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INTRODUCTION
1. The year 2019 marked the 35th anniversary of the ASEAN Heritage Parks (AHP) Programme,
which the ASEAN established in 1984 to support conservation of natural areas with outstanding
wilderness and biodiversity values, and highlight the importance of a select group of protected
areas in regional and global efforts in biodiversity conservation. As the Secretariat of the AHP
Programme, the ASEAN Centre for Biodiversity (ACB), together with the ASEAN Member States
(AMS) and other development and dialogue partners, facilitates capacity enhancement, learning,
and networking events for AHPs, including the AHP Conference. Conducted every three years, the
AHP conference is a platform for exchange and discussion among AHP managers, stakeholders,
and experts about best practices and ways to address challenges in achieving shared goals in
conserving the region’s biodiversity. It also takes stock and celebrates the milestones that the AHP
Programme has achieved over the years. A total of 49 AHPs comprise the AHP Programme.
2. The Sixth AHP Conference (AHP6) was held from 21 to 24 October in Pakse, Lao PDR, with the
theme, Sustainability and Innovation for Parks and People: Celebrating 35 Years of ASEAN Heritage
Parks. The conference was hosted by Lao PDR through the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry,
and co-organised by the ACB with support from and in collaboration with the European Union
(EU), the Federal Republic of Germany through KfW and Deutsche Gesellschaft für Internationale
Zusammenarbeit (GIZ) GmbH, SwedBio, the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity
(SCBD), and Japan Biodiversity Fund.
3. The Conference aimed to improve the AHP network and strengthen camaraderie among AHP
managers, AHP Committee members, members of the ASEAN Working Group on Nature
Conservation and Biodiversity (AWGNCB), as well as selected stakeholders and partners.
Specifically, the AHP6:
a. Served as a venue to share best practices, results of recent studies in AHPs, promote success
stories, and showcase opportunities for future funding and assistance for AHPs;
b. Assessed the progress of the ASEAN’s efforts in effectively managing AHPs and in addressing
biodiversity issues for sustainable development;
c. Reviewed the uptake of recommendations made during the previous AHP conferences; and
d. Recommended priority actions for enhanced management of AHPs.
4. More than 300 participants representing stakeholders from 49 AHPs, national focal points in the
AMS, development and dialogue partners, indigenous peoples and local communities (IPLCs), and
women and youth groups, attended the four-day conference. (The list of participants appears as
Annex 1).
5. The AHP6 featured two important meetings on the first day, setting the tone and direction of the whole
conference: the AHP Managers Meeting and the Policy Dialogue on Protected Areas, Landscapes,
and Wildlife. Parallel sessions on accelerating progress on Aichi Biodiversity Target 11, species and
wildlife conservation, innovative financing, business and biodiversity, women, youth, and IPLCs,
sustainable livelihood and biodiversity-based products (BBPs), and ecosystem-based solutions
were held afterwards. The AHP6 Marketplace and Exhibit, on the other hand, featured BBPs from
Lao PDR and the AHPs. Concluding the AHP6, delegates visited Xe Pian National Protected Area
and Tad Fane Twin Waterfalls to learn more about the protected area management practices in Lao
PDR. (The AHP6 Programme appears as Annex 2).
Introduction
Proceedings | Sixth ASEAN Heritage Parks Conference

4

POLICY DIALOGUE ON
PROTECTED AREAS,
LANDSCAPES, AND WILDLIFE
1. The policy dialogue brought together members of the ASEAN Working Group on Nature Conservation
and Biodiversity (AWGNCB), ASEAN Working Group on the Convention on International Trade in
Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora and Wildlife Enforcement (AWG CITES & WE), ASEAN
Senior Officials Meeting on Transnational Crime (SOMTC), the European Union (EU) Delegations
in ASEAN, key development partners, as well as relevant protected area and wildlife conservation
stakeholders in ASEAN.
The dialogue featured the EU’s publication Larger than Tigers, which highlights the ASEAN region’s
natural capital and provides analysis in support of a strategic approach to curbing environmental
degradation and biodiversity loss in the region. The sessions featured the different efforts of the
ASEAN Member States (AMS) in protected areas and ASEAN Heritage Parks (AHP) management
and sustainable financing, and explored wider conservation approaches and efforts in halting
species extinction.
2. Ms. Clarissa C. Arida, Director, Programme Development and Implementation of the ASEAN
Centre for Biodiversity (ACB), delivered the opening remarks on behalf of ACB Executive Director
Dr. Theresa Mundita S. Lim. In her message, Dr. Lim said the dialogue demonstrated the continued
partnership to conserve the ASEAN region’s biodiversity with dialogue and development partners,
such as the EU, Germany, Japan, the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), and others.
The dialogue was designed around the thematic approaches identified in the Larger than Tigers
EU Biodiversity Conservation Strategy for Asia, and provided the opportunity to exchange ideas
about important aspects of protected area management, landscape and seascape approaches
to conservation, and addressing wildlife crimes in ASEAN. These key elements are necessary to
prevent the impending extinction crisis in ASEAN, and can be applied locally and nationally by every
AMS.
Moreover, she emphasised that each AMS has to contend with important regional dimensions that
require collaboration. Many large landscapes and seascapes important for biodiversity conservation
are shared between multiple countries. Some protected areas are situated close to national borders
and offer potential for transboundary collaboration, while much of the wildlife crime plaguing the
region is also transnational in nature. In relation to these regional aspects, the ACB can play a key
role in focusing its support to facilitate collaboration and strengthen capacity for jointly addressing
these concerns.
POLICY DIALOGUE ON PROTECTED AREAS, LANDSCAPES, AND WILDLIFE
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Dr. Lim expressed hope that the sessions will result in a shared understanding of strategic
opportunities and priorities for collaboration, together with recommendations that will provide the
bases for a better-informed plan to take this forward. (The message appears as Annex 3).
3. Mr. Enrico Strampelli, Head of Cooperation, Delegation of the EU to the Philippines, welcomed
the participants on behalf of the EU, and expressed his appreciation for this special session. Taking
considerable interest in biodiversity conservation, the EU supports programmes and projects on
livelihood, food security, nutrition and health, and climate change mitigation and adaptation. These
projects are particularly important given the challenges due to unprecedented pressures on nature
and biodiversity with consequences on the economy and global political stability. The world is
currently facing an alarming extinction rate, particularly in marine biodiversity, which is exacerbated
by impacts of climate change.
The EU cited the importance of investing in biodiversity because of its long-term socio-economic
benefits. Mr. Strampelli added that it is widely recognised that there is a need for stronger action
on biodiversity that includes an assault on poverty, creation of economic opportunities, strategies to
address illegal wildlife trafficking, and measures to mainstream biodiversity in policy planning in key
sectors, among others.
Mr. Strampelli stressed that global vision and political will are needed at the highest level to halt
biodiversity loss, and it is certain that the ASEAN-EU partnership can reinforce that vision towards
a common objective and interest. Results of the policy dialogue and the AHPs can provide vital
inputs to the development of the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework. The EU celebrates with
ASEAN on the 35th anniversary of the AHP Programme, which it has been supporting from the start,
through a relationship that perfectly illustrates the strong partnership established over the years
between ASEAN and the EU. (The message appears as Annex 4).
4. The participants were also welcomed by Mr. Sousath Sayakoummane, Director General of
the Department of Forestry (DOF), Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry, Lao PDR. He expressed
his gratitude to the AMS, dialogue and development partners, and co-organisers for holding the
Sixth AHP Conference (AHP6) in Lao PDR. He was particularly appreciative of the EU–supported
Biodiversity Conservation and Management of Protected Areas in ASEAN (BCAMP) Project with the
ACB, for conducting the Policy Dialogue on Protected Areas, Landscapes, and Wildlife. This and
many other partnerships are sure to enhance the capability of AMS to manage AHPs and protected
areas. He hoped for a positive outcome of the dialogue and looked forward to better management of
the region’s vast and unique biodiversity. (The message appears as Annex 5).

From left to right: Dr. Khairul Naim Adham, Mr. Sousath Sayakoummane, Dr. Nyi Nyi Kyaw, Ms. Somawan Sukprasert, Ms. Clarissa Arida, Ms. Kui Leng Hee, Ms. Emmilie Ibonia,
Mr. Sitorus Tamen, Mr. Kong Kimsreng, Mr. Enrico Strampelli, Mr. Ky-Anh Nguyen, Dr. Adrian Loo
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SESSION 1
Setting the Scene from the EU Perspective and the ASEAN Perspective
5. The session was moderated by Ms. Katrina Kendall, Ms. Earth England 2015, and Dr. Robert
Mather, Team Leader, Technical Assistance to the ASEAN-EU BCAMP Project, NIRAS Oy
International Consulting.
6. Dr. Madhu Rao, Senior Advisor, Regional Conservation Hub, Wildlife Conservation Society,
provided an overview of the main findings of the Larger Than Tigers EU Report: Strategic approach
to halting environmental degradation and biodiversity loss in ASEAN. The study was developed
within the EU Biodiversity for Life (B4Life) Flagship Initiative and is a conceptual framework to
highlight strong linkages between ecosystems and livelihoods with the aim of contributing to poverty
eradication.
Citing severe pressures on biodiversity in ASEAN, the study indicates various opportunities
to address these threats. There is a need to strengthen cooperation among key national and
international players working towards the common goal of ensuring the preservation of the
planet’s irreplaceable natural resource base. Use of scientific research, data, and technology are
crucial to policy-making, planning, field management, and other aspects of successful biodiversity
conservation programmes. Effective protected area management must be ensured through
law enforcement, engagement with stakeholders, sustainable use of resources, and innovative
sustainable financing. IPLCs, women, and the youth should continue to be recognised as significant
partners in protected area management and biodiversity conservation. In addition to protected
areas, wider landscapes support economic activity, provide ecosystem services, and contain
important reservoirs of wild as well as domesticated biodiversity and should be recognised for their
contribution to biodiversity conservation.
As a result of action by governments, civil society, business, and ordinary citizens, there are
thousands of positive initiatives and opportunities for scaling up working models and investment
in sustainable economies. Financial institutions and investors are increasingly supportive of
efforts that recognise that economic activity should be based on and contribute to social equity
and environmental sustainability. The report proposes a coherent strategic approach outlining a
suite of interventions so that the EU (and others) can engage in effective, well-articulated, and
complementary interventions for biodiversity conservation. The preparation of the study contributes
to promoting a new approach, which emphasises the vital importance of the environmentdevelopment nexus. The Larger than Tigers report provides a tool that will strengthen cooperation
among key national and international players working towards the common goal of ensuring the
preservation of the planet’s irreplaceable natural resource base. (The presentation appears as
Annex 6).
7. Representing the Chair of the ACB Governing Board, Dr. Khairul Naim Adham, Deputy
Undersecretary, Biodiversity and Forestry Management Division, Ministry of Water, Land and
Natural Resources, Malaysia, discussed ASEAN initiatives relating to wildlife conservation. He
shared that collective action among the ASEAN Community and continued efforts through the
region’s knowledge sharing, strong regulations, and cross-border enforcement contribute to
regional initiatives to protect wildlife. He stressed the need to promote species conservation by
raising awareness and increasing the availability of scientific information and capacity building for
wildlife authorities and protected area staff in the AMS.
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Proceedings | Sixth ASEAN Heritage Parks Conference

7

Dr. Madhu Rao

Dr. Khairul Naim Adham

Dr. Adham emphasised that AHPs are key habitats where the AMS can cooperate to improve
collective efforts in conserving wildlife and preventing biodiversity loss. He recommended that
the ASEAN strengthen a coordinating mechanism and a cross-sectoral framework to enhance
the AMS’s commitments to the Convention on the International Trade in Endangered Species of
Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES), CBD, and the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). He also
highlighted the important role of the ACB in facilitating cross-sectoral collaboration and attracting
financial support to ASEAN programmes to address wildlife conservation issues. (The presentation
appears as Annex 7).
8. The Open Forum highlighted the following concerns:
Dr. Mather: Thank you to the keynote presenters, who did excellent work in setting the scene. They
identified important biodiversity conservation challenges, key lessons learned, and opportunities for
the way forward. The Larger than Tigers study is comprehensive and covers major work. To what
extent can the EU financially support this and how much relies on AMS to align their funding with
this study and its aims?
Dr. Rao: There is a parallel support in Africa, called Larger than Elephants and they leveraged this
report to get additional funding.
Mr. Strampelli: There are still aspects to this. Definitely, if there is a common denominator in the
political policy dialogue, the protection of the environment and climate change and biodiversity is
very dear to the EU. We will continue to work together with regional organisations and countries of
the world to sustain this. We are forefront in the SDGs and other work, and I am aware that financial
resources are important, but they are not the only thing. The political dimension to protecting these
treasures are very important as well. From what I have seen there is a political commitment. So the
combination of financial resources and political commitment will contribute to this. What matters are
the results of policy dialogue and we will see where the resources can be directed.
Malaysia: In one of the highest and most important conservation areas in Malaysia, in terms of
transboundary enforcement, transboundary conservation, there is also transboundary wildlife
poaching. They move through the nation states. How do we make a strong and cohesive statement,
a concerted effort? When we capture poachers in our state, how do we say that their nationals are
in our country? How do we do that with sensitivity? How do we make that announcement available
to all nations? The poachers are transboundary, and their home should know that their citizens are
committing crimes in other states.
POLICY DIALOGUE ON PROTECTED AREAS, LANDSCAPES, AND WILDLIFE
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Dr. Adham: Biodiversity is beyond borders and conservation requires regional collaboration and
cooperation. We can use existing platforms to promote transboundary actions. One good approach
is to have more transboundary collaboration with neighbouring countries. Thailand can have
transboundary cooperation with Malaysia. Effective communication is also a critical approach. Social
media can be used to enhance awareness and communicate success in capturing poachers, which
have to be highlighted. Financial and technical support can provide a better plan for communication,
education, and public awareness (CEPA).
Dr. Rao: It often helps to have a dialogue with countries in the transboundary interface. There have
been successful models of bilateral dialogue, particularly in mutual assistance cooperation for
prosecution.
Mr. Guevara, World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF)-Columbia: For Dr. Rao, is there a transition of
moving from most vulnerable to most resilient species, because of climate change? How do you
see this different approach, how will this translate into programmes for AHPs and protected areas?
Dr. Rao: We took into account all biodiversity sites. In terms of species, there are almost 200
critically endangered species in this region. That’s a very valid observation but this is not an either/
or situation. We have to save those at brink of extinction, and hang on to most resilient species and
ecosystems.
Youth Task Force, Malaysia: Is there any initiative taken for data sharing especially in trafficking?
Dr. Adham: There is an effort at CITES and wildlife enforcement on working on a framework, and
I’m hoping that an information sharing system can help effectively address wildlife enforcement
issues and public awareness.

SESSION 2
Strengthening Protected Areas Management
9. The presentations focused on legislation, management plans, sustainable financing mechanisms,
and other measures that strengthen protected area management. The ensuing discussion identified
management effectiveness as an important consideration in the creation and management of
protected areas to ensure that conservation targets are met, and that protected areas truly contribute
to reducing biodiversity loss. Other financing options should also be explored to generate resources
for protected area management.
10. Mr. Bounsouan Phongphichith, Deputy Director, Nakai Nam Theun National Park, Lao PDR,
discussed Effective Management of Nakai Nam Theun National Park, Lao PDR. As a major watershed
area, the national park is managed by the Nam Theun 2 Watershed Management and Protection
Authority (NT2 WMPA) in cooperation with a consortium of technical experts. Mr. Phongphichith
discussed the various plans that have been developed to strengthen the management of the park.
A law enforcement strategy is in place to protect wildlife and other biological resources in the NT2
Watershed, with particular emphasis on endangered Annamite endemic species, to ensure their
long-term well-being and continued viability. The Community Engagement Framework (CEF) in
the Nakai Nam Theun National Park provides a strategy for community engagement and livelihood
development to improve production systems, secure the market and better income, improve
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nutrition, and create better access to social services, particularly in agriculture and ecotourism.
In addition, a Biological Research and Monitoring Strategy for Nakai Nam Theun National Park
2017–2022 was developed to provide baseline data on wildlife population and threats, facilitate an
assessment of threats to wildlife populations, and conduct research on biodiversity conservation to
inform action and advance scientific knowledge. (The presentation appears as Annex 8).
11. Mr. Allan Rodrigo Balang, Superintendent, Taman Negara National Park, Malaysia talked about
Effective Management and Sustainable Financing in Taman Negara National Park. Various
legislations have been in place since 1939 to conserve the resources of the national park. More
recently, the park used the Spatial Monitoring and Reporting Tool (SMART), a new and improved
tool for measuring, evaluating, and improving the effectiveness of wildlife law enforcement patrols
and site-based conservation activities. Biodiversity conservation activities in the park are facilitated
with the use of camera traps, biodiversity inventories, periodic wildlife surveys and inventories,
data for wildlife conservation management, wildlife release and reintroduction programmes, wildlife
population studies, engagement with stakeholders through ecotourism and CEPA programmes,
and the conduct of CEPA campaigns.
Mr. Balang stated that sustainable financing is addressed through a comprehensive planning
approach that includes cost management and income generation from alternative sources and
involves the design and implementation of cost-savings measures and income-generating
opportunities, essentially as an approach that brings about significant increases in operating
effectiveness and efficiency.
Mr. Balang added that the main challenge in Taman Negara is conserving biodiversity while
providing the basis for the social and economic development of local residents. Major threats to
Taman Negara are illegal consumption of natural resources, including illegal logging, poaching,
illegal wildlife trade, illegal fishing, illegal extraction of other non-timber forest products (NTFPs),
and conflicts related to land use and tenure. Human resources remain a major constraint, followed
by collaboration with other institutions, law enforcement and patrol, and budget availability. (The
presentation appears as Annex 9).
12. Ms. Vu Thi Chinh, Centre for Environmental Education and Forest Service, Kon Ka Kinh National
Park, Viet Nam focused on sustainable financing strategies used in Kon Ka Kinh National Park.
The activities of Kon Ka Kinh National Park rely on two sources of funding, the state budget and
payment for forest environmental services (PFES). The annual state budget is mainly used for
infrastructure development, equipment purchases, and maintenance; operations including salaries
of personnel, CEPA programmes, forest patrol, ecotourism, and local livelihood programmes; and
scientific conservation activities such as wildlife surveys and ecosystems research.
In terms of PFES, payments come from drinking water suppliers, clean water companies, and
hydropower plants. The hydropower plant pays a forest environmental service charge at a fixed
price of 1kwh = VND 40 (around USD 0.0017). The total electricity output (electricity product of
hydropower plant sold to electricity buyers through electricity trading contracts) is used to calculate
PFES. Clean water companies pay a forest environmental service charge at the fixed price of M3
= VND 52 (around USD 0.0023). Total water output (water volume of drinking water supply sold
to buyers through water trading contracts) is used to calculate PFES. The income from PFES is
used accordingly: 5 per cent for income tax; about 40 per cent for salaries of contracted rangers;
roughly 34 per cent to pay for communities contracted to manage and protect the forest; and 21
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per cent for documentation and mapping, CEPA, equipment purchases, participation in trainings
and conferences, salaries for other forest rangers, and other expenses for forest protection.
Kon Ka Kinh National Park is also exploring the use of other sustainable financing strategies,
including rental of forest areas by companies for tourism activities. They also hope to build capacity
in the sustainable use of finances by factoring financial analysis and mechanisms into the national
park planning process. (The presentation appears as Annex 10).
13. Mr. Kanchit Srinopawan, Superintendent, Khao Yai National Park, Thailand, and Ms. Suwaree
Singwai, Deputy Superintendent, Mu Ko Ang Thong National Park, Thailand discussed
conservation management strategies in Khao Yai National Park. Park activities focus on natural
resources conservation, research and education, and tourism and recreation. Finances for
operations come from a regular annual budget, national parks revenue, as well as the budgets of
other organisations. (The presentation appears as Annex 11).
14. In the Panel Discussion, Ms. Khein Nyein San, Staff Officer, Nature and Wildlife Conservation
Division, Forest Department, Ministry of Natural Resources and Environmental Conservation,
Myanmar, stated that most AMS have similar management structures, particularly in relation to
legislation, management plans, sustainable financing, ecotourism, and private sector engagement.
She credited Viet Nam for having a very good sustainable financing model in the PFES. She added
that Thailand is also very fortunate to have almost 100 per cent funding for national parks. They
have their own financial resources and mechanisms as there is little mention of other projects with
non-governmental organisation (NGOs) and other partners.
Dr. Sarat Babu Gidda, Senior Programme Management Officer, Secretariat of the Convention
on Biological Diversity, discussed strengthening protected areas in the context of achieving Aichi
Biodiversity Target 11 and management effectiveness. He asked whether protected areas use the
Management Effectiveness Tracking Tool (METT). He explained that in effect, only 6 to 10 per
cent of protected areas are effectively managed. Additionally, he asked that, since governments
are now working on developing the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework, what are the inputs
with respect to the effective management of protected areas? According to him, these can then be
related to sustainable financing, and that targets should be based realistically from a bottom-up
approach.
Ms. Annabelle Trinidad, Senior Technical Officer, Biodiversity Finance Initiative, United Nations
Development Programme, emphasised that financing looks at within and outside the protected
areas. Her challenge is, if managers have an aspirational budget for the protected area, what
would the cost look like? In relation to ecotourism, in some governments, the question is whether
protected areas can retain money from ecotourism activities. She asked whether governments

