, Italy, Norway and Switzerland for their financial contributions
in support of the fifth cycle of the Benefit-sharing Fund, and invites them, through their ongoing discussions
with the Secretariat, to further strengthen these relationships with a view to establishing a longer term
strategic partnership with the International Treaty in areas of common interest;

17. Welcomes the further user-based payments under the Multilateral System on Access and Benefit-
sharing to the Benefit-sharing Fund, received from Nunhems Netherlands BV, Bejo Zaden BV, and NuCicer
and also thanks ProSpecieRara Hauptsitz for its contribution;

18. Stresses the ongoing need for ensuring an enhanced and predictable flow of resources to the Benefit-
sharing Fund, including increased user-based payments to the multilateral system, which comprise
approximately 2% of the total contributions to the Benefit-sharing Fund to date;

19. Notes that no voluntary contributions to the Benefit-sharing Fund were received from the private
sector in the 2024-2025 biennium and invites the private sector and others to make and increase financial
contributions in order to meet the targets of the Funding Strategy;

20. Invites Contracting Parties, the private sector, the food processing industry and other donors to make
financial contributions towards the Sixth Cycle of the Benefit-sharing Fund;
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PART IV: BENEFIT-SHARING FUND OPERATIONS

21. Thanks the Funding Committee for providing guidance to the operations of the Benefit-sharing Fund
during the biennium and, in particular, for its work in the launch and implementation of the Fifth Cycle of
the Benefit-sharing Fund and the BSF Monitoring Evaluation and Learning framework to improve the
approaches to reporting, knowledge management, learning and communication of the BSF, and welcomes
the opportunities that these may bring through generating results and visibility to reach new and existing
donors and to inform relevant FAO communications initiatives;

22. Welcomes the significant progress made in the development of the BSF community of practice and
related knowledge pathways that will enable regular, cross-project knowledge sharing, learning and
collaboration to optimise opportunities for synergies and address shared challenges;

23. Welcomes the report on the Benefit-sharing Fund for the 2024-2025 period submitted to the
Governing Body, and stresses the importance of communicating the results of the Fourth Cycle and the
results of the on-going projects under the Fifth Cycle within the framework of the broader communication
strategy of the International Treaty, and in this regard encourages the Secretariat to continue to hold regional
briefings to update Contracting Parties, donors and stakeholders on progress and relevant developments, as
well as to receive feedback;

PART V: MONITORING, LEARNING AND REVIEW

24, Invites Contracting Parties, international mechanisms, funds, bodies, stakeholder groups and other
international organizations to provide information to the Secretary to assist the Funding Committee in
undertaking regular reviews of the Funding Strategy, and requests the Funding Committee to continue to
work in collaboration with the Compliance Committee so as to agree the best way to integrate information in
existing reporting formats;

25. Welcomes the updates on progress made by Contracting Parties to define national biodiversity
targets and to update or revise National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans (NBSAPs), and emphasizes
the importance of FAO, the Treaty Secretariat and other Treaty partners working together to increase the
integration of PGRFA in national biodiversity targets, and to support countries that have not yet done so to
update or revise their NBSAPs with a view to including PGRFA;

26. Calls upon Contracting Parties to share information about the results of the further integration of
PGRFA in national budgets and priorities with the Secretariat for the development of strategic tools that
National Focal Points and others can use to leverage new resources;

27. Welcomes the progress made in developing and testing the methodology for measuring non-
monetary benefit-sharing (NMBS), invites relevant international mechanisms, funds and bodies, stakeholder
groups and other international organizations to provide information to the Secretariat that will enable the
Funding Committee to better leverage funding from all sources for Treaty implementation and the delivery
of non-monetary benefit-sharing, and requests the Committee to provide regular updates to the Governing
Body on the results arising from the implementation of the NMBS measuring methodology;

28. Thanks the Committee for the development of the general policy and criteria for specific assistance
under the agreed Funding Strategy for PGRFA conservation and having considered them, approves them,;

29. Welcomes the preparations for the Independent Evaluation of the Fourth Project Cycle projects in
accordance with the Benefit-sharing Fund Operations Manual and Monitoring Evaluation and Learning
(MEL) Framework.
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