Mr. Bounsouan Phongphichith

Mr. Allan Rodrigo Balang

Ms. Vu Thi Chinh

Ms. Suwaree Singwai and
Mr. Kanchit Srinopawan
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also have a policy environment that encourages contributions from the private sector. She stated
that while it is tempting to create new sources of revenue, there is also a need to look at threats.
Governments should look at delivering better, look at the bigger picture, and look beyond protected
areas.
15. The Open Forum discussed the following:
Ms. Alma de la Paz: What about IPLCs, does recognising their rights lead to effective protected
area management?
Mr. Balang: In Malaysia, we have the Orang Asli. In Taman Negara Pahang, we have the Batek
tribe. They are covered under the Indigenous Peoples Act, so the Orang Asli co-exist in Taman
Negara. We work with them on ecotourism and they are the eyes and ears in enforcement.
Global Youth Biodiversity Network (GYBN): How do you engage IPLCs, including youth and
women, in protected area management and the decision-making process?
Mr. Phongphichith: We have mostly indigenous peoples in national parks and they totally own over
20 villages. We have a system and we follow the local policy. We organise meetings so we know
what to do and we do everything together. When we act on a process, we have an agreement and
this has to be approved by the national park.
Mr. Guevara, WWF-Columbia: On sustainable financing, are there other initiatives? Such as a
trust fund to address challenges in funds and human resources? What is the indicator for effective
management?
Mr. Balang: A trust fund was signed in 1994, and basically the resort in Taman Negara is part of the
concession process, with trustees as the King and Sultan of Pahang. This resulted in the lease to
Mutiara Resort. A percentage of the income of the resort goes into protected area management.
There will be a review of the agreement and use of the funds for the management of the park. A
protected area funding project was approved under the Global Environment Facility (GEF) United
Nations Development Programme (UNDP) assessment. Assessment was very important as it
highlighted challenges that we need to focus on. The current situation requires looking into the
involvement of the local community and Orang Asli.

SESSION 3
Effective Landscape and Seascape Approaches for Conservation
16. The presentations focused on Other Effective Area-Based Conservation Measures (OECMs) in
Myanmar and the Philippines that support biodiversity conservation, apart from traditional protected
areas. OECMs, particularly in the Philippines, include critical habitats, indigenous peoples and
community conserved territories and areas, and local conservation areas. Moreover, OECMs
provide opportunities for different approaches to biodiversity conservation that encourage greater
participation of local communities and secure key biodiversity areas that may not be located within
protected areas.
17. Dr. Nyi Nyi Kyaw, Director General, Forest Department, Myanmar discussed Other Effective
Area-Based Conservation Measures and Key Biodiversity Areas. Myanmar has been designating
protected areas to conserve the country’s biodiversity and implement plans to achieve Aichi
Biodiversity Target 11, to increase protected area coverage up to eight per cent of the country’s
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area including indigenous community conserved areas (ICCA). Currently, 44 protected areas cover
5.85 per cent of the country’s area. The new Conservation of Biodiversity and Protected Areas Law
(2018) includes the new category of protected areas, Community Protected Areas, which can be
considered part of OECMs.
The Wildlife Conservation Society (WCS), in coordination with the Forest Department, Ministry
of Natural Resources and Environmental Conservation (MoNREC), with the support of the
MacArthur Foundation, organised the Myanmar Biodiversity Conservation Investment Vision
(MBCIV) process in 2012 to review Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs) across Myanmar. As a result,
132 KBAs, 8 terrestrial conservation corridors, 4 freshwater conservation corridors, and 2 marine
conservation corridors were identified. Despite this initial effort, there are still many information
gaps on biodiversity, threats, and management systems for many of the proposed KBAs and most
of the conservation corridors.
Dr. Kyaw expects that under the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework, Standards, definitions,
and mechanisms for OECMs will be identified, KBAs will have increased prominence, and targets
may state that all KBAs should be under some form of management. He welcomed cooperation
with the AMS in initiating OECMs in Myanmar, as well as technical assistance and capacity building
for expanding KBAs. (The presentation appears as Annex 12).
18. Dr. Rogelio Andrada II, Deputy Director, Makiling Center for Mountain Ecosystems, Philippines
then discussed Challenges and Needs for Effective Implementation beyond Conventional Protected
Areas. The National Integrated Protected Areas Systems (NIPAS) Act recognises conservation
areas and the management regimes being implemented by local government units (LGUs) and
IPLCs. In the Philippines, these include critical habitats (areas outside protected areas that are
known habitats of threatened species), indigenous peoples and community conserved territories
and areas (ecosystems with significant biodiversity and cultural values that are voluntarily
conserved by IPLCs), and local conservation areas (areas protected by LGUs through local
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ordinances to conserve terrestrial and marine biodiversity and natural resources).
There are various challenges to the effective management of OECMs, including overlapping of
area with land governed by other tenurial instruments; establishment of co-management schemes;
financing; monitoring; misunderstanding the concept of OECMs as approaches to biodiversity
conservation; lack of documentation and mapping; lack of clear-cut policies to recognise OECMs;
resistance to OECMs; weak enforcement arrangement; unclear objectives for OECM establishment;
and lack of public awareness and support, among others. (The presentation appears as Annex
13).
19. In the Panel Discussion, Dr. Fifin Nopiansyah, Head of Animal Section, Directorate of Biodiversity
Conservation, Ministry of Environment and Forestry, Indonesia, thanked the speakers for the
comprehensive presentations. He stated that, in general, Indonesia has similar challenges. He
sees both the challenges and the opportunities and hopes to see more good models that can be
replicated in Indonesia and other AMS.
Prof. Dr. Truong Quang Hai, Professor, Viet Nam National University, stated that protected areas
cover only a portion of biodiversity. Wildlife and biodiversity corridors and other OECMs are thus
very important.
Mr. Günther Meyer, Chief Technical Advisor, KfW-ACB Small Grants Programme, GITEC Consult
GmbH, shared that governments need to identify protected areas and OECMs in their respective
AMS. Collaborative management is necessary to get people involved in managing protected
areas. Before, formally managed protected areas take away resources from people and now
there is an opportunity to combine socioeconomic development with a sustainable approach to
biodiversity. Financing will remain an issue, but OECMs provide a different approach and allow
people to get more involved. However, this needs legislation that permits the involvement of
people. An appropriate network should be developed to generate financing. Government funding is
indispensable and external funding is important. He observed that the Philippines seems to be on
its way to adopting this approach, and other AMS may soon follow.
20. The Open Forum generated the following comments and discussions:
Dr. Gidda: If there is existing legislation, then they will surely contribute to achieving Aichi
Biodiversity Target 11. In 2004, coming from the World Parks Congress, simply establishing a
protected area is not significant. How to translate policy to the ground level is up to us.
Ms. Alma de la Paz: I think he may be referring to stricter land use plans due to climate change in
the Philippines. But the presentation does not indicate land use plans. What is the experience of
Myanmar? Is the Department of Environment and Natural Resources (DENR) really looking at comanaging biodiversity with IPLCs?
Ms. Nora Ibrahim, Coral Triangle Initiative: Seascapes are our initiative and we have three priority
seascapes. Sulu Sulawesi seascape has been very successful in transboundary connectivity
aspects, working with a network of marine protected areas (MPAs), and there are effective
seascapes that are being established.
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GYBN: Is there a document or framework on OECMs? There is a problem in the dialogue because
some people at the subnational level do not know what OECMs are. Or perhaps there are dialogues
that can be conducted with stakeholders to integrate OECMs into protected area management.
Malaysia: In other countries, indigenous peoples run their areas, their state parks. Our indigenous
peoples do not have the capacity. What is the long-term commitment that we can give to the
indigenous peoples so that eventually they can run protected areas themselves?
Dr. Kyaw: Before we only had a few criteria for establishing protected areas. Before we used
species, and then later we used ecosystems in the identification of key biodiversity areas. We
need to form protected area connectivities. It is important to engage civil societies in the process of
identifying protected areas. There will be more ICCAs. Land use planning is very important for us.
We are now collecting more land use statistics.
Dr. Andrada: The recognition itself is a critical step in solving the problem. The number is not in a
vacuum, it is an opportunity to build something that is beyond protected areas, it is an opportunity to
do something different. As with land use and co-management, we are right to do co-management.
The policy environment is there, the legal basis is there, we just have to use it. It may be a bleak
picture, but there are opportunities and I can pass it on to the DENR.
Mr. Meyer: Jurisdictional crossover is required.
Mr. Harry Jonas: There is a CBD decision, and the International Union for Conservation of Nature
and Natural Resources (IUCN) will have its guidance with OECM. There is a problem of these
things trickling down but OECMS exist today. They have names and there are people who care
for them. But that phrase has given the potential to recognise a wide number of areas that can be
protected.

SESSION 4
Addressing Wildlife Crime
21. The session was moderated by Dr. Adrian Loo, Group Director, Conservation and Wildlife
Management Division, Singapore, and Ms. Nosrat Ravichandran, Protected Area Management
Specialist, Programme Development and Implementation, ASEAN Centre for Biodiversity.
22. The presentations recognised ASEAN as an area of rich biodiversity, and that a robust wildlife law
enforcement network covering all aspects of the supply chain in wildlife trafficking with inter-agency
collaboration is necessary to address wildlife crimes.
23. Dr. Khairul Naim Adham, Deputy Undersecretary, Biodiversity and Forestry Management Division,
and Representative of the Chair of the ACB Governing Board, focused on Malaysia’s Effort in
Combating Wildlife Crime. He related that in Malaysia, wildlife crime is managed by the Department
of Wildlife and National Parks in Peninsular Malaysia, Sabah Wildlife Department in Sabah, and
Sarawak Forestry Department in Sarawak, and coordinated by the Malaysia Wildlife Enforcement
Network (MY-WEN). Enforcement activities include cooperation between management authorities
and Royal Malaysian Police on seizures and convictions; conduct of research and public awareness
activities; conduct of wildlife cybercrime measures; and other capacity building activities.
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Dr. Adham related that issues and challenges in enforcement include high demand for wildlife
products from Malaysia, corruption in areas that facilitate smuggling and the illegal wildlife
trade, and use of Malaysian ports as transit hub in the illegal wildlife trade network. These and
other factors combine to drive the extinction of Malaysian species, such as the Sumatran rhino,
leatherback turtle, and banteng. (The presentation appears as Annex 14).
24. Pol. Lt. Colonel Win Myint Aung, Deputy Commander of Forest Security Police, SOMTCMyanmar, discussed Tackling Transnational Illegal Wildlife Trade. He stated that Myanmar fully
recognises the crucial role of biodiversity in sustainable development and mitigation of adverse
impacts of climate change. Illegal wildlife crime and timber trafficking cause various problems
such as the degradation of ecosystems, loss of revenue from natural resources, global warming
due to loss of carbon sinks, and loss of natural and cultural heritage. Myanmar is committed to
fighting wildlife crimes and illegal timber trafficking to conserve the country’s wild flora and fauna in
collaboration with the AMS and other organisations.
To strengthen efforts against the illegal wildlife trade, Myanmar aims to impose effective law
enforcement against encroachment and poaching and conduct effective monitoring of the wildlife
trade; conduct CEPA programmes on the illegal wildlife trade; conduct surveys of priority species
and their distribution, and link results to conservation management; check loss of biodiversity
outside protected areas; and promote transboundary collaboration with India, China, Thailand, and
Bangladesh to monitor illegal trade of wildlife and their products along international boundaries.
(The presentation appears as Annex 15).
25. In the Panel Discussion, Dr. Giovanni Broussard, Regional Programme Coordinator, Global
Programme for Combating Wildlife and Forest Crime, United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime
(UNODC), stated that there may be a need to clarify the definition of wildlife crime. Poaching is just
one of the wide array or processes of illegal wildlife crime. There is a corruption element that needs
to be addressed. Proceeds from wildlife crime go through other processes in other organised
crimes. There has to be a response that does not stay in the forest – covering police authorities,
judges, customs, and others – that complement the work of rangers.
Dr. Broussard found the Myanmar presentation very interesting, because the presenter was
probably the only police officer in the room. He stated that there are specialised police units
that respond to wildlife crime while other countries put the enforcement role in the Ministry of
Environment. There is a need to translate good policy development into real practices on the
ground. This can be a niche community of ASEAN, where different groups and silos can be brought
together under one umbrella.
Dr. Broussard added that there is still a need to coordinate better on conservation and security.
These need to come together or otherwise the criminals benefit. He stressed that there are a few
misconceptions and part of them are – seizures are not an indicator of victory; they are an indicator
of loss. Meetings and workshops are not an end and there is a need to produce results on the
ground.
Mr. Xavier Canton-Lamousse, Project Manager, Operations Section, Delegation of the EU to
the Philippines, stated that the overarching issue in addressing illegal wildlife crime is a policy
issue. From the EU side, there are a number of programmes on illegal wildlife crime, including
BCAMP and a regional programme on combatting wildlife trafficking. These and other efforts
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focus on halting biodiversity loss, engaging communities and the private sector on wildlife trade,
fostering inter-agency cooperation, strengthening global partnerships and political commitment,
and complying with specific goals in the CBD, CITES, and other agreements. The EU is intervening
in this part of the world but we are focusing on where to create the most impact and where to act on
regional issues. What about wildlife trafficking for animals that are still alive? He stated that some
cooperation may be necessary in this regard.
26. The following issues were raised at the Open Forum:
Dr. Adham: I do agree with both discussants and their recommendations. We need to address the
whole supply chain, both demand and supply side. We need to see the broader perspective of
transboundary wildlife crime so that we can be a step ahead of the criminals. We need collaboration.
Pol. Lt. Colonel Aung: We need to work with other countries. Once a soldier, always a soldier, once
a forest officer, always a forest officer.
Indonesia: The Indonesian position is very strategic, this has made Indonesia one of the richest
biodiversity areas in the world, and a hotspot for illegal wildlife trade. We have done many actions
to strengthen enforcement to combat illegal wildlife trade – including the Wildlife Enforcement
Network, CITES – but illegal wildlife trade continues in all our countries. In this new area, the mode
of illegal wildlife trade is strengthened through cybercrime. We have a multi-door approach. We
have a cooperation with the Ministry of Finance to monitor transactions and with the Ministry of
Transportation, and also to address corruption. Our operations should go beyond ASEAN. Who is
the last customer in illegal wildlife trade? Protected area managers cannot do everything.
Mr. John Roberts: What happens to wildlife after they are captured? Is there scope for a group like
ASEAN to have a list of best practice laws that might help with interregional cooperation?
Dr. Adham: Malaysia sees these key actions: strengthen domestic law and enhance regional
cooperation. More regional campaigns have to be organised.
Lao PDR: I have a question for Myanmar. More trafficking is demand driven. What kind of specific
programmes do you have with your neighbouring country? We have limited cooperation between
the border, which is why there is a lot of wildlife hunting. Local people think this is also traditional.
This is the main challenge for wildlife trade.
Pol. Lt. Colonel Aung: We need to have regional cooperation. Sometimes local people do not know
the law so we have to educate and raise awareness.
Myanmar: We are rich in biodiversity, but most of our wildlife are under threat. Myanmar is a
source country for wildlife crime. We need to have regional cooperation, knowledge sharing, and
monitoring. How can we cooperate with each other to combat serious organised wildlife crime?
The highway markets have moved, how can we cooperate?
Dr. Broussard: We have provided training opportunities, helped countries to change laws, facilitated
regional cooperation, and still do it on a daily basis. There are other programmes that do the same
and on a regular basis. There is a bit of a shortage of results. I do not know how to translate
technical assistance into expected results. We will continue to provide assistance. Two weeks ago
we invited ASEAN to Hanoi to discuss best practices and legal frameworks. There are no one
size fits all for ASEAN, but there are some approaches that may work. Starting from the law is the
first step, and then you need to implement it. It is the responsibility of the government to translate
technical assistance into results.
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27. In the Synthesis of the Policy Dialogue on Protected Areas, Landscapes, and Wildlife, Dr.
Robert Mather, Team Leader, Technical Assistance to the ASEAN-EU BCAMP Project, NIRAS
Oy International Consulting, explained that it is crucial to exchange information and learn from
one another, and develop a shared understanding about common priorities for biodiversity
conservation and the protection of highly endangered species and ecosystems in the ASEAN
region, to implement better plans for conservation. These plans, however, cannot be conducted
in isolation of poverty alleviation, and as such, require a boost in effective mainstreaming of
biodiversity into all economic sectors and public policy. Also, a number of approaches, monitoring
systems, and funding mechanisms can improve AHP management, such as SMART Patrolling for
law enforcement, the Management Effectiveness Tracking Tool for effective protected areas and
AHP management, and Payment for Ecosystem Services for sustainable financing.
In addition to AHPs and protected areas, OECMs such as critical habitats, indigenous community
conserved areas, and others, provide opportunities to cover identified key biodiversity areas. The
prosecution of wildlife crimes should also be strengthened to identify and target all actors in the
supply chain, as ASEAN is both a source and consumer in the illegal wildlife trade. Addressing these
and other issues require intensive cross-pillar and inter-agency collaboration, and participation of
all stakeholders, including women, youth, and IPLCs.

Session 3 Panel Discussion

Mr. Xavier Canton-Lamousse

Mr. Enrico Strampelli

Audience at the Policy Dialogue on Protected Areas, Landscapes, and Wildlife
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ASEAN HERITAGE PARKS
MANAGERS MEETING
1. Facilitated by Dr. Filiberto A. Pollisco, Jr., Consultant, ASEAN Centre for Biodiversity (ACB), the
ASEAN Heritage Parks (AHP) Managers Meeting convened AHP Committee members, managers,
and park superintendents of the 49 AHPs. It covered country reports on the AHPs; identified issues
and challenges on the attainment of the goals of the AHP Regional Action Plan and recommended
actions to improve its implementation; and discussed the requirements for an AHP Gap Analysis.
(The Programme appears as Annex 16).
2. Mr. Sangthong Southammakoth, Deputy Director-General, Department of Forestry, Lao PDR,
welcomed AHP committee members, managers, and stakeholders to Pakse and the Sixth AHP
Conference (AHP6). He shared that it was a pleasure for Lao PDR to host the conference and
expressed his gratitude to the ACB, ASEAN Member States (AMS), and development and dialogue
partners for organising AHP6, which marks a significant milestone as the culmination of celebrations
of the 35th anniversary of the AHP Programme. He stressed that AHP6 was a good opportunity
to share progress in protected area management; learn from each other’s experiences on how to
address challenges; and celebrate the longstanding friendship and camaraderie of AMS towards
sustainable development as one ASEAN.
Mr. Southammakoth stated that the AHP Programme has been instrumental in creating awareness
of AHPs as the best protected areas in the Region and in the world. The programme opened a lot of
doors in terms of funding and capacity building for AHP staff. The AHP of Lao PDR, Nam Ha National
Protected Area (NPA), has benefitted from projects such as livelihood support from the project
Biodiversity-based Products (BBP) as an Economic Source for the Improvement of Livelihoods and
Biodiversity Protection of the ACB and GIZ. Through the BBP project, four pilot villages living along
the buffer zone of the Nam Ha NPA were supported to gain additional income from local biodiversity
resources. The project was designed to help local communities in the parks have additional livelihood
opportunities while promoting the sustainable use of the parks’ natural resources.
Mr. Southammakoth concluded his remarks by stating there will be other opportunities to learn
during the conference, and looked forward to a fruitful exchange of knowledge and experiences on
protected area management.
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3. Dr. Sheila G. Vergara, Director, Biodiversity Information Management, delivered the welcome
remarks on behalf of the ACB. She thanked attendees for their participation, which signaled the
AMS’s commitment to protect and conserve the region’s biodiversity. Thirty-five years since the
establishment of AHP Programme, 49 AHPs have been declared and recognised for their unique
flora and fauna, valuable ecosystem services, and outstanding cultural and historical values. These
sites, however, are not spared from drivers of biodiversity loss. AHPs, first and foremost, play a very
important role in uplifting the socioeconomic conditions of communities that depend on the natural
resources for their daily subsistence. Though often undervalued, biodiversity also has a major
contribution to the national economy by providing much needed raw materials for industries, such
as agriculture and fisheries, infrastructure, energy, manufacturing, medicine, and pharmaceuticals.
While the AHP network continues to grow, it is thus the responsibility of AMS to ensure that AHPs
meet minimum, if not the highest, management standards. The AHP Managers Meeting and the
AHP6 presents opportunities to review the AHP regional action plan, develop new strategies, and
forge collaborations to achieve goals for the environment.
4. The AHP country reports were presented by:
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

Cambodia – Mr. Kong Kimsreng, Director, Department of Southern Tonle Sap Terrestrial Protected
Areas, General Directorate of Administration for Nature Conservation and Protection, Ministry of
Environment (Annex 17)
Indonesia – Mr. Ronggo Bayu Widodo, Head, Controlling on Conservation Area Management
Section, Directorate of Conservation Areas, Ministry of Environment and Forestry (Annex 18)
Lao PDR – Mr. Sithisack Paninhuan, Deputy Head, Nam Ha NPA (Annex 19)
Malaysia – Mr. Mohd Nasrul Bin Menhat, Ministry of Water, Land, and Natural Resources (Annex
20)
Myanmar – Mr. Tin Mya Soe, Park Warden, Nat Ma Taung National Park (Annex 21)
Philippines – For. Daniel F. Somera, Protected Area Superintendent (PASU), Mt. Kitanglad Range
Natural Park (Annex 22)
Singapore – Ms. Sharon Chan, Director, Conservation/Central Nature Reserve, National Parks
Board (Annex 23)
Thailand – Mr. Cholathorn Chamnankid, Director, National Park Research and Development for
Innovation Division, Department of National Parks, Wildlife and Plant Conservation, Ministry of
Natural Resources and Environment (Annex 24)
Viet Nam – Dr. Tran Ngoc Cuong, Head, Landscape and Ecosystem Division, Nature and
Biodiversity Conservation Agency, Viet Nam Environment Administration (Annex 25)

5. Mr. Arnoud PJM Steeman, Consultant, Sustainable Natural Resource and Protected Area
Management, Technical Assistance to the ASEAN-EU Biodiversity Conservation and Management
or Protected Areas in ASEAN (BCAMP) Project, NIRAS Oy International Consulting, discussed the
AHP Gap Analysis Needs. Mr. Steeman stated that an AHP is assessed based on its ecological
completeness, representatives, high conservation importance, uniqueness, and importance for
endangered or precious biodiversity. To further enhance the gap analysis, other criteria to assess
AHPs include the ecoregions, ecosystems and habitats, species, and connectivity. In data collection,
the tools to be used are the following: questionnaire for analysing connectivity; spreadsheets for the
ecosystems and habitats, species, and AHP extent; and guidelines on how to use the data tools.
(The presentation appears as Annex 26).
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6. Mr. Nheden Amiel D. Sarne, AHP Coordinator, ACB, discussed the Progress of the AHP Regional
Action Plan (2016–2020). Mr. Sarne said that the lack of familiarity of the plans from the AHP
managers is a challenge, given that only a few are familiar with the AHP Regional Action Plan
(RAP). The following are the updates on the implementation of the AHP RAP:

GOAL
Goal 1:
Strengthen national
and regional systems
of AHP management

STRATEGIC ACTIONS
Establish and increase coverage of
more AHPs

PROGRESS TO DATE
Adopted a revised field evaluation
form in 2016
From 2017–2019, 11 new AHPs
declared, four are marine AHPs

Review/update site-based
management plans

Supported updating of Protected
Area Management Plans through
the Small Grants Programme and
BCAMP

Adopt common and participatory
Existing monitoring and evaluation,
monitoring, evaluation, and reporting and Reporting System (AHP Annual
Reporting) to be reviewed
systems

Goal 2:
Strengthen national
and regional networks
and collaboration

Assess management effectiveness
of AHPs

Last conducted in 2013 covering 17
AHPs. Proposed to be conducted in
2020

Identify and adopt good practices
and lessons learned from other
AHPs

The ACB identifies and documents
good practices and lessons learned
from AHPs. These good practices
are shared through workshops and
conferences organised by the ACB.

Strengthen collaboration between
and among AHPs, other PAs and
various stakeholders in protected
area management

The ACB conducted various
workshops and capacity building
activities to strengthen coordination
and networking among AMS on
protected area management
including AHP Committee Meetings
held every two years and AHP
Conferences every three years.

Empower indigenous peoples and
local communities (IPLCs) and
ensure greater public participation
in decision-making, planning, and
management of AHPs.

The ACB adopted the collaborative
approach in protected area
management planning,
implementation, monitoring, and
evaluation.

Goal 3:
Improve site-level governance
Enhance capacity
structures of AHPs
of AHP managers
and staff and other
Conduct capacity building activities
stakeholders to
ensure effective
management of AHPs

Conducted capacity assessment
for AHP staff to identify capacity
development needs.
Conducted various capacity building
activities focused on: (i) protected
area management and biodiversity
conservation; (ii) mainstreaming
biodiversity; (iii) biodiversity
information management; and (iv)
communicating biodiversity
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GOAL
Goal 4:
Ensure that scientific
knowledge and
technologies are
improved, widely
shared, transferred,
and applied for the
effective management
of AHPs

Goal 5:
Promote equity and
benefit sharing

STRATEGIC ACTIONS

PROGRESS TO DATE

Conduct expeditions and research to The ACB continues to maintain and
establish baseline Information
update the ASEAN Clearing-House
Mechanism (CHM) and assist AMS
in the updating and maintenance of
their national database
Implement studies for the
improvement of AHPs

Various studies have been
conducted from 2016–2019
covering various topics such as (i)
biodiversity/ecosystem assessments,
(ii) ecosystem services valuation; (iii)
gender; and (iv) climate change

Communicate research results
and translate into on-the-ground
applications

Results of studies have been
disseminated to partners and
AMS through CEPA materials and
activities

Harmonise existing protected area
laws, IPLC rights, and customary
laws

The ACB promoted and
built capacity of AMS in the
implementation of the Nagoya
Protocol on ABS through workshops
and policy dialogues

Strengthen equitable and benefit
sharing mechanisms for key
stakeholders in AHPs
Involve IPLCs and women in
activities on access and benefit
sharing (ABS)
Goal 6:
Ensure sufficient
financial resources
and promote
sustainable financing

Goal 7:
Strengthen
communication and
promotion strategies

Obtain commitment of national
leaders and heads of protected area
management to allocate sufficient
budget for the effective operation
and management of AHPs

The ACB encourages AMS,
especially national agencies that
are responsible for protected area
management, to allocate sufficient
regular funding for AHPs annually

Develop and implement sustainable
financing
mechanisms in AHPs

Conducted studies to support
establishment of innovative and
sustainable financing mechanisms
for protected areas

Align AHP management plans with
global, national, and local plans to
provide better opportunity for funding
allocation for AHP activities

The ACB encourages AMS
to mainstream their National
Biodiversity Strategies and Action
Plans (NBSAPs) into their national
development plans

Establish a mechanism or a common The ACB maintains the ASEAN CHM
platform to share biodiversity-friendly as a platform for information sharing.
technologies and good practices on
protected area management
Promoted the AHPs in various
international events
Increase understanding, awareness
and appreciation of the diverse
values of biodiversity in AHPs for all
stakeholders, especially IPLCs

The ACB developed various
communication, education, and
public awareness (CEPA) materials
and conducted a number of CEPA
activities to promote and increase
the understanding and awareness
of the general public on the values
of biodiversity and the importance of
AHPs
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Mr. Sarne also provided updates on the review of the AHP RAP 2016–2020, which aims to assess
the progress of the implementation of the regional action plan at regional and AMS levels against
stated goals and objectives; review the AHP Programme key areas, such as the nomination and
selection process, monitoring, and evaluation of AHPs, and management and governance of the
AHP Programme; and recommend a framework and broad areas of content for the next AHP RAP.
The output of the review will report on the impact analysis of the AHP Programme to the AMS that
will provide directions in improving the programme. Another output is the AHP Programme Manual,
which will provide relevant guidelines for the management and implementation of the programme.
(The presentation appears as Annex 27).
7. Dr. Monina T. Uriarte, Consultant, ACB, facilitated the Workshop on Identifying Issues and
Challenges on the Attainment of the Goals of the AHP RAP and Recommendations to Improve its
Implementation. The workshop engaged the AHP Managers to discuss with their respective country
representatives and identify current issues that threaten their AHPs. It also gave them an opportunity
to propose future actions, identify important players to address the issue, as well as determine the
requirements to act on those issues.
8. Dr. Sheila G. Vergara, Director, Biodiversity Information Management, ACB provided the Synthesis
of the AHP Managers Meeting.
The country reports of the AMS revealed the following issues:
Threats to AHPs identified by the AHP Managers include:
● Over-exploitation and loss of threatened species
● Illegal activities (logging, unsustainable hunting, mining, encroachment, electro fishing)
● Forest fires
● Pollution: use of pesticides, plastic waste
● Tourism and its impacts
● Invasive species
The AHP managers noted insufficiencies in:
● Number of officers leading the main section/unit
● Number of park rangers needed to abate poaching
● Staff (Myanmar, Malaysia)
● Cooperation from other government units (Myanmar)
● Conservation awareness of locals (Myanmar)
The Meeting also noted that a few national targets in terms of area coverage for protected areas
were lower than those prescribed by Aichi Biodiversity Target 11.
The following mind map illustrates the threats to AHP management.
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Mr. Victor Luna Anak Amin

Mr. Cholathorn Chamnankid

At the conclusion of the AHP Managers Meeting, it was agreed that national targets should be
aligned with multilateral environmental agreements, such as the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity
Target 11 of increasing the number of terrestrial and MPAs.
9. The Meeting generated the following recommendations:
a. Establish a visitors’ centre and other facilities to bring AHPs closer to stakeholders and deter
people from no-take areas.
b. Strengthen CEPA to:
● Increase understanding and knowledge of local communities on biodiversity conservation.
● Define and articulate issues and their negative impacts to local stakeholders, particularly
those practicing non-environmentally-friendly agricultural practices within protected areas
and AHPs.
● Promote pollution management practices to reduce garbage from tourism, sewage from
establishments, and other sources of pollution.
● Target and educate tourists on the objectives of the AHPs, their roles, and accepted behaviour
in AHPs.
● Promote biodiversity-friendly practices and enterprises.
● Leverage AHP attractions and unique species groups to encourage contributions to
conservation efforts.
● Establish international relations with relevant organisations and networks.
● Focus on children by organising a children’s awareness programme and establishing
scholarships for children of stakeholders residing in protected areas.
● Promote the Use of Good Practices, such as organic farming, as a long-term approach to
natural resources conservation in AHPs.
c. Provide training to park managers and staff on protected area management on:
● Interpretation and communication
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●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●

CEPA to highlight forest protection, conservation, and sustainable development of AHPs
Species conservation within protected areas with emphasis on globally threatened species
Inventory methods (coastal and marine)
Diving and related research work
Law enforcement
Conflict resolution, including on tenurial issues
Computing for carrying capacity
Resource valuation

d. Engage stakeholder participation and provide incentives through:
● Agreements with IPLCs to professionalise collaboration.
● Local and international awards for performing protected areas.
● Invitations to share experiences in protected area fora.
● Establishment of support programmes with corporate partners, schools, and other institutions
to encourage community participation and engage them as honorary park rangers or guides.
e. Use improvements in research and technology to enhance AHP management
● Encourage the use of camera traps in monitoring species, and drones in vegetation surveys
and forest fire detection.
● Consider re-establishing connectivity among fragmented areas and species populations (such
as Eco-link@BKE in Singapore) and other forms of connectivity (tree to tree connections),
and underground pathways and detection systems for animals that sense danger.
● Improve capacity for research and conduct studies on carrying capacity and resource
valuation.
● Utilise and analyse ongoing long-term plot data collection and collect ‘big data’, provide
processed information to decision makers, and make information accessible at the national
and local levels.
f. Update AHP Management Plans and ensure that these:
● Have clearly articulated objectives, particularly in conserving the uniqueness of species
composition and the outstanding features of the AHP.
● Are progressive and creative in addressing both active (e.g. poaching), long-term term, and
persistent (pollution, erosion, others) issues.
● Are simple and easy to understand (e.g. Protect, Conserve, Educate goals of Singapore).
● Are aligned with local, national, regional, and global conservation objectives.
● Are implemented by a responsible body (such as a Protected Area Management Board in the
Philippines, Protected Area Committee in Thailand, and AHP management board in Viet Nam)
that hold regular meetings for information sharing and updating.
● Should expand beyond the usual format and consider other components such as
- Infrastructure and equipment
- Buffer zones
- Ecological functions such as water catchment areas
- Transboundary conservation
- Capacity building
- Database and mechanism for updating biodiversity data for AHPs
- Sustainable financing
- Partnership with international organisations
- Stakeholder orientation (Including children and the youth as stakeholders)
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-

Volunteer network
Livelihood (including development of products from biodiversity) for locals residing in and
within the vicinity of the PA

g. Maximise monitoring in AHPs
● Use the Management Effectiveness Tracking Tool scores over time to track management
effectiveness of AHPs.
● Conduct long-term site-based ecological and socio-ecological research and work with
organisations such as International Long Term Ecological Research.
● Use other monitoring methods such as bird banding and retrieving.
● Monitor areas and species including benthic sites, mussels, invasive species, and others.
● Monitor events such as forest fires.
h. Continue to obtain sustainable financing
● Establish Trust Fund (Malaysia, Philippines)
● Secure budget for protected areas from the national government
● Acquire contributions from the local government, NGOs, and private organisations
● Set up Integrated Protected Area Fund (Philippines)
● User fees collection from tourists
i. Improve governance of AHPs
● Establish AHP management authorities, such as the Ministry of Natural Resources and
Environment and Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development in Viet Nam.
● Incentivise protected area management through an award system.
● Align governance of protected areas from central government to village.
● Establish Park Management Committees or Groups that are multi-sectoral, participatory, follow
a bottom-up in addition to top-down approach, and promote threats-based interventions.

Dr. Monina T. Uriarte

Group discussion on the Regional Action Plan
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SIXTH ASEAN HERITAGE PARKS
CONFERENCE
Opening Ceremony
1. The Sixth ASEAN Heritage Parks (AHP) Conference (AHP6) formally began on 22 October 2019.
Hosted by Ms. Katrina Kendall, the event opened with a traditional Laotian dance performance to
welcome the participants, which was followed by a video on ASEAN Heritage Parks.
2. On behalf of the host country, Mr. Bouasone Vongsongkhone, Vice Provincial Governor,
Champasak Province, welcomed the participants. He cited the physical and economic features of
Champasak Province, highlighting the area’s strong agricultural and tourism industries and links
to Thailand and Viet Nam. He also shared the plan of the province to be a strong economic zone
in southern Lao PDR and to significantly contribute to the country’s sustainable development. He
expressed his appreciation to the ASEAN Centre for Biodiversity (ACB) for holding AHP6 in the
country as an opportunity to learn more about AHPs and highlight the important relationship between
people and nature. He thanked the guests for their participation and wished everyone a successful
conference.
3. Mr. Khambounnath Xayanone, Vice Minister, Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry, cited the plan of
Lao PDR to focus on establishing more national protected areas and other means to become a green
country. He cited the rich biodiversity and natural resources of Lao PDR, particularly of Nam Ha
National Protected Area, the country’s AHP. He stated that the conference was important to ensure
that AHPs were effectively managed, contribute to the sustainable use of resources, enjoyed by
current and future generations, support scientific research, and contribute to the mitigation of climate
change impacts. He thanked the ACB and its partners, the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry, and
Champasak Province for holding AHP6, and wished the participants and organisers a successful
conference.
4. Dr. Theresa Mundita S. Lim, ACB Executive Director, thanked the ASEAN Member States (AMS)
for their cooperation and participation, and the various partner organisations of the ACB, ACB staff,
counterparts in Lao PDR, and others who have helped organise the AHP6. She discussed the
history of the AHP Programme, its growth and milestones, as well as its significant contribution to
the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11.
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Dr. Lim noted the various activities conducted to strengthen the already capable management of
AHPs, which culminated with AHP6. These include events on Ecosystem Services Assessment
and Economic Analysis for Management, Policy and Innovative Applications, and Communication,
Education, and Public Awareness (CEPA). She explained that the theme of Sustainability and
Innovation for Parks and People recognises the importance of sustainable management, financing,
and partnerships to conserve the region’s biodiversity for present and future generations. Innovative
and holistic approaches are essential to sustainable biodiversity conservation and management.
Dr. Lim stressed the importance of mainstreaming biodiversity into different industries and sectors,
such as business, agriculture, health, climate change, and others, to halt biodiversity loss. These
provide the basis for the choice of parallel sessions, which include discussions on business and
biodiversity, innovative financing, sustainable livelihood and biodiversity-based products (BBPs),
and nature-based solutions to climate change. The Conference also highlights cultural diversity and
the voice of local communities as protectors of biodiversity, hence the conduct of parallel sessions
on IPLCs, women, and the youth.
People are also highlighted in the theme of AHP6 to emphasise their role in biodiversity conservation
as both users and stewards of the resources of AHPs. This recognises the important contribution
of AHP managers and everyone working on the sustainable management of AHPs to biodiversity
conservation.
Dr. Lim added that AHPs can likewise be a venue for inspiring transformative change, which is a key
element in the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework. She encouraged the participants to share
experiences and lessons learned with other AHP managers so that the ambitious, yet attainable
vision of the post-2020 framework of Living in Harmony with Nature, can be achieved by 2050. (The
message appears as Annex 28).

Mr. Ky-Anh Nguyen, Mr. Bouasone Vongsongkhone, Mr. Khambounnath Xayanone, H.E. Leon Paul Faber, and Dr. Theresa Mundita S. Lim with the
attendees of the Sixth ASEAN Heritage Parks Conference

SIXTH ASEAN HERITAGE PARKS CONFERENCE: OPENING CEREMONY
Proceedings | Sixth ASEAN Heritage Parks Conference

29

5. His Excellency Leon Paul Faber, Ambassador of the European Union (EU) to Lao PDR, thanked
the government of Lao PDR and the ACB for organising the conference. In light of the recent floods
in Pakse, he stressed the need to better manage AHPs and improve approaches to the protection
of regional ecosystems. Biodiversity conservation is the EU’s highest priority in cooperation
programmes, resulting in numerous investments in biodiversity conservation projects in the region,
including the Biodiversity Conservation and Management of Protected Areas in ASEAN (BCAMP)
project with the ACB. This is in line with the EU’s efforts to transition into a green economy, which is
making significant progress with its partners, including the ASEAN.
He cited the many challenges to biodiversity conservation, including the involvement of large
criminal networks in illegal wildlife trade. As a result, a large number of species are on the brink of
extinction. The situation is critical and urgent action is required to arrest the biggest extinction of
species after the dinosaur era. Sustainable forest management and other conservation efforts are
crucial particularly as the real cost of degradation of natural capital is at the micro-level, especially
affecting poor people. This, however, is rarely recorded.
H.E. Faber added that the EU is proud to be one of the partners of the ACB since the latter’s
establishment, and is happy to celebrate 35 years of AHPs with the ASEAN.
6. Mr. Ky-Anh Nguyen, Director, Sustainable Development Directorate, ASEAN Socio-Cultural
Community (ASCC) Department of the ASEAN Secretariat, thanked the AMS, development and
dialogue partners of the ACB, and other partners organising AHP6 in Lao PDR. He cited the
extraordinary richness of the biodiversity of the region, but added that these face serious threats
from destructive human intervention, including overexploitation, haze, pollution, and climate change,
among others. These affect the ability of protected areas to safeguard biodiversity and ecological
processes, and are likely to negatively impact millions who depend on natural resources for their
livelihood.
Various efforts have been undertaken at the national, regional, and global levels to address these
challenges, including the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011–2020 and the Aichi Biodiversity
Targets, and ASEAN initiatives on ecotourism, social forestry, and management of protected areas –
including AHPs. AHP6 is thus an ideal platform to bring to scale the valuable knowledge, ideas, and
experiences, and to develop coherent strategies for effective management of protected areas in the
region, with multi-stakeholder engagement.
Mr. Nguyen cited the need to act with a sense of urgency and cross-sectoral coordination to increase
people’s awareness of the efforts of biodiversity advocates, for collective transformation among
AMS and ASEAN as a whole. He stressed the importance of involving relevant stakeholders from all
fronts, including schools, young people, and the media, in joint efforts towards a more sustainable
path of development. He expressed the commitment of the ASEAN Secretariat and the ACB to
support AMS, in cooperation with other sectors, to achieve a common vision and create a greener
and more sustainable world. In closing, he extended his appreciation to the ACB for its role in
strengthening the AHP Programme, the Government of Lao PDR for its hospitality, and development
and dialogue partners for co-organising AHP6. (The message appears as Annex 29).
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7. In addition to the welcome messages, a video message from KfW Development Bank through
Mr. Adrian Klocke, Project Manager, was shown. A message from Dr. Cristiana Pașca Palmer,
Executive Secretary, Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity (SCBD), was also read to
the AHP6 participants.
8. After the welcome messages, the AHP6 Market Place and Exhibit was formally opened by Dr.
Theresa Mundita Lim, Mr. Bouasone Vongsongkhone, Mr. Khambounnath Xayanone, H.E. Leon
Paul Faber, and Mr. Ky Anh Nguyen. The Market Place and Exhibit highlighted the milestones,
successes, and key accomplishments of the AHP Programme, and provided a venue for the AHPs to
showcase their BBPs and good protected area management practices. Locally-produced products
were also on display and for sale.
9. This was followed by a Press Conference to discuss AHP6 and biodiversity conservation issues
with media from Lao PDR and the ASEAN region.

Top: Interviews and Press Conference conducted after the Opening Ceremony; Bottom: Participants going around the Market Place and Exhibit
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PLENARY SESSION
1. The plenary sessions included three keynote presentations focusing on achieving Aichi Biodiversity
Target 11 in Southeast Asia, innovative approaches for the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework,
and the regional cooperation to support AHPs.
2. Dr. Sarat Babu Gidda, Senior Programme Management Officer, SCBD, discussed Aichi Biodiversity
Target 11 in South-East Asia: Reflections on the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework (GBF). In
determining the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11, Dr. Gidda used a number of methods,
including surveys with CBD parties; analysis of priority actions and roadmaps; and analysis of
terrestrial and marine protected area coverage, protected area management effectiveness, Global
Environment Facility project allocations, area-based conservation measures (ABCMs), and other
effective area-based conservation measures (OECMs).
The World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA) reported that as of October 2019, global terrestrial
and marine protected area coverage has reached 15 per cent terrestrial and 8 per cent MPAs.
Global estimates for ABCMs are unavailable since these were only defined in 2018, although
conservative estimates of ABCMs together with protected areas are pegged at a 30 per cent
coverage. Systematic assessment of ABCMs and OECMs will help improve the status of various
elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. In addition, measurable indicators and parameters must be
developed to assess effectiveness, ensure biodiversity outcomes and outputs, and develop a smart
target for achieving the 2050 vision with milestones at 2030.
For the ABCM target in the post-2020 GBF, he posited that it is important to understand where, how
much, and reasons why biodiversity needs to be conserved through ABCMs for achieving ecological,
economic, and social goals. (The presentation appears as Annex 30).
3. Dr. Harvey Locke, Chair, International Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources
(IUCN) World Commission on Protected Areas (WCPA) Beyond the Aichi Targets, presented Three
Global Conditions for Biodiversity Conservation and Sustainable Use approach to the Post-2020
Framework for the Convention on Biological Diversity and its potential for the ASEAN region. Dr.
Locke traced the history of the increased importance of protected areas, from the 1987 Brundtland
Report to the 2050 vision of Living in Harmony with Nature. He said that nature is declining globally
at rates unprecedented in human history: around one million animal and plant species are now
threatened with extinction and human well-being is at risk. There are calls for setting a more realistic
target where nature needs at least half the Earth to be protected in an interconnected way. He
cited that Three Global Conditions, where areas correspond to intense agriculture and cities, shared
lands between humans and species, and large wild areas that facilitate globally important ecological
processes, provide a framework for the achievement of the majority of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets.
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The definition of the Three Global Conditions and strategies for their achievement are outlined as
follows:
● Cities and farms (18 per cent of land): Area-based conservation efforts must be mainstreamed
with appropriate spatial planning and sustainable production and sustainable consumption,
maintaining pollinators, reducing nitrogen inputs, and providing access to nature. Different substrategies are needed for urban and intensively farmed agricultural areas. The focus should
be on protecting identified endangered species and ecosystems, prioritising active ecological
restoration, and restoring connectivity in those places that most need it (areas that contain
endangered species or the last remaining vestiges of particular ecosystems). A fundamental
objective in this condition is to preserve all the remaining remnants of an ecoregion, rather
than setting numerical targets. Access to nature for urban dwellers is an important social
benefit and plans to green urban spaces should be done in ways that contribute to ecological
objectives.
● Shared landscapes (56 per cent): Areas with lower human population densities that practice
grazing, fishing, forestry, mining, and oil and gas extraction and which have large existing or
potential protected and conserved areas. Ambitious protected and conserved area percentage
targets are appropriate in this condition and need to be integrated with sustainable practices
aimed at reducing habitat loss and ensuring connectivity in the wider landscape. Sustainable
practices are also needed for nature-based tourism. The area-based conservation target
for this condition should prioritise deliberate ecologically connected networks of protected
and conserved areas. The system should target both areas of ecological representation and
areas of particular importance for biodiversity, the needs of wide-ranging species with low
reproductive rates or keystone functions, and aim to conserve or restore all native species and
supporting ecological processes. Ensuring that protected areas are effectively and equitably
managed and adequately resourced is critical to success.
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Dr. Nyi Nyi Kyaw

● Large wild areas (26 per cent): Areas with a low direct human impact (wilderness) and with
low human population densities. The targets for this condition are to retain the values of the
entire natural system, not reduce it to percentage targets or representative samples. Industrial
infrastructure such as roads should be minimised, and industrial development should be an
exception and subject to the mitigation hierarchy. IPLC governance systems are of major
importance in these areas. The ecological aim is to maintain current levels of intactness and a
very low human footprint to maintain all native species and ecological processes. In addition
to in situ biodiversity conservation goals, this condition protects global-scale ecological
processes including carbon sequestration, regional hydrology, and large-scale meteorological
patterns. (The presentation appears as Annex 31).
4. Dr. Nyi Nyi Kyaw, Director General, Forest Department, Myanmar focused on The Need for Regional
Cooperation to Support National and Local Action in AHPs. Dr. Nyi Nyi Kyaw discussed policies,
laws, and strategies that govern management in protected areas and AHPs in Myanmar. Activities
implemented in AHPs include patrolling and law enforcement; inventory, monitoring, and evaluation
of key species; extension and community outreach programmes; capacity building of protected
area staff; ecotourism; collaborative research with national and international NGOs, universities,
and other institutions; and habitat restoration, among others. There has been a new paradigm in
protected area management, which provides more space for community, is people-oriented, and
generates benefits beyond protected area boundaries.
Dr. Kyaw indicated the need for regional cooperation in the following areas: biodiversity and
ecosystem assessment, landscape approach programme, valuation and payment for ecosystem
services (PES), promoting cooperation and collaboration on the effective management of AHPs,
transboundary biodiversity conservation and establishment of wildlife corridors, and exchange
programme for research and capacity building, sustainable livelihoods, and community-based
ecotourism. (The presentation appears as Annex 32).
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5. In the Panel Discussion, Mr. Pham Van Thong of the Youth Biodiversity Leaders, Youth Task Force,
Viet Nam, thanked the speakers for providing insight about the post-2020 GBF. He cited the need
to understand the framework particularly as in some cases, the GBF vision of Living in Harmony
with Nature sometimes contradicts the situation of indigenous peoples and local communities in
protected areas.
Mr. Mohd Nasrul Menhat, Principal Assistant Secretary, Biodiversity and Forestry Management
Division, Ministry of Water, Land and Natural Resources, Malaysia, agreed that in addition to increasing
the number of protected areas, the AMS should ensure the quality and effective management of
protected areas and AHPs, assess the status of species of ecosystems. He acknowledged the value
of studying the potential of OECMs, asked how this can be operationalised, and recommended
building mechanisms for reporting and monitoring OECMs in Malaysia.
Dr. Inthavy Akkharath, Director General, Department of Water Resources, Ministry of Environment
and Natural Resources, and CBD Focal Point for Lao PDR, stated that while governments
continue to establish protected areas, these should be maintained to conserve biodiversity and
provide livelihoods for rural communities. There should be long-term plans for their protection and
connectivity with other protected areas. IPLCs and the youth should be considered in management
planning and awareness raising on the values of biodiversity and AHPs and how these contribute to
sustainable development.

Ms. Katrina Kendall, Mr. Pham Van Thong, Mr. Mohd Nasrul Menhat, Dr. Inthavy Akkharath, and Dr. Robert Mather during the panel discussion
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Parallel Session 1:

Fulfilling Aichi Biodiversity
Target 11 in East and
Southeast Asia
1. The session was facilitated by Ms. Meriden E. Maranan, Chief, National Parks Division, Biodiversity
Management Bureau, Philippines, and Ms. Clarissa C. Arida, Director, Programme Development
and Implementation, ACB.
2. Dr. Sarat Babu Gidda, Senior Programme Management Officer, SCBD, discussed the Global
Partnership for achieving Target 11: Status, Nuances and Ground Realities. Dr. Gidda stressed that
there is progress in achieving Aichi Biodiversity Target 11, but it is not significant enough. There are
gaps to fill and to fill these gaps, all efforts and activities of governments, partners, and coordinating
agencies, such as the ACB, should be aligned and brought together. In achieving the target, it is
important to know the commitments of countries and how these can fill the gaps. He added that
OECMs can improve the status of protected areas.
Dr. Gidda stressed that to achieve Aichi Biodiversity Target 11, there should be clear knowledge and
identification of what needs to be achieved; identification of actions needed to be undertaken; and
actual implementation of those actions. (The presentation appears as Annex 33).
3. In her presentation on the Progress of the implementation of Aichi Target 11 in the ASEAN Region,
Dr. Sheila G. Vergara, Director, Biodiversity Information Management, ACB, discussed how the
ASEAN is faring in achieving Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 of protecting 17 per cent of terrestrial and
10 per cent of marine areas. Given the data gathered from the AMS, she shared that ASEAN has
reached 13 per cent and 3.54 per cent for terrestrial and marine protected areas, respectively. With
the addition of OECMs, ASEAN could be nearer the target for terrestrial protected areas.
On protected area connectivity, Dr. Vergara shared that the region is setting up the ASEAN Flyway
Network that will contribute towards management effectiveness and connectivity of protected areas.
She also pointed out that most of the AHPs are within the KBAs. Current protected areas can be
extended to expand Key Biodiversity Area (KBAs) in the region.
What needs to be done to add to Target 11 by July 2020? Dr. Vergara indicated that there is a
need to better document and consider the outcomes of conservation actions in National Reports,
including: (a) conservation actions aligned with the second part of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11; (b)
conservation actions that cover representative examples of the diversity of habitats in the ASEAN
region, together with the increase in coverage and effective governance of MPAs, particularly those
that are important to the persistence of global marine biodiversity; and (c) conservation partnerships
that are often organised among protected area management, township leaders, local authorities,
NGOs, and other stakeholders and their added value to Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. The Fifth AHP
Conference (AHP5) stressed the importance of addressing gaps in communication capacity, policy
support, and enforcement of wildlife policies in protected areas. The AHP5 likewise recognised
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the need to generate active participation of local communities in biodiversity conservation and
protected area management, and to build their capacity to sustainably manage these areas. There
is a need for protected area management plans to consider climate change adaptation, such as
the conservation and rehabilitation of habitats susceptible to extreme weather conditions. (The
presentation appears as Annex 34).
4. Mr. Harry Jonas, Co-chair, IUCN WCPA Task Force on OECMs, discussed Other Effective AreaBased Conservation Measures, which focused on OECMs and their contribution towards achieving
Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. He shared that the adoption of a definition of OECMs is a significant
step forward in the formal recognition of conservation beyond protected areas. The internationally
agreed definition of OECM is that it is a geographically defined area other than a protected area,
which is governed and managed in ways that achieve positive and sustained long-term outcomes
for the in situ conservation of biodiversity with associated ecosystem functions and services and
where applicable, cultural, spiritual, socio-economic, and other locally relevant values.
OECMs can provide recognition, support, and security to diverse areas of conservation outcomes
and good governance (outside protected areas). OECMs can help in achieving Target 11 and:
● Conserve important ecosystems, habitats, and wildlife corridors outside and between
protected areas;
● Support the recovery of threatened species;
● Maintain ecosystem functions and secure ecosystem services;
● Enhance resilience against harmful activities and threats;
● Retain and connect remnants of fragmented ecosystems;
● Contribute to ecologically representative and well-connected conservation networks,
integrated within wider landscapes and seascapes (including KBAs and transboundary
areas);
● Provide an opportunity to engage and support a range of existing partners in local-to-global
conservation efforts;
● Inspire the designation of OECMS in areas that are not yet conserved; and
● Shift sectoral practices that may not yet be sustainable towards those that will yield long-term
conservation outcomes.

Mr. Harry Jonas
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However, OECMs face a number of challenges, including the following: knowledge lag between
the international and national/sub-national levels; need to develop or improve legal mechanisms to
appropriately recognise OECMs; need to ensure that OECMs, particularly ICCAs, are recognised
with the free prior informed consent (FPIC) of the legitimate governance authorities; and funding
support for OECMs.
Mr. Jonas added that the next steps towards promoting OECMs are:
● Publishing the IUCN guidance in the form of a Technical Report; making an OECM
assessment toolkit available for use internationally;
● Producing additional training materials and running capacity development programmes;
supporting recognition and support for OECMs
● Engaging laterally with other international agencies’ processes on OECMs to ensure
coherence; and
● Presenting progress and developing inputs to the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical
and Technological Advice (SBSTTA), World Conservation Congress, and 15th Conference of
Parties of the CBD (CBD COP 15). (The presentation appears as Annex 35).
5. Dr. Sharifah Nora Syed Ibrahim, Deputy Executive Director, Program Services, Coral Triangle
Initiative on Coral Reefs, Fisheries, and Food Security (CTI-CFF) Regional Secretariat, shared in her
presentation on How MPAs assist in achieving CBD Aichi Target 11 that the ASEAN region is home
to the Coral Triangle, an area that represents a global epicentre of marine biodiversity although it
comprises just over 1.5 per cent of the world’s total ocean area. To maintain the area’s significant
resources the CTI-CFF, a multilateral partnership of six countries (Indonesia, Malaysia, Papua New
Guinea, the Philippines, Solomon Islands, and Timor-Leste) was established to address crucial
issues such as food security, climate change, and marine biodiversity. She indicated, however, that
while the area is of vital importance to both local economies and marine biodiversity, an increase
in population and rapid economic growth have fueled unsustainable development and a boost in
demand, which is having devastating effects on the region. Threats such as pollution, overfishing,
coastal development, and destructive fishing practices are becoming too common and take too long
for anybody to take notice.
Dr. Ibrahim stated that MPAs contribute to Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 by regulating main threats
and activities and using monitoring tools on management effectiveness, such as listing in the
Coral Triangle Marine Protected Area System (CTMPAS). Although MPAs are increasing, there
is a need to ensure they are part of larger networks; ecologically representative; resilient based
on the connectivity of corals, fish, and other larvae; and effectively managed. Two of 13 MPAs
nominated to CTMPAS are AHPs, specifically Wakatobi National Park, Indonesia, and Tubbataha
Reefs Natural Park, Philippines.
Dr. Sharifa also discussed the Coral Triangle Atlas (CT Atlas), an online database that contains a
wide range of spatial information relating to, inter alia: managed areas, fisheries, habitats, threats,
natural resources, oceanography, social data, and others in the Coral Triangle region. She also
highlighted the Duty to Cooperate in Article 123 of the United Nations Convention on the Law of
the Sea (UNCLOS), which says that “States bordering an enclosed or semi-enclosed sea should
cooperate with each other in the exercise of their rights and in the performance of their duties under
this Convention.”
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To ensure that MPAs contribute to achieving Aichi Biodiversity Target 11, monitoring and evaluation
tools and recognition mechanisms should be developed to ensure effectively managed systems
of protected areas and OECMs, which embrace networks of small, community-managed areas.
Additional areas should be effectively managed, listed, and recognised under CTMPAs and linked
to activities on food security; and capacity building and sustainable funding should be facilitated for
MPAs. The CTI-CFF is ready to cooperate with national, regional, and international organisations
and initiatives to foster efforts in fulfilling the CBD Aichi Biodiversity Targets by strengthening
cooperation with the AMS, the ACB, EU, and other development and dialogue partners. (The
presentation appears as Annex 36).
6. Dr. Filiberto A. Pollisco, Jr., Consultant, ACB, focused on Information Management and
Communication, Education, and Public Awareness (CEPA) Support to ASEAN Heritage Parks
and enumerated the various workshops supported by the Japan-ASEAN Integration Fund (JAIF)
since 2011. Through the Improving Management Effectiveness in the AHPs through Capacity
Development and Biodiversity Information Management project of JAIF, three activities were
conducted in 2019 to support AHPs. The Regional Learning Workshop on Biodiversity Data
Organisation and Management provided hands-on training on:
● The use and manipulation of actual data to produce trends and graphs that may be useful in
protected area monitoring, management plan updating, and other purposes;
● Experience in the deployment and retrieval of field equipment, such as camera trap and
soundscape recorder, which will improve biodiversity data collection activities; and
● Instruction on how to process data from such equipment.
The Regional Learning Workshop on Effective Management of Protected Areas in ASEAN:
● Provided an understanding of the elements and principles of ecotourism/tourism and the
policies and standards of ecotourism as practiced in selected AHPs;
● Shared experiences and lessons learned on recreation, tourism, and ecotourism;
● Equipped participants with awareness and understanding on networking strategies for
effective implementation of database management and strategies to promote their parks;
● Familiarised participants with the ASEAN approach in parks management; and,
● Showed how multiple stakeholders manage protected areas through participatory processes.
The CEPA Workshop for AHPs assisted AHP managers and officers in crafting the AHP CEPA Plan
(2020–2025); assisted AHPs in preparing the AHP Branding Guidelines; and enhanced the capacity
of AHP managers’ and officers’ in promoting the AHP Programme more effectively.
These and other activities have helped strengthen the effective management of AHPs, providing a
strong contribution to the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 in ASEAN. (The presentation
appears as Annex 37).
7. Dr. Inthavy Akkharath, Director General, Department of Water Resources, Ministry of Environment
and Natural Resources, made a presentation on the National Biodiversity Strategy and Action
Plan Implementation related to National and Aichi Targets 11 in Lao PDR. Dr. Akkharath reported
on the purpose and objectives of the national reports to the CBD, as well as the format of the
national report of Lao PDR. The report covered an overview of biodiversity conservation in Lao
PDR; a synopsis of the National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan (NBSAP) 2016–2025; and
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Dr. Sharifah Nora Ibrahim

Dr. Filiberto A. Pollisco, Jr.

seven case studies that highlight problems and solutions undertaken in biodiversity conservation
management. He related some of the national targets of Lao PDR in biodiversity conservation and
showed that actions to achieve these targets were being actively implemented. Dr. Akkharath also
noted that efforts to achieve the Aichi Biodiversity Targets in Lao PDR were insufficient.
He cited a number of obstacles and capacity needs to strengthen the achievement of national goals
and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, including:
● The need to improve technical capacity by identifying information gaps and establishing
information sharing systems;
● Develop sustainable financing measures;
● Capacitate human resources; and
● Clarify governance mechanisms to improve conservation management and engage
stakeholders. (The presentation appears as Annex 38).
8. Mr. Tin Mya Soe, Park Manager, Nat Ma Taung National Park, Myanmar, shared his insights on The
Prospects of Indigenous Community Conserved Areas (ICCA) as Possible OECMs in Myanmar. He
related that IPLCs play important roles in biodiversity conservation. They have governed, managed,
and conserved biodiversity-rich land and marine areas for centuries and have traditional rights,
knowledge, customs, and practices on natural resource management. Recent legislative reforms
in Myanmar have expanded legal recognition on IPLCs’ rights, knowledge, customs, practices, and
their ancestral domains under OECMs such as Community Protected Areas (CPA) and Community
Forest. The IUCN defines ICCAs as natural and/or modified ecosystems, containing significant
biodiversity values, ecological benefit, and cultural values, voluntarily conserved by indigenous
people and local communities, through customary law or other effective means. In Myanmar’s
context, a CPA is an ICCA, recognising traditional knowledge on conservation, management, and
sustainable use of biodiversity as an integral part of nature, as well as part of the solution to halting
biodiversity loss.
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The Myanmar Forest Department is supporting ICCA networks and engaging concerned
stakeholders in the designation of CPAs. CPAs and community forests could be the approaches
to protect Myanmar’s forest resources and biodiversity. Aside from CPAs and community forests,
other possible OECMs in Myanmar include religious areas, watershed forests, and sacred forests.
OECMS could be further supported with the formulation and enactment of laws that would provide
important legal support for the establishment and designation of more CPAs. (The presentation
appears as Annex 39).
9. Synthesis of the Session
Work in the ASEAN towards achieving Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 is an ongoing process with
examples in Lao PDR (designation of a transboundary protected area with Viet Nam), Myanmar
(CPAs, community forests), the Philippines (identification of sites as ICCAs), Indonesia (essential
conservation areas), and Mongolia (annual increase of state protected areas) indicating movement
towards its fulfillment. Various multi-country partnerships help accomplish Aichi Biodiversity Target
11, including the Coral Triangle Initiative on Coral Reefs, Fisheries, and Food Security, which
contributes to the spatial expansion and effective management of marine protected area networks.
OECMs have great potential to contribute to the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. Thus,
there should be increased support to legally recognise new areas, and use other non-state based
approaches (such as community forest areas and plantation areas) that expand possibilities for
OECMs. Including other sectors and taking their perspectives into account will help overcome the
challenges in developing the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework.
10. Recommendations from the session include the following:
● There is a need to increase support for greater recognition of new areas to be considered as
OECMs by way of legal recognition and resources for local co-management.
● Discussions related to protected areas need to include other sectors and perspectives to
meet the challenges of the post-2020 biodiversity framework. Work on OECMs is a catalyst
towards fostering inclusiveness in the process and outcomes including sectoral integration.
● Parties to the CBD should take practical steps to add to their commitments until March 2020
to expand the coverage of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11.
● Collaborate on transboundary protected areas and connectivity.
● Integrate protected areas into wider seascapes and landscapes.
● Accelerate the implementation of Target 11 Road Map and specific, measurable, attainable,
relevant, and time-based action plans to achieve five elements of Target 11 and report by 30
June 2020
● Build further understanding, awareness, and capacity to recognise and report on OECMs,
including legal frameworks/policies on OECMs (areas beyond national jurisdiction, production
and protection forests, state and non-state forests-land under compensation mechanism,
and others).
● Mainstream biodiversity and engage others sectors to financially sustain conservation costs.
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Parallel Session 2:

Species and Wildlife
Conservation (Aichi Biodiversity
Target 12)
1. The session was co-chaired by Dr. Khairul Naim Adham, Deputy Undersecretary, Biodiversity and
Forestry Management Division, and Representative, Chair of the ACB Governing Board, and Dr.
Giovanni Broussard, Regional Programme Coordinator, Global Programme for Combating Wildlife
and Forest Crime, United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC).
Dr. Klairoong Poonpon, Head, Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of
Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) Implementation and Monitoring Subdivision, Wild Fauna and Flora
Protection Division, Department of National Parks, Wildlife, and Plant Conservation, Thailand,
discussed the Chiang Mai Statement on Illegal Wildlife Trade. Dr. Poonpon presented the
background and Thailand’s involvement in the Special ASEAN Ministerial Meeting on Illegal Wildlife
Trade (SAMM-IWT). At the London Conference on Illegal Wildlife Trade, Thailand informed the
meeting that it would host the ASEAN Ministerial Meeting on Illegal Wildlife Trade in 2019. The
move is part of Thailand’s mandate as chair of ASEAN 2019, with the theme Advancing Partnership
for Sustainability. One of the outcomes of the Special ASEAN Working Group on the Convention
on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora and Wildlife Enforcement
(AWG CITES & WE) held in January 2019 in Bangkok also supported the initiative by Thailand to
organise the SAMM-IWT.
The SAMM-IWT was held from 21 to 22 March 2019 in Chiang Mai, Thailand, and aimed to:
● Strengthen regional cooperation in addressing the illegal wildlife trade; provide a venue for
sharing information, knowledge, and good practices on illegal wildlife trade; and
● Discuss a substantial AMS’ goal post of strengthened cooperation in addressing illegal
wildlife trade.
It adopted the Chiang Mai Statement of ASEAN Ministers Responsible for CITES and Wildlife
Enforcement on Illegal Wildlife Trade, which covers four topics: Global and Regional Wildlife Trade
Policy, Demand Reduction, Law Enforcement, and Wildlife Cybercrime.
Outcome documents of the SAMM-IWT were presented to the 34th ASEAN Summit and CITES
COP18. The way forward is for ASEAN ministerial policy to be translated into concrete action plans
covering security, economic, and socio-cultural aspects. (The presentation appears as Annex 40).
2. The Asian Species Action Partnership (ASAP): Species on the Brink, Catalysing Conservation
Action for the Most Threatened Species in Southeast Asia was presented by Dr. Madhu Rao,
Senior Advisor, Wildlife Conservation Society, IUCN Species Survival Commission (SSC) ASAP
Secretariat. She provided an overview of the condition of threatened species in Southeast Asia
(SEA), stating that as a global conservation priority region, it covers four biodiversity hotspots. Key
issues in SEA include:
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●
●
●
●
●
●
●

Habitat loss, degradation, and fragmentation;
Unsustainable wildlife exploitation (illegal wildlife trade, snaring crisis);
High demand for wildlife; capacity for protected area governance and enforcement;
Rapid economic development;
Human population density;
Large scale deforestation/habitat loss; and
High levels of endemism. The helmeted hornbill and songbirds are samples of species that
are of urgent concern.

ASAP species are land or freshwater vertebrates found in SEA that are listed as critically endangered.
Threats to ASAP species are agriculture and logging, overexploitation, urban development, system
modification, pollution, invasion and disease, energy production, climate change, transport, and
human disturbance. There are 221 ASAP species according to the July 2019 IUCN Red List of
Threatened Species. The most number of ASAP species is found in Indonesia (91) and the least in
East Timor (4). High number of ASAP species are endemic to a single country.
ASAP is a programme coordinated by IUCN SSC, which helps address species decline in SEA
by providing financial and capacity-building support to institutions/individuals who work on ASAP
species. It has four key interventions: catalyse conservation, increase funding, strengthen capacity,
and raise profile, which were highlighted as key areas in its 2018–2023 strategy launched in 2019.
She also explained the need to prioritise ASAP species and urgent need for more conservation
action.
Dr. Rao also identified ASAP in the policy context. The Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework,
Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) Report,
ASEAN Socio-Cultural Blueprint, EU Larger than Tigers Report, and the CBD Aichi Biodiversity
Target 12, all contribute to species recovery in ASEAN. She also suggested an ASEAN Declaration
on Threatened Species, since ASEAN already has the Chang Mai Statement on Illegal Wildlife
Trade and a statement/declaration on marine litter. (The presentation appears as Annex 41).
3. Dr. Yu Huang Wang, Project Consultant, Academia Sinica Grid Computing Center (ASGC),
Taiwan, presented on Revealing Biodiversity and Forest Ecosystem Information through Long-term
Soundscape Monitoring. He defined soundscape monitoring, showed relevant publications, and
shared recent research on soundscape monitoring. He also allowed the audience to listen to the
morning soundscape in Cuc Phuong National Park in Viet Nam in his presentation.

Dr. Klairoong Poonpon

Dr. Madhu Rao

Dr. Yu Huang Wang
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Dr. Wang presented Asian Soundscape: Extending Asian Soundscape Monitoring Network and
Moving Towards Open Science Platform led by ASGC, which was initiated in 2014–2015 with five
partner countries (Viet Nam, the Philippines, Thailand, Malaysia, and Taiwan) and the ACB. He
also presented its objectives, expected results, and the biodiversity changes and impact analysis of
the Soundscape Monitoring Network over Regional Distributed Computing Infrastructure.
To promote soundscape monitoring and research in ASEAN, Asi@Connect, the EU co-funded
project, and supported by the collaboration between ASGC and the ACB, conducted the Asian
Soundscape project for extending the Asian soundscape monitoring network and moving towards
an open science platform in 2018–2019. A training workshop on soundscape monitoring and
analysis for AHPs and protected areas was held from 11 to 15 June 2019 in Hanoi, Viet Nam.
To sustain the long-term soundscape monitoring network in AMS, it was suggested that AHPs
and protected areas collaborate with information technology partners, universities, and global
communities, and adopt the strategies of open data and open science to encourage the use of
soundscape open data for research, creative art, education, and even commercial use, to strengthen
the conservation of biodiversity and ecosystems. (The presentation appears as Annex 42).
4. The Open Forum discussed the following:
Dr. Rao: Dimensions, a microphone can detect. Can it identify species?
Dr. Wang: It depends on the distance of the microphones. You can label the sound of the species,
collaborate with data scientists, and information technology specialists can provide infrastructure for
high-speed computing.
Thailand: Is there a common regional approach to wildlife trafficking?
Dr. Poonpon: Low risk and high profits encourage syndicates to continue. One way to address
this is to collaborate with the judiciary for them to look at wildlife crime cases as very important.
Law enforcement should work closely with the financial punishment unit. There should be a policy
context where ASEAN ministers affirm commitment to combat wildlife crimes, and this can lead to
national legislation.
Youth Task Force, Philippines: In the ecological research on species, how do you take into account
unassessed species?
Dr. Rao: The objective focus is on species that are highly critically endangered.
5. The following experts shared their insights in the Panel Discussion:
Prof. Dr. Le Xuan Canh, Senior Researcher, Department of Remote Sensing Ecology, Institute
of Ecology and Biological Resources, Vietnam Academy of Science and Technology, recognised
that the presentation on ASAP is a very good initiative from IUCN. He hoped that in the future,
soundscape monitoring will also be adopted in other countries, particularly in ASEAN.
Dr. Harvey Locke, Chair, IUCN WCPA Beyond the Aichi Targets, recommended a cultural approach
in SEA. For instance, people in the region need to realise and appreciate that songbirds belong to
the forest rather than in cages at home.
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Session 2 attendees

Discussant Dr. Le Xuan Canh

Mr. Mohamed Shah Redza Hussein, General Manager, Royal Belum State Park, emphasised that
ASEAN should be able to link urgency to on-the-ground efforts. All the work on policy, meetings, and
others should go in tandem with enforcement on the ground. Species are dying. Protection on the
ground, such as having more park rangers, needs to be strengthened. Otherwise, we will eventually
have an unviable population. He urged participants to address the issues and stop biodiversity loss.
He also pointed out that poachers in ASEAN, the big syndicated ones, are transboundary.
Dr. Giovanni Broussard, Regional Programme Coordinator, Global Programme for Combating
Wildlife and Forest Crime, UNODC, stated that in the presentations, emphasis was given on
unsustainable exploitation of species and illegal wildlife trade as among the key drivers of the
reduction of the number of species. Soundscape is cost-effective and reduces efforts of patrolling
and monitoring manually.
6. The session featured a Gallery Walk, an exhibit-style set up, that showcased success stories from
ASEAN Heritage Parks. The Gallery Walk highlighted innovative approaches and technologies
applied for wildlife conservation. Participants were able to interact and exchange knowledge and
practices towards prevention of species loss, with the aim of contributing to the achievement of
Aichi Biodiversity Target 12. Some issues and challenges in wildlife law enforcement and habitat
monitoring were also discussed. Five stations from Cambodia, Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines,
and Thailand were featured in the Gallery Walk.
7. In the Gallery Walk presentation from Cambodia, Mr. Ton Soukhorn discussed Innovations on
Species Conservation: Addressing Illegal Activities in Virachey National Park. Virachey National
Park in north-eastern Cambodia covers 3,380.57 square kilometres in two provinces bordering Lao
PDR and Viet Nam. Based on a 2006 report, recorded wildlife in Virachey National Park includes
11 species of amphibians, 15 species of mammals, 100 species of birds, 26 species of reptiles, 37
species of fish, 19 species of katydid, and 30 species of ants.
He discussed the roles of rangers in the protection of the park, which include:
● Patrol monitoring;
● Collaboration with relevant authorities at the national level;
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●
●
●
●
●

Recording all biodiversity data;
Preparation of cases;
Social work and capacity building;
Transboundary cooperation with Viet Nam and Lao PDR for law enforcement operations; and
Community engagements with villages and nearby protected areas.

The Virachey National Parks Ecotourism Development Unit aims to develop the park as a regionally
renowned destination for ecotourism, with biodiversity conservation and ecotourism as its core
businesses. Various biodiversity conservation measures were carried out such as wildlife releasing,
wildlife monitoring, inventory, and others. The national park continues to work with IPLCs such as
the Broa and Kavet groups.
Main challenges in the park include the illegal consumptive use of natural resources by locals and
foreigners (illegal logging, mining, and fishing), limited human resources, and safety concerns for
rangers who have to venture out in bad weather conditions, and have no health insurance coverage.
The Open Forum responded to the following issues:
Question: What are the main issues and challenges in your Park?
Mr. Soukhorn: Poaching, lack of rangers, and lack of financial and technical support.
Question: How many rangers do you have in the National Park?
Mr. Soukhorn: The park has only 60 rangers for 3,380.57 square kilometres, the standard for
effective management should be 300 rangers.
Question: How many tigers do you have?
Mr. Soukhorn: We found one tiger in a camera trap in 2000, but since then we have lost track of it.
Question: How many camera traps do you have?
Mr. Soukhorn: 20 camera traps.
Question: What are the main reasons for people to continue logging in the forest?
Mr. Soukhorn: Poverty, limited education, and they only depend on timber products.
They don’t have other sources of income.
Question: What is the livelihood development activity at the national park?
Mr. Soukhorn: Community-based tourism products and services include five homestays and
tents inside the national park, which give tourists the opportunity to camp overnight in the jungle.
Moreover, we have English-speaking ranger guides and 11 Khmer-speaking community guides.
Handicrafts can be bought from local people.
Question: How do you deal with criminals who log in the parks?
Mr. Soukhorn: In the law of protected areas, there is a category according to the level of crime, and
you can bring the case to court.
Question: Do you have transboundary cooperation with Lao PDR and Viet Nam?
Mr. Soukhorn: We don’t have a Memorandum of Understanding with Viet Nam and Lao PDR, but
we do have annual meetings.
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8. In the Gallery Walk presentation from Indonesia, Mr. Adhi Nurul Hadi discussed Efforts for
Conservation of Endangered Species in Gunung Leuser National Park (GLNP). He discussed
the features of the park in terms of ecosystems, size, management regime, establishment and
recognition, flagship species, and monitoring of umbrella species. The park focuses on three main
conservation efforts:
● Monitoring – covers occupancy surveys, site monitoring (based on occupancy study), and
camera trapping and identification to estimate density and individuals, which helped produce
a tiger catalogue in partnership with a university and NGO.
● Biodiversity protection – focuses on
patrolling using Spatial Monitoring and Reporting
Tool (SMART) to manage patrols, to conduct spatial analysis, and to identify hotspot areas;
restoration of degraded areas to reintroduce wildlife species and replant endemic plants from
inside the park to degraded areas; and human-wildlife conflict mitigation.
● Law enforcement – includes addressing wildlife trafficking and collaborating with police on
investigation and prosecution of forest and wildlife crimes. Pictures of poachers caught on
camera traps are sent to police and to the community for identification of the individuals.
Challenges include lack of awareness on conservation, lack of access to technology to prevent
wildlife poaching and strengthen investigation of crimes, need for better management (increase
experience and capacity, particularly in information technology), and need for further research on
wildlife management.
The following matters were raised in the discussion with participants:
● Camera trap photographs do not enable real-time information on poaching and is not a good
tool for preventing poaching. GLNP has a vast area with dense forest but there is no signal
inside so multimedia messaging service (MMS) camera traps will not work. GLNP is working
with partners to figure out a cost-effective IT system.
● More than 10 poachers were prosecuted four to five years ago when the conservation staff
had the authority to investigate. Now the authority is with another division. Among items
seized were tiger skin and elephant ivory.
● It is challenging getting information from the community through the camera trap photos of
poachers, especially if they are relatives.
● SMART patrol helps to identify specific hotspot areas for prioritising patrolling efforts,
especially since this is a very big area.
● The population of rhinos (12 individuals) are healthy, with natural breeding, and rangers often
encounter them.
● Degraded areas being restored are places where there used to be farms. Replanting of
endemic species is done with species from within the park.
● The community patrols with the park authority. Information from the local community is
effective in law enforcement.
● Communities are given incentives to prevent them from going into the forest to source wild
flora and fauna. They are provided with livestock management programmes and training
courses for ecotourism guides, among others.
● Communities are only engaged in hotspot areas. Some communities save the forest on their
own.
● Staff (with about seven persons per group) spend 14-20 continuous days in the forest.
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9. In the Gallery Walk presentation from the Philippines, For. Daniel F. Somera, Protected Area
Superintendent, Mt. Kitanglad Range Natural Park, discussed the Landscape and Wildlife Indicators
(LAWIN) System for Wildlife Monitoring and Management. For. Somera discussed the features
of the LAWIN system, which uses an Android application and open source software to analyse
data from field observations. The system enables a timely response to observed threats to natural
forests and helps inform the management strategy for the protection of forests. The programme
was implemented in Mt. Kitanglad Range Natural Park through the Biodiversity and Watersheds
Improved for Stronger Economy and Ecosystem Resilience (B+WISER) Programme of the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
10. The following questions were raised in the Open Forum:
Question: Is the net gain of forest cover the results of active reforestation?
For. Somera: No. It was a passive restoration.
Question: How do you get volunteers? In what way do they benefit from it?
For. Somera: Volunteers, at first, do it because they like doing it, but later on, the Local Government
Unit also supported our volunteer initiative and allocates PHP 10,000.00/month (around USD 200)
for volunteers. They are also prioritised in the local government unit’s (LGU) livelihood programmes.
Question: Will the volunteers continue even if the incentive programme stops?
For. Somera: Yes, because there are other alternative fund sources supported by the LGU such as
ecotourism.
Question: Is LAWIN used all over the country? Never heard the term before, especially in IndoChina countries.
For. Somera: Yes, it’s used all over the Philippines. Mt. Kitanglad is one of the pilot project sites of
the B+Wiser project by USAID, which introduced LAWIN. It is similar to other SMART apps used by
other countries. It’s only the term that differs.
11. In the Gallery Walk from Thailand, Mr. Kanchit Srinoppawan, Superintendent, Khao Yai National
Park, discussed Crippling Illegal Wildlife Networks – NCAPS (Network-Centric Anti-Poaching
System). He related that there is an existing human-elephant conflict in the pineapple farms just
outside Khao Yai National Park since pineapple is the Asian elephants’ favourite food. This came to
the King’s knowledge so he decided to expand the park and include the farm areas for protection.
Community-based tourism was provided as a solution, both as a source of income for the people
affected, and to control the activities of tourists in the park. This is also where the application of
the NCAPS, as a preventive measure, became necessary action for the elephants’ protection and
conservation. This was done by setting up camera traps, which are monitored in real time and
placed in spots in the national park where there is high risk of illegal logging, poaching, and others.
To date, camera traps are deployed in 32 stations in the park. Carrying capacity is also applied to
lessen pressure on the park.
In cases when poachers try to destroy the camera traps in the field, park rangers are able to
immediately receive notifications on their mobiles, and are ready to act at once. Losses for
destroyed devices can be compensated by penalties paid by the offenders. This was made
possible through partnerships with telecommunications companies through their corporate social
responsibility (CSR) programmes.
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12. In the Gallery Walk presentation from Malaysia, Mr. Frankie Anak Thomas Sitam, Research
Officer, National Wildlife Forensic Laboratory, Ex situ Conservation Division, Department of Wildlife
and National Parks, discussed Applying Wildlife Forensics to improve wildlife conservation. He
shared that wildlife crime and trafficking increased drastically, and pressure from international
bodies such as CITES led to the development of wildlife forensic laboratories in Malaysia. The
commitment and interests of the Government of Malaysia facilitated the development of the
National Wildlife Forensic Laboratory (NWFL), which aims to build and provide evidence collected
from the wildlife crime scene, victims, and suspects for court prosecution.
Previously, confiscated samples from wildlife crime cases were analysed based on species
morphology. However, there are many limitations to using morphology to identify species for wildlife
crime cases. For example, it is unable to trace the origin of the seizures and identify species through
bone and meat. Now, all samples collected from wildlife crime cases are processed and analysed
by trained wildlife forensic personnel to be used as evidence in court. DNA analysis provides
more accurate results compared to morphology. This increases the value of evidence in court,
and increases the credibility of law enforcement. By using DNA forensics to analyse confiscated
samples, the department successfully prosecuted cases and gave the highest penalties, MYR 1.5
Million (USD 360,000) and two-year imprisonment, in 2019.
The NWFL also provides assistance and technical advice related to wildlife forensics to other
countries. It provides DNA analysis services (free of charge) and other technical services for other
ASEAN countries that require assistance. The NWFL also seeks further collaboration with other
countries to exchange expertise.
The Open Forum clarified the following questions:
Question: How do you build the DNA database?
Mr. Sitam: We collect samples from wildlife surveys and seizures, and built our database even
before the forensic lab was ready.
Question: What recommendations do you have to assist and set up a laboratory in Lao PDR since
this requires an enormous budget? Is it also very expensive to analyse data?
Mr. Sitam: Analysing DNA data is not just expensive but also requires expertise. NWFL can provide
trainings for Lao PDR if needed. Besides skills in DNA analysis, other skills such as collecting
samples and ability to present DNA analysis results in courts are essential. Lao PDR can also send
samples, at no cost, to NWFL for DNA analysis.
Question: How many wildlife crime cases have you analysed?
Mr. Sitam: More than 600 cases in total. Around 90 cases in 2019 (until September). I need to
emphasise that in wildlife crime cases, more samples need to be analysed.
Question: How does wildlife forensics assist in stopping wildlife poaching and enhancing
enforcement efforts?
Mr. Sitam: Wildlife forensics is unable to stop poaching or enhance enforcement efforts. It provides
evidence to prosecute in court.
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13. Synthesis of the Session
Illegal wildlife trade is recognised as one of the drivers of species extinctions and the ASEAN is
particularly vulnerable due to the high endemism of species in the region. There is a pressing need
to develop an integrated response since ASEAN is the source, transit route, and destination region
of illegal wildlife trade; and to respond to emerging trends, such as wildlife cybercrime. Another
troubling trend is the use of snares in forests, which leads to rapid population decline. These issues
have been elevated to the ministerial level, all pillars in ASEAN, and international meetings and
conventions. Collective efforts should continue to focus on demand reduction through legal literacy,
education, and public awareness; understanding that all efforts count in addressing the big picture
of wildlife crime and international trafficking, and highlighting the extinction of less iconic species.
Every effort counts and contributes to addressing the big picture of wildlife crime and international
trafficking.
14. Recommendations from the session
a. Translate policy and political will into concrete actions on the ground covering security,
economy, and socio-cultural aspects.
b. Use technology to enhance efforts in monitoring and enforcement.
c. Create an ASEAN Declaration on Critically Endangered Species.
d. Establish cross-sectoral collaboration across national and regional agencies to address
wildlife crime.
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Parallel Session 3:

Innovative Financing

1. In this session, Mr. Günther Meyer, Chief Technical Advisor, KfW-ACB Small Grants Programme,
GITEC Consult GmbH, and Dr. Pham Anh Cuong, Director, Nature and Biodiversity Conservation
Agency, Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment, Viet Nam, served as co-chairs.
2. In her presentation on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services Assessment, Economic Analysis,
and Conservation Financing (BESA++): Stocktaking for Five ASEAN Countries, Dr. Marian
Delos Angeles, Specialist, Resource Economics and Valuation of Ecosystem Services, Technical
Assistance to the ASEAN-EU BCAMP Project, NIRAS Oy International Consulting, reported on
BCAMP’s support to protected areas and AHPs in developing knowledge and building capacity
in biodiversity/ecosystem services assessment (BESA), economic analysis, especially on policy
applications and trade-offs, ecosystem services valuation, and the formulation of conservation
financing instruments (BESA++). According to Dr. Delos Angeles, there is a lack of understanding
of ecosystems services. Many ecosystems services in protected areas are undervalued and
unappreciated, which leads to unsustainable use of resources and the limited link between the
providers and users of such knowledge.
Several preparatory activities were conducted to identify knowledge gaps and extent of BESAoriented activities and studies conducted in priority BCAMP areas, such as Cambodia, Lao
PDR, Malaysia, the Philippines, and Thailand. Stocktaking was conducted by five country-based
environmental economists through interviews with key stakeholders (e.g. protected area managers,
policy-makers, researchers, academic institutions, and others). Also conducted was an examination
of the continuum of knowledge on Drivers, Pressures, State, Impacts, and Responses (DPSIR)
broadly at the national levels as expressed in the National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans
(NBSAPs), and at proposed AHP/PAs case study sites. She said that results, which were validated
through national consultation workshops, were as follows:
● Since most studies are an assessment of the state of ecosystems (85 per cent) and there
are very few on valuation and financing, these did not lead to economic instruments for
conservation financing (bonds, PES, administration fees, grants, donations, crowdsourcing,
and others).
● Analysis on ecosystems services were qualitative rather than quantitative.
● Few were refereed in journals and publications.
● Most ecosystem services studies were done by international institutions.
She also said that based on the results of the stocktaking, AMS BCAMP sites are currently preparing
concept notes for the proposed case studies:
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● Cambodia – (1) Virachey National Park (carbon stock value, institutional requirements, and
NTFP supply chain); (2) Phnom Kulen or larger Preah Chevaraman-Norodom National Park
(natural water supply PES) with the Cardamom forests as alternative study site.
● Lao PDR – (3) Nam Phouy National Biodiversity Conservation Area (valuing conservation
benefits of iconic species); (4) Phou Xieng Thong National Protected Area (cultural
ecotourism) or Nam Ha NPA (valuing tourism).
● Malaysia – (5) Endau Rompin Johor National Park (reforming fees and economic opportunities
for communities); (6) Krau Wildlife Reserve (Mt. Benon as an ecotourism destination).
● Philippines – (7) Pasonanca Natural Park (expanded conservation financing to current water
district financing); (8) Mts. Iglit-Baco Natural Park (trade-offs among conflicting uses).
● Thailand – (9) Eastern Forest Complex (valuation/analysis of nature-based tourism, humanelephant conflict (HEC), water provisioning and purification services; (10) Tarutao Marine
National Park (refine tourism valuation including damage assessment).
Dr. Delos Angeles said that these proposals will be evaluated based on the research questions,
methodology, and proposed management or policy actions. The case studies will be implemented
through a learning by doing approach, and action research that leads to instruments for conservation
financing. (The presentation appears as Annex 43).
In the Open Forum, there was a clarification on when the pilot study on ecosystem services and
valuation took place in Lao PDR. Dr. Phoupet answered that these studies were conducted in 2015
to 2016 and funded by the money from the environmental fund.
3. Ms. Annabelle C. Trinidad, Senior Technical Officer, Biodiversity Finance Initiative (BIOFIN), United
Nations Development Programme, discussed Government-initiated Mechanisms for Financing
Protected Areas. She stated that while the value of nature’s ecosystem services is pegged at USD
24 trillion, the maintenance budget required is USD 150 to USD 440 billion per year, and a current
expenditure of USD 52 billion, half of which is sourced from the public sector as domestic resource
allocation, subsidies, and Official Development Assistance. In addition, the required cost for total
ecosystem protection in the context of climate change ranges from USD 355 to USD 385 billion per
year.
BIOFIN countries show, on average, that biodiversity expenditures account for between 0.03–0.94
per cent of the Gross Domestic Product (GDP), or between 0.14–4.60 per cent of the entire public
budget. She noted that more and more financing mechanisms for protected area management
are veering towards the private sector but the government continues to be the main source for
protected area financing. She related that government must finance biodiversity conservation
because countries have signed on to the CBD and that biodiversity is a public good.
Ms. Trinidad said that BIOFIN countries (e.g., Cambodia, Malaysia, the Philippines, Thailand, and
Viet Nam) in the ASEAN region apply the BIOFIN workbook, which takes into consideration the
following:
● Policy and institutional review – looks at different sources of revenues (taxes, charges from
energy, motor vehicles, and others).
● Expenditure reviews – biodiversity expenditure review, how to attribute biodiversity spending.
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● Financial needs assessment – how much do we need – look into the NBSAPs or beyond
NBSAP if these are not quantifiable. Most, similar to protected areas, are given a regular
budget, and hence do not think of an aspirational budget.
● Finance plan – how much, what is the biodiversity impact, and others.
BIOFIN also provides the Biodiversity Catalogue, which contains 201 finance solutions across 29
countries. Twenty-five are directly related to protected area financing and the rest are financing
outside the sector (indirect reference to protected areas).
According to Ms. Trinidad, finance solutions involving the public sector do not solely focus on
generating resources and budget allocations, consistent with the framework espoused by BIOFIN.
However, she said that aside from increasing allocations, the public sector plays a significant
role in realigning expenditures harmful to biodiversity, or addressing regulatory frameworks such
as tenurial instruments, that continue to drive biodiversity losses. To address this, she cited other
ways in which government can initiate financing mechanisms such as (a) preventive expenditures
to avoid costs; (b) installing systems that deliver results more effectively and efficiently, including
results-based budgeting, aid-effectiveness, or green procurement systems; and (c) in decentralised
systems, local governments should optimise their powers and functions including imposition of fees
and taxation.
Ms. Trinidad cited some government-led finance solutions implemented by some BIOFIN countries
including the ASEAN region dealing in: (a) promotion of ecological fiscal transfers in Malaysia that
provide incentives to states with protected areas through a formulation in the distribution of national
taxes; (b) development of an investment programme for all protected areas in the Philippines with
the passing of the expanded protected area law; and (c) tapping of sovereign green sukuk (bonds)
in Indonesia for protected area management. (The presentation appears as Annex 44).
In the Open Forum, there were requests to explain the difference between a trust fund and
bioprospecting as financing mechanisms and greening the finance system. Ms. Trinidad explained
that bioprospecting may not be a finance mechanism but a scoping of small operators who are
users of biodiversity so that fees can be imposed for the use of the resources. Land trust is providing
incentives to private landowners to conserve their own lands. The greening system is practiced in
Sri Lanka and the work was started by the International Finance Corporation. The Central Bank
provides guidelines on how to green their activities, which could be financed, for commercial
banks, pensions, and others. It is outside the protected area sector, but can result in impacts on the
protected area. In Sri Lanka, they like to have a small debit card for saving endangered species,
where purchasing the credit card allows a premium to be earmarked for protection of endangered
species.
4. Mr. Paul Steele, Chief Economist, International Institute for Environment and Development,
presented Biocredits in Asia: Incentives for Inclusive Biodiversity Conservation. He shared that
biocredits are a way to finance improvements in biodiversity and provide a metric that can be
measured, tracked, and sold to raise funding, which can be used as incentives for biodiversity
conservation. Special attention in design can also result in inclusive solutions to deliver local benefits
to poor people. Mr. Steele examined the potential for developing countries to put in place a national
scheme of biocredits, which can be domestically and internationally sold, and which promotes fair
benefit sharing with rural populations. The paper draws lessons from related incentives schemes,
which exist in carbon markets, especially Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest
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Degradation (REDD+) and voluntary community carbon offsets, as well as from wider examples
of PES schemes. Much can be learned from experiences with these related incentive schemes,
which include species conservation banking (USA), eco-credits (Germany), a national PES scheme
(Costa Rica), and wildlife credits (Namibia).
Mr. Steele outlined several steps to develop a biodiversity scheme for developing countries with
four key building blocks needed to implement such a scheme:
●
●
●
●

Simple, transparent, and cost-effective design
Active government participation in implementation
Market engagement to attract buyers and generate sales
Inclusive and fair benefits for local people

He said that with the growing emphasis on biodiversity in the run-up to the 2020 United Nations
Biodiversity Conference, it is likely that interest in incentive-type mechanisms, such as biocredits,
will only grow. Mr. Steele said that if done properly, biocredits may develop into a viable option to
improve biodiversity conservation and reduce poverty. (The presentation appears as Annex 45).
In the Open Forum, clarifications were made on the following issues:
● Difference between biobanks and biocredits – There is a biobank in Malaysia that is similar,
because you need a biobank to make sure that biocredit works.
● Difference between REDD+ and biocredit – It is performance-based; you have to measure
the impact on biodiversity improvements through these credits, and identify what is improving.
You can also sell this. For instance, in South Africa, they have been selling rhino bones.
Conservation fields tend to focus on inputs (plans, roads, and others) but do not know the
performance of wildlife and biodiversity.
● Examples of potential buyers – It could be CSR programmes of the private sector and
companies that want to invest in biodiversity, or the general public who want to contribute to
biodiversity conservation. The biocredits scheme per se is a new concept.
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● Biocredits as part of protected area management – There is a need for government
regulations to make sure that when communities have the development activities, it is
regulated and done within the law and policy framework.
● Why biocredits can sell while carbon credits do not – To sell biocredits, there is a need to
learn from experience, identify the buyer, determine the market through survey, and develop
a scheme to stimulate the market.
● Inclusiveness of biocredits – It can be inclusive because it gets the money back to the
communities for biodiversity protection, links to growth, and drives the market economy. The
market economy is booming, so harness the market economy to your own advantage.
5. Mr. Victor Luna Amin, Sarawak Forestry Corporation, Malaysia, discussed Promoting Sustainable
Financing through Implementing Park Guiding Training and Licensing System in Sarawak National
Parks, Malaysia. The required park guard training and licensing system aid sustainable ecotourism
in the parks. Ecotourism is increasingly promoted in national parks as a “positive force” for
conservation and development, which has resulted in pressures on protected areas to enhance
visitor satisfaction and mitigate impacts on biodiversity. Sarawak National Parks implemented
the Park Guiding Service Framework as a centerpiece of ecotourism activities to strike a balance
between enhanced visitor experience, ecological sustainability, and economic sustainability.
The scheme focuses on park guides as frontliners to communicate the concept of responsible
ecotourism by influencing the attitudes, beliefs, opinions, and behaviour of visitors. Through the
Park Guiding and Licensing System, park guides are taught to trigger curiosity, interest, and
appreciation of visitors on the park and its resources. They are also guided in influencing visitor
behaviour in sustaining the park by promoting ecotourism activities by word of mouth, donating
funds for conservation, and being responsible tourists. The guide training courses were launched
in 2007 and comprise classes, field studies, and practical simulated guide walks. The guides are
awarded the license after the training, which is renewable every three years.
Mr. Amin stated that well-designed interpretative nature communication can make a difference in
how tourists think, feel, and behave with respect to the place or thing being interpreted. If done
properly, the training and employment of guides can be a good business investment. There is a
need to devote more attention and resources in developing human capital for this tool to be applied
in a wider tourism marketplace. This is particularly important as park guides are key frontliners in

Session 3 attendees
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affecting visitors’ value, attitudes, and perceptions towards responsible and sustainable ecotourism.
(The presentation appears as Annex 46).
In the Open Forum, questions were raised on the percentage of the revenue that go back to
park management; where the training fees go; and is the ecotourism-park guiding and licensing
system specific to the park or also true for other areas. Mr. Amin said that the fees generated from
ecotourism, specifically the entrance fees, go directly to the government and are devoted to park
management, while income from other services, such as boat rides, go to the management agent.
Training fees are used to subsidise training costs. The guide training and licensing system is only
implemented in Sarawak National Parks.
6. In the Panel Discussion, Dr. Naw May Lay Thant, Wildlife Conservation Society-Myanmar, stated
that Myanmar has just established the Myanmar Biodiversity Trust Fund. He said that policy support
is important for financing. In the Myanmar context, a new law permits sustainable financing for
protected areas and legislators are not just meant to create new laws – they must also enforce
them. He emphasised that capacity building is needed, particularly in PES. It requires engaging
legislators, park managers, local partners, and academic institutions to make long-term plans.
Financing schemes need to be transparent to encourage sustainable financing for long-term
implementation of plans. There is also a need for specific training, such as park guiding, since
this may be effective in biodiversity conservation and may be adopted in the protected areas in
Myanmar.
Dr. Phouphet Kyophilavong, National University of Laos, said innovative financing would not
mean anything if it cannot be implemented; hence, it is important to keep it simple. He added that
there is a gap in the studies in biodiversity evaluation since these are not usually done in developing
countries. He added that the problem is in implementing the law and regulation. Laws already exist,
but these are not being implemented properly because of conflict of interest. He asked if there are
mechanisms to address such difficulties. In terms of biocredits, he asked if this is being implemented
and if potential buyers have been identified. He also lauded the Park Guiding and Licensing System
in Sarawak National Park as an excellent programme, and inquired if there was a punishment for
licensed park guides who do not follow guidelines.

Questions and comments were raised by participants of the session.
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In response, Dr. Delos Angeles said that collaboration needs to be catalysed. It has to detect
personalities because such work needs a level of humility and working in collaboration needs good
relationships.
Ms. Trinidad shared that it is important to start a conversation, find champions and entry points, and
see where to establish co-benefits. Use the problem as pressure points, especially when talking to
politicians.
Mr. Amin stated that a fine is levied on those found guilty under the law.
7. Synthesis of the session
Governments must fund biodiversity conservation not only to meet their commitments under the
CBD, but also because biodiversity is a “public good”. There is a huge disparity between the
estimated value of natural assets (at USD 24 trillion) with the required financing of biodiversity
conservation pegged at USD 150 to USD 440 billion, and the meager actual expenditure of USD 52
billion a year or 11.8–34.6 per cent of required biodiversity conservation financing. Experts estimate
that the required cost for total ecosystem protection in the context of climate change ranges from
USD 355 to USD 385 billion per year. To support biodiversity conservation, several innovative
schemes, initiatives, tools, and options are available or are being utilised, including:
● Stocktaking on BESA activities, and studies to address knowledge gaps in ecosystem
services assessment, valuation, and others;
● Financing solutions such as BIOFIN process and financial solutions, biocredits, ecosystems
offsets, and debt instrument in Indonesia; and
● Capacity building through BESA activities in five BCAMP pilot areas in the ASEAN, BIOFIN
webinars, and site-based activities that contribute to sustainability (e.g. park guiding training
in Sarawak National Parks).
In applying innovative financing, models are very helpful to simplify things, and there should be a
strong pledge to knowledge-based solutions. In many cases, there are gaps between the provider
and user of knowledge, and this requires proper communication so that all parties speak the same
language.
8. Recommendations from the session
a. Integrate overall considerations in implementing innovative financing solutions:
● Responses and tools to address gaps in financing
● Institutional and legal aspects
● Government leadership with support from the private sector, NGOs, research and
academic institutions
● Consultation and participation of indigenous peoples and local communities
● Biodiversity-friendly policies and safeguards
b. In conducting ecosystem services analysis, it is necessary to address the imbalance between
traditional ecosystem services to be supplemented by a thorough analysis.
c. Governments should provide more support in operationalising available innovative financing
tools by institutionalising legal frameworks.
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Parallel Session 4:

Business and Biodiversity

1. The session was co-chaired by Dr. Inthavy Akkharath, Lao PDR, and Dr. Thamasak Yeemin,
Thailand.
2. Mr. Paul Steele, Chief Economist, International Institute for Environment and Development,
discussed Natural Capital: Into Private Sector Business Processes. To differentiate between natural
capital and business, natural capital includes renewable resources (e.g. land, water, forests) and
non-renewable resources (e.g. minerals). Business depends on natural capital but also impacts
on natural capital. In reporting, accounting, and materiality of natural capital investment, many
large companies have sustainability reporting. Most focus on climate change, and less on natural
capital. While it is already being practiced, only a limited number of companies conduct corporate
accounting for natural capital.
Risks to supply chains and consumer reputations come from unsustainable natural capital
investment. There is mixed progress in commodities, food, and retailers, for instance in the
certification of palm oil. There is little progress in fisheries and textiles, while banks and financiers
are becoming more active. Still, there are opportunities for new products from sustainable natural
capital, such as organic agriculture (e.g., certified rice, coffee, vegetables, and other food products),
ecotourism, and herbal products.
Mr. Steele also shared initiatives in ASEAN on natural capital. These include: (a) an ASEAN
Secretariat initiative supported by the EU; (b) development of a natural capital platform; (c)
promotion of natural capital in the private and public sectors; (d) a status review to be conducted on
natural capital in the next five months; and (e) conduct of the Natural Capital Forum from 27 to 28
November 2019. (The presentation appears as Annex 47).
The Open Forum generated the following discussion:
Question: How can you put values on these ecosystem services in natural capital? Because when
this is possible, policy-makers will be listening.
Mr. Steele: If you put economic units into physical capital such as ecological and physical units of
species, amount of forests, soil fertility, and others, these are very powerful for politicians. There are
different methods of putting values.
Malaysia: How do we get shareholders to ensure management as a key criteria and not as the
bottomline? Maximising returns to shareholders is not the number one goal; sustainability is number
one. But if it is reaping maximum profit, how do you get to that point so shareholders know that it
becomes sustainable?
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Mr. Steele: If there is consumer awareness and awareness of the production, then companies in
ASEAN develop consumer awareness, environmental consciousness in purchasing, and make
sure that consumers are aware of these issues.
Mr. Sarne: Would ASEAN studies on natural capital also factor in supporting micro-businesses and
small and medium enterprises (SME) and involve them in natural capital?
Mr. Steele: There is a need to look at all the shareholders in the supply chain. In ecotourism, there
is community-based tourism, which is composed of SMEs. Organic farming is also smaller and
medium scale. There are a number of SMEs that are using natural capital sustainably.
Bayu Ronggo, Indonesia: Biochemical prospecting may be developed commercially – what do you
think of this issue?
Mr. Steele: There are protocols in the CBD regarding access and benefit sharing, but what you
said about its potential, about capturing the values of these biochemical resources and profit and
studying how to share the benefits, should be important.
3. In his presentation on Doing Business in Protected Areas: Sustainable Development and Sharing
Benefit, Mr. Duis Kandayon, President, Kadamaian Tourism Association (KATA), Malaysia,
discussed their experience in conducting tourism activities done by communities in the conservation
area of Kadamaian in Sabah Parks. The communities are capable of driving the economy, while at
the same time helping the government protect biodiversity and the environment. These efforts are
translated into every tourism activity. In 2014, several individuals in Kadamaian began to explore
commercialising tourism in this area to provide economic benefits to villagers. The community
established the KATA, which aims to coordinate tourism development in Kadamaian, focusing on
developing Community-Based Tourism (CBT) and tourism awareness through various workshops,
courses, and seminars; developing tourism products; and promoting tourism for national level
recognition. Since 2016, the CBT has been working hard to develop tourism, and began receiving
tourists in early 2017.
There are now 60 successful CBT entrepreneurs under KATA, which received the ASEAN
Community-Based Tourism (CBT) Standard from the ASEAN tourism sector in 2019.
Mr. Kadayon highlighted conservation as one of the 10 principles of CBT, and that five per cent of
every CBT income must be kept as a conservation fund used for mutual funds, tree planting, and
hygiene, among others. Further, the CBT involved in using the Sabah Parks area as a tourism
product is constantly working with the government agency to protect and control affected areas. In
terms of benefit sharing, tourism activities have created economic opportunities for the community.
In addition to earning income, CBT activities created job opportunities for communities as guides,
staff in registrations, hygiene workers, and others. There are also market opportunities for handicraft
and agricultural products. (The presentation appears as Annex 48).
The following issues were discussed in the Open Forum:
Question: Does all the income go back to the community?
Mr. Kadayon: For Sabah, they have honorary park rangers, but the fund comes from a separate
budget, not from the government.
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Question: How do you ensure that negative impacts on the park from the influx of tourists are being
addressed?
Mr. Kadayon: There are guidelines set for the park guides, and there are regulations in the park
on what tourists can and cannot do. The rules are in place in certain locations of the park. For very
sensitive areas, tourists are limited to a certain number following the concept of carrying capacity.
4. In his presentation Toward Bantimurung Bulusaraung National Park as a World Class Tourism
Destination, Ir. Yusak Mangetan, M.A.B., Head of Bantimurung Bulusaraung National Park
Office, Indonesia, introduced the efforts of Bantimurung Bulusaraung National Park in integrating
ecotourism, conservation, and collaboration with stakeholders. The park’s policy is to protect the
karst ecosystem, abundance of biodiversity, presence of endemic Sulawesi vegetation and wildlife,
and cave hydrological system. Its vision is to become a world-class karst ecotourism destination. In
addition, it aims to optimise the park’s ecosystem services through uniqueness-based ecotourism
(karst ecotourism); increase ecosystem function as catchment area and natural laboratory for
science and knowledge development, conservation education, and research; and embody the ideal
Bantimurung Bulusaraung National Park management.
Mr. Mangetan showcased the “seven wonders” of the park, which they promote for ecotourism
because of their uniqueness, attractive representation, developed tourism site, and partnership and
cooperation potentials. These are:
a. Leang Lonrong – Cave with underground water, good for water recreation
b. Leang-leang Cave – Prehistoric cave
c. Bulusaraung Mountain – Provides opportunities for hiking to the 1,353-metre high summit,
camping with beautiful scenery camping, and seeing the wildlife
d. Leang Pute Cave – Cave has a depth of 270 metres.
e. Bantimurung Tourism site – Includes waterfall, Helena sky bridge, butterfly sanctuary, caves,
and water recreation
f. Pattunuang Assue – Includes sky camp, sky walk, via ferrata, Bisseang Labboro, camping,
and hiking
g. Karaenta – Attractions are primary tropical rainforest and wildlife species such as macaques,
tarsier, hornbills, and others.

Presentation by Mr. John Roberts
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Tourism trends in the park from 2014 to 2018 indicate a decrease in international visitors due to
changes in tourism visitation rules, and decrease in local visitors due to changes in entrance fees
and management.
Conservation principles are applied in the park through:
●
●
●
●
●

Community inclusion in local tourism site management;
Intergovernmental partnership in ecotourism development;
Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) on waste system in Bulusaraung tourism site;
Key species monitoring and study;
Butterfly breeding and education; and carrying capacity study of the park.

He also identified problems and challenges in the park, including mass tourism, waste and sewage
system, promotion and marketing, human resources capacity, and effective partnership in park
management.
Mr. Mangetan stated that to promote tourism in national parks, it is important to:
● Encourage effective collaboration; create more effective and efficient promotion
and marketing;
● Establish partnerships on waste and sewage management;
● Build local and national tourism networks;
● Increase human resources and local agent capacity; and
● Ensure community inclusion and participation. (The presentation appears as Annex 49).
The Open Forum clarified the following questions:
Question: How did you arrive at lessening the number of tourists and increasing the entrance fees?
Mr. Mangetan: The carrying capacity of the park was studied and we created new regulations to
increase the entrance fees.
Question: How do you determine the rate of fees for foreigners and locals?
Mr. Mangetan: This should be done through a willingness to pay study.
5. In the presentation on Harnessing High End Tourism for Conservation, by Mr. John Roberts,
Director, Sustainability and Conservation, Minor International Group, Thailand, discussed models
of tourism and how large companies or hotels can help ecotourism. Minor Hotels has a five-year
plan which commits that “Every Non-Urban Resort to Support at least one Long-Term Conservation
Project”. High-end tourism goes hand in hand with community-based ecotourism. Its inherent
advantages include low guest numbers, which translate to low impact, and guests are more likely to
donate more to conservation and have more influence at home.
Some of the achievements of Minor Hotels include the Cardamom Tented Camp, a not-for-profit
tented camp in the Cardamom Ecosystem, which started in 2013 after talks with Wildlife Alliance.
The camp was made available through a long lease and covers 18,000 hectares that provide
habitats for endangered species. Minor Hotels supported the establishment of such protection,
including two ranger stations, support for 14 rangers, anti-snaring mechanisms, regular patrols, and
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camera traps. The project has also brought the community on board, with 90 per cent of staff within
a 50-kilometre radius of the camp; food for guests and staff are sourced locally; and with a rented
base camp located in the local village. The camp pays taxes and contributes to the local economy.
Mr. Roberts cited examples of efforts in other effective Area-Based Conservation Measures,
specifically the East African Community Wildlife Management Areas & Conservancies. This
is typically established in large areas of land leased from local communities and managed for
conservation, and funded in part by tourism, concession fees, bednight fees, and entrance fees.
However, this may not be directly applicable in ASEAN since large areas of community land are
uncommon, there is lower community cohesion, and laws are not yet in place to allow such a project.
What might work in ASEAN could be a project patterned after the Nepal Community Forest Model,
which was established in buffer zone land that is community owned and controlled, used by wildlife
and the community for grazing and collection of non-timber forest products (NTFPs), and has high
Human-Wildlife Conflict (HWC) incidences. After the intervention, some buffer zone committees
turned to conservation. Grazing or NTFP collection were discontinued, high tourism entry fees were
collected, high-end and community lodges were built in the village, and low incidences of HWC
were recorded. Mr. Roberts stated some areas are already using the same process, and that the
model could work in strong communities that have high incidence of HWC, low agricultural income,
and high tourism potential.
He added that tourism operators are attracted to OECMs or protected areas because of the potential
for exclusivity (limited number of people allowed), available infrastructure (proximity to roads and
airports), and good return of investment. Companies such as Minor Hotels bring international
reputation, marketing, service standards, and training. (The presentation appears as Annex 50).
Some issues were clarified during the Open Forum:
Question: This is one of the best examples where the private sector can contribute. When you look
for a potential site, you look for rich biodiversity and accessibility, or those with low awareness, and
others.
Mr. Roberts: This may depend on the hotel managers looking for areas, but for me, I will go for
reasonable access, a low-biodiversity area for as long as you can keep the visitors out. I will build a
lodge where there is minimal impact, reasonable access, in a low biodiversity, robust area, so that
you will reduce the impact on biodiversity, but will also give a feel of nature and the jungle.
6. Mr. Aung Thuya, Assistant Director, Forest Department, Thanintharyi Nature Reserve Project
(TNRP), Thanintharyi Division, Myanmar, discussed Biodiversity Conservation: Beyond Corporate
Social Responsibility. Biodiversity conservation management activities in TNRP aim to engage and
support stakeholders; develop infrastructure and capacity of staff; support best practice in other
protected areas in Myanmar’s protected area network; and implement a long-term strategy for
financial, social, and political sustainability. CSR Programmes of TNRP include:
● Microfinance programme (revolving fund) – Initiated in 2011, this facilitated a total of 980
Lakhs to 18 villages; 650 Lakhs to 12 Community Forest villages; and 330 Lakhs to six nonCommunity Forest villages.
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The presentations generated discussions with the participants.

A participant provides feedback on the presentation.

● Support for easy access to water (water pipelines and water tanks) – began in 2014, seven
villages around TNR were given assistance (two in Southern TNR, three in Central TNR, and
two in Northern TNR).
● Livelihood development trainings – Trainings on sustainable collection of NTFPs and
production of value-added products; farming techniques and organic fertiliser; animal
husbandry (pigs, poultry, and others); market links and market access; and community based
ecotourism products development.
● Support for community-based tourism development – Training and financial support were
provided for community-based tourism development and activities.
● Support for home garden and Community Forestry development – provision of elephant foot
yam tubers, organic fertiliser, and mower, among others.
● Seedling distribution – Cash crop species (5,000 seedlings per year) and tree species
(70,000 seedlings per year).
(The presentation appears as Annex 51).
7. In the Panel Discussion, Dr. Rogelio Andrada II of the Makiling Center for Mountain Ecosystems,
Philippines, stated the presentations provided good examples of how the private sector can be a
driving force for conservation. Good tools were presented, such as the natural accounting tool. The
key points are transparency, open communication, open-mindedness, and pride; if we’re not proud
of these areas, how can we protect them? Everybody has to be on the same page. AHPs are not
just biophysical but also refer to ASEAN heritage, so it is important to look at social impacts. It is
also good to see that the business sector is getting involved in conservation.
Mr. Daring Laban, Sabah Parks, Malaysia, asked, “How can biodiversity benefit national parks?”
Non-sustainable natural capital has to be addressed, and the connection of natural capital and
payment for ecosystem services should be clear. Stakeholders should be involved in CSR, or share
in the responsibility of protecting the parks. There is a need to empower and involve local people,
communities, and the private sector.
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Mr. Phouphet Kyophilavong, National University of Laos, stated that in relation to incentives or
subsidies, there is a need to encourage the involvement of the private sector. How can we share the
benefits? Guidelines for sharing benefits should be established.
The Open Forum discussed the following issues:
Question: What would be the best for communities to build their capacities so that they can
participate?
Mr. Roberts: An outside source can come in, and by mandate they should capacitate or train
the communities. They can train the communities on hotel management and hosting, and then
eventually they can put up their own lodging houses.
Mr. Victor Amin, Malaysia: In terms of CEPA skills, can we look at a standard guideline as ASEAN in
terms of Benefit-Sharing in ecotourism?
Mr. Andrada: There are many best practices in the region. It is just a matter of collecting them,
identifying what works, determining which elements are working, looking at what should be set
aside; conducting continuous discussions, exchanging ideas, and then agreeing. What the ACB
is doing is good to expose these experiences and learn from them, and keep in touch with fellow
managers because that’s what’s missing with the heritage parks. There should be constant regular
communication with fellow managers and collaboration with the managers.
Dr. Inthavy: What kind of mechanism do you have in your country, a government decree or law?
For PES, investment models, and others?
Response: Funding is a problem, but all parks are key areas where ecosystem services are given
to industries but these are underdeveloped. More should be done. There is some semblance of
PES, but it’s not really PES. CSR is not PES. PES is underdeveloped in the region.
Response: There is no law in PES in Lao PDR.
Dr. Theresa Mundita S. Lim, Executive Director, ACB: We take note of the possibilities and
opportunities. The ACB is mandated to facilitate such policy discussions and nothing should stop
us from having national discussions and sharing them in various platforms. We need to gather all
of these experiences and formulate, together with partners, a common framework. It’s very good
that we are working with each other. The support of the Centre will be to come out with a guideline
and document all of these, working with the AMS to make sure that all these experiences will be
consolidated so that these can be translated into something useful for a national policy or a regional
policy framework that will also be very useful.
8. Synthesis of the Session
There remains room for enhancing awareness on how businesses both affect and depend on
natural capital, and how impacts on natural capital create both costs and benefits for business
and society in ASEAN. Several opportunities for new products, from sustainable natural capital,
such as organic agriculture, ecotourism, and the production and sale of herbal and other BBPs,
are gaining traction. These involve small and medium-scale enterprises at the same time. The
activities conducted in protected areas that respond to corporate social responsibility address
not just involvement of communities, but highlights sustainability. Community-based tourism, in
particular, has a huge potential for generating income for IPLCs, while at the same time protecting
and conserving flora and fauna. It assures greater inclusion of stakeholders in the conservation of
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the protected area. There are impacts in ecotourism, but when communities are engaged, these
impacts will be managed better. Community, park management, and private sector collaboration
will lead to the creation of more effective and efficient promotion and marketing. High-end tourism
can also work hand-in-hand with community-based tourism and ecotourism. The model of Minor
Hotels in Thailand that combines OECMs with high-end tourism, and their five-year plan of Every
Non-Urban Resort to Support at least one long-term Conservation project, is a good example of
combining private sector business with conservation efforts.
9. Recommendations from the session
a.
b.
c.
d.

Establish regional legal frameworks for ecotourism.
Translate positive experiences in business and biodiversity into a regional policy framework.
Develop a framework for the payment of ecosystem services in protected areas.
Enhance communication, education, and public awareness campaigns for tourists and other
stakeholders.

From left to right: Dr. Rogelio T. Andrada II, Mr. Duis Kandayon, Mr. Yusak Mangetan, Dr. Thamasak Yeemin, Dr. Inthavy Akkharath, Dr. Theresa Mundita S. Lim,
Mr. Phouphet Kyophilavong, Mr. Paul Steele, Dr. Mary Kristerie A. Baleva, Mr. John Roberts, Mr. Daring Bin Laban, Mr. Aung Thu Ya, and Mr. Jürgen Richter
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Parallel Session 5:

Women, Youth, and IPLCs

1. The session was co-chaired by Mr. Kier Pitogo, GYBN Southeast Asia, and Ms. Mika Mei Jia Tan,
ACB-ASEAN Youth Biodiversity Programme (AYBP) Coordinator.
Mr. Daniele Alleva, Myanmar Country Director, Istituto Oikos Onlus-Myanmar, discussed
Integrating Gender in Lampi Islands Marine National Park. He provided an overview of the Istituto
Oikos and Lampi Marine National Park. The park is the only marine national park in Myanmar and
has around five resettlements. Lampi is known as the home of the Moken, the ethnic group of the
Myeik archipelago. The park has a General Management Plan (GMP) (2014–2018), which was
created with the participation and in consultation with the community, and private and public sectors.
The GMP includes gender mainstreaming, as supported by the ACB and Deutsche Gesellschaft für
Internationale Zusammenarbeit (GIZ) GmbH, and is based on the baseline data conducted prior to
the GMP development. After the baseline study, there was gender awareness and mainstreaming
training for the communities using both qualitative and quantitative data collection. The training had
four main elements: roles and responsibilities, access and control resources, traditional knowledge,
and participation in park management development and decision-making. One of the main gaps
identified was that women are not represented in the decision-making process. This resulted in
the creation of the Gender Plan of Action, which was incorporated in the GMP 2014–2018. The
action plan had three categories: conservation actions, management and stewardship actions; and
research and awareness actions.
Implementation of gender mainstreaming in management plans is important to achieve gender
targets, and support gender campaigns and women-led activities. In the past, Lampi Marine National
Park had a conservative perspective where females were prohibited to go inside the forest. After
the intervention, women (especially young females) are now able to open their own businesses
(women-led enterprise) with the start-up assistance as tour guide, staff in a local restaurant, and
others. Projects led by women socially empower other women. (The presentation appears as
Annex 52).
2. Ms. Channimol Ky, Youth Biodiversity Leader-Cambodia, discussed Young Women in Conservation.
Based on her personal experience, she realised the importance of including young females and
their perspectives in conservation. It is very strategic for young women to be conservationists, but
they face various constraints such as traditional barriers, safety concerns, and family matters. They
are also stereotyped as weak. But young women are the backbone of the nation, most importantly
in conservation efforts. To overcome the challenges, young women should be involved more and
have a strong motivation to participate in conservation efforts. To move forward, women should find
the passion, be offered an opportunity, be always ready, and be an inspirational role model. (The
presentation appears as Annex 53).
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Ms. Channimol Ky

Mr. Teodoro Brawner Baguilat

In the Open Forum, the participants were asked: How would you describe the participation of
young women in natural resource conservation in your country? What is your message/advice for
young women in conservation?
Myanmar: Gender mainstreaming is very important for conservation efforts, especially to break the
barriers of the stereotyping of women. Women, in fact, should be forefront to make a change for a
better world.
Indonesia: In two national parks, the local community is actively involved, particularly young women.
They are actively involved in the daily efforts of conservation, especially in the improvement of
livelihoods and access to the resources of the forest. They also actively participate in raising
awareness of the importance of conservation for improving livelihoods for communities. Women
also have specific income generating activities, particularly in the tourism sector.
3. In his presentation on Indigenous Community Conservation Areas: An Overview, Mr. Teodoro
Brawner Baguilat, Jr., President, Indigenous Community Conserved Area Consortium, Philippines,
said that is important to engage government agencies in conservation efforts. Indigenous peoples
are important and should be counted in conservation efforts because they are living right in the front
line of biodiversity and conservation. Why are ICCAs important for indigenous peoples? Because
they define the identity, coverage, and extent of indigenous territories of life; provide habitats for
nature and host environmentally critical areas; and sustain life. ICCAs in the Philippines include
sacred sites and natural features, indigenous territories, and cultural landscapes and seascapes.
ICCAs are areas where specific indigenous peoples or local communities are closely concerned
about the area (related to them culturally and/or because of livelihoods). Such communities are
major players – i.e. hold power (de facto or de jure) – in deciding, implementing, and enforcing
management decisions. The voluntary management decisions and efforts of such communities
achieve conservation results, although their intention may not necessarily relate to conservation.
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Open Forum

Feedback and questions were encouraged during the role play.

The major challenge to ICCAs is the lack of understanding and prejudice from government agencies
and non-indigenous peoples. There should be greater effort to legalise ICCAs in the Philippines.
Mr. Baguilat stressed that for indigenous peoples, conservation is a way of life. It is part of their
worldview, and ICCAs are the heart of the ancestral domain.
ICCAs have long been established and existing in the Philippines. The indigenous peoples have
been living in their ancestral domain for thousands of years, before colonialism, and the state. It is
important to include ICCAs as a great player in conservation efforts, particularly since there is a big
overlap between ICCAs and Key Biodiversity Areas. (The presentation appears as Annex 54).
4. Mr. Mark E. Raquino, Youth Biodiversity Leader, Philippines, discussed Youth and Indigenous
Peoples Leading Conservation. His presentation focused on Aurora Province, which is at the centre
of the Sierra Madre Biodiversity Corridor and the North Philippine Sea Marine Bioregion. Three
indigenous peoples are found in the area, specifically Egongot, Agta, and Alta. Indigenous peopleinitiated conservation efforts include establishing a biodiversity monitoring baseline for ancestral
domains; law enforcement and patrolling; conducting indigenous people-centred environmental
law enforcement trainings and traditional wildlife rescue; IP conservation and protection planning;
rainforestation activities; and reporting and strategic planning with the Department of Environment
and Natural Resources of the Philippines. Major challenges are death threats to forest guards and
limited equipment.
The main message of the presentation is that the youth are allies of biodiversity, not the other way
around. There is a strong link between indigenous peoples’ values, practices, knowledge systems,
and scientific understanding of biodiversity conservation. (The presentation appears as Annex 55).
5. Group Role Play discussions were then held to discuss women, youth, and IPLC issues in
biodiversity conservation, which were facilitated by Mr. Daniele Alleva, Istituto Oikos Onlus; Mr.
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Narong Kongiad, Hat Chao Mai-Mu Ko Libong National Park, Thailand; Ms. Alcila Afflin, Youth
Task Force; and Mr. Teodoro Brawner Baguilat, Jr., ICCA Consortium.
Lessons learned on the role-playing include the following:
a. Though this was the first time for the ACB to conduct discussions using role-playing, the ACB
understood the complexity and challenges of the programme, especially in the preparation
as well as the last minute decisions that had to be made during the conference.
b. The main challenge was the limited number of interested participants in the session. As such,
the team made the decision to change the scenarios in the role-playing.
c. The group achieved its main goal since everyone participated actively in the discussion.
There was initial apprehension that the scenario was too complicated for the participants, but
in fact all of the participants said that the scenario was reflective of the real situation on the
ground.
d. The contribution of the youth and IP participants was another “plus factor” to the success of
the role-playing activity.
6. Synthesis of the session
When it comes to conservation, the contribution of women matters. Understanding the gender
dimension in conservation is very important as it brings in new perspectives and approaches
to managing and conserving biodiversity. Indigenous peoples and local communities are also
significant partners in conservation, as areas with the highest biodiversity are those that are
managed by IPLCs, which are Indigenous and Communities Conserved Areas or the Territories of
Life. It is crucial to acknowledge different knowledge systems as traditional knowledge complements
science in biodiversity conservation and management. IPLCs, women, and the youth are enabling
sectors that turn challenges into strengths and should be recognised and involved in decisionmaking processes at all levels.

Role-playing activity
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Parallel Session 6:

Sustainable Livelihoods and
Biodiversity-based Products

1. Mr. Kong Kimsreng, Ministry of Environment-Cambodia, and Ms. Bianca Schlegel, GFA
Consulting Group, served as co-chairs of the session.
2. In his presentation on Participatory Guarantee System (PGS): an option for forestry stakeholders,
Mr. Jusupta Tarigan, Executive Director, Non-Timber Forest Products-Exchange Programme
(NTFP-EP), shared that PGS is a locally-focused quality assurance system that certifies producers
based on active participation of stakeholders and built on a foundation of trust, social networks,
and knowledge exchange. PGS is an alternative guarantee scheme that can answer the need for a
credible quality certification system that is not too difficult for small producers to apply.
Mr. Tarigan explained that the PGS rattan system and standard in Indonesia was developed through
research, interviews, and discussions with stakeholders at the district and national levels. Several
group discussions and workshops were held to gather inputs and feedback from farmers, weavers,
government officials, scientists, and representatives of NGOs and the private sector. The standard
developed consists of five criteria: legality, production sustainability, ecological sustainability, sociocultural factors, and traceability. The PGS for rattan was successfully pilot tested in the villages of
Eheng in Kalimantan and Namo in Central Sulawesi.
The main challenges of the PGS system for rattan include the following:
●
●
●
●
●
●

Initial difficulties for weavers to do regular recording and reporting;
Different levels of understanding of the system among stakeholders;
Ensuring the durability of the system;
Ability to cover all costs in the future;
Need to institutionalise the system; and
Perception that all certification systems are complicated and expensive.

There are plenty of opportunities for PGS for rattan. There are still 222 other villages with rattan
gardens in Kutai Barat district alone, not to mention 9 other districts in the province of East
Kalimantan, and other Kalimantan provinces. The potential for expansion across the island is
still large. The demand for sustainability and traceability is growing, and there is also increasing
understanding of PGS systems in the private sector. There is government interest to join the PGS
process, as well as PGS for other NTFPs.
Lessons learned for the PGS rattan system include the following:
a. Continuing engagement is needed at all levels of government to participate and to receive
recognition from the government.
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b. Decentralisation and distribution of skills and knowledge of documentation and other aspects
of the PGS process is important to maintain the system and maintain cost effectiveness.
c. Collaboration of government and non-government parties at the regional Asia and ASEAN
level is important to strengthen the PGS initiative.
The recommendations for PGS in the BBPs and NTFP sector in the ASEAN are to:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.

Have more PGS learning meetings with a larger multi-stakeholder wood group.
Develop and adopt standards with various stakeholders.
Develop the scheme by creating a national and local body.
Draft and approve a policy to support PGS for BBPs and NTFPs.
Conduct information campaigns about PGS for BBPs and NTFPs.
Pilot test the PGS.

(The presentation appears as Annex 56).
3. Mr. Pham Van Nam, Vice-Director, Ba Be National Park, Viet Nam, discussed Honey Value Chain
Development for Livelihood Improvement and Biodiversity Protection in Ba Be AHP. He described
the results and impacts of the regional ASEAN-German Cooperation project Biodiversity-based
Products (BBP) as an Economic Source for the Improvement of Livelihoods and Biodiversity
Protection in Viet Nam. The BBP project titled Honey Value Chain Development for Livelihood
Improvement and Biodiversity Protection in Ba Be AHP was implemented by Ba Be National Park
and Thai Nguyen University of Agriculture and Forestry. It aimed to develop the honey value chain
to generate more jobs and additional incomes for local beekeeping households in Ba Be National
Park; and contribute to sustainable use and management of natural resources and biodiversity
protection in the park.
Project impacts include:
● Improved livelihoods for 44 beekeeping households. Incomes of these households also
increased from VND 15 million to VND 30 million (USD 650 to USD 1,250) in 2018. This
figure is expected to increase as the number of beehives grow every year;
● Supported poor households in Ba Be National Park area with stable income and contribution
to economic growth;
● Created more jobs for local people, and lessened social evils in the area.
● Improved the awareness and perception of local people on conserving and protecting
biodiversity;
● Reduced law violations and illegal exploitation and harvest of forest products from the park;
● Diversified tourism products of Ba Be National Park to attract more visitors;
● Supported the implementation of economic development policies on agriculture;
● Contributed to development in the area;
● Contributed to the protection of the ecological environment of Ba Be National Park;
● Contributed to the improvement of the natural landscape of the park;
● Developed beekeeping to mitigate the use of chemical fertilisers and pesticides in agricultural
production, contributing to cleaning up the natural environment in the area.
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Lessons learned and recommendations from the project are:
● It is important to select biodiversity value chain interventions that are feasible within a given
timeframe with the resources available.
● Estimate project objectives and goals exactly, appropriate to realistic conditions such as
timeframe, budget, local resources, and others.
● Promote the engagement of stakeholders and partners in the value chain to have the highest
efficiency.
● Always consider beekeepers (farmers) as the centre of the value chain.
● Manage the local market to avoid and eliminate fake and low-quality products to sustain the
development of products.
● Ensure cooperation between the local government and beekeeping association to expand
the development of the honey value chain (policies, financial support, and market extension).
● Provide beekeepers advanced knowledge and experience of caring for bees, as honey bees
are very sensitive to weather events.
● AHPs should develop this honey value chain not only for its economic value but also for its
benefits to biodiversity conservation.
● Aside from developing park management plans, it is also necessary to create production
activities that create additional incomes for households living in the parks that are also
effective measures to protect the park.
(The presentation appears as Annex 57).
4. Mr. Souvanpheng Phommasane, Agro-Forestry and Development Consultant, Lao PDR, in his
presentation on The Bamboo Value Chain in Nam Ha National Park in Lao PDR, described the
results and impacts of the regional ASEAN-German Cooperation BBP in Lao PDR. The BBP project
was implemented in Nam Ha NPA with the government (Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry and
Ministry of Industry and Commerce and their line agencies, Forest Research Centre, and District
Lao Women´s Union) and private sector (Bamboo Traders Association [BTA] and Bamboo Traders
Network [BTN]) as the main implementing partners.

Mr. Kong Kimsreng

Mr. Jusupta Tarigan
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The main results and achievements in the bamboo value chain development are:
a. Value added: New bamboo production established – from making small household items and
selling bamboo shoots to professional furniture and handicraft production.
b. Socio-economic impact: Steadily increasing, stable income through bamboo production
c. Biodiversity impacts:
● Village forest management plan developed and implemented with villagers (e.g.
calculation of sustainable take offs and rotational harvesting of bamboo).
● So far ca.180 hectares forest better protected.
● Less slash and burn and reduced hunting activities.
The main challenges during the bamboo value chain development include:
● The difficulty of the development of community ownership for project activities; hesitation of
some villagers to work together as group;
● Need to conduct a sound baseline survey before project implementation to later measure
progress and improvements as a result of the interventions; and
● Difficulty of market access, for example to Vientiane, due to lack of infrastructure and
transport opportunities.
This project has developed an effective bamboo value chain approach for Lao PDR and other AMS.
While new for Lao PDR, this approach benefitted villagers. who have learned new skills in bamboo
furniture and handicraft production. With new business and organisation skills, villagers, who
are actively involved in sustainable forest management in the buffer zone of Nam Ha NPA create
positive impacts on biodiversity while increasing their income in a fairly short time.
The project’s next step is to collaborate with Petroleum Trading Lao Public Company in promoting
the development of biodiversity-based value chain in other Nam Ha villages. This project will
promote the one-plus-four policy: the villagers are responsible for labor and the company will be
responsible for capital investment, technical and capacity building, marketing, and machineries for
processing bamboo.
Mr. Phommasane provided the following recommendations:
● The government, NGOs, private sector, and other concerned units should work together to
replicate the BBP value chain approach in other national protected areas in Lao PDR.
● The Department of Forestry (DOF) should develop policy incentives to motivate investors to
engage in biodiversity-based productions in buffer zone areas in national protected areas.
● The Integrated Conservation of Biodiversity and Forests project to continue its support in
scaling up the approach in other districts in Luang Namtha.
(The presentation appears as Annex 58).
5. Ms. Mao Moniratana, a Cambodian consultant, discussed Handicraft Production in the Buffer
Zone of Phnom Kulen National Park, Cambodia through the BBP Value Chain Approach Using an
Invasive Vine Species. She described the results and impacts of the regional BBP project. The BBP
project was implemented in three villages in Phnom Kulen National Park (PKNP), in collaboration
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Mr. I Wayan Toni Candra

Mr. Souvanpheng Phommasane

with Cambodia’s Ministry of Environment. PKNP is a natural site with great religious, cultural, and
archaeological significance. It is a popular tourist destination with its rich and complex biodiversity
and historical sites, including the Angkor Wat Heritage Site located in Siem Reap, Cambodia.
The Cambodia-BBP project introduced black ginger and handicraft production out of vine, which
is an invasive species in the area, as a source of additional income for 28 and 27 household
beneficiaries living in the buffer zone of the PKNP. The presentation focused on the vine handicraft
value chain and how this intervention supported the livelihood of the household beneficiaries while
addressing the issue of invasive alien species of vines in the park.
The BBP value chain development model supports the Phnom Kulen National Park management by
reducing forest cutting and deterring the expansion of the cashew nut tree plantation. The villagers
stopped encroaching or cutting trees in the forest due to their weaving activities, involvement in
other sources of income, and participation in patrols by the PKNP Rangers. The private sector
(associations and buyers) can continue to support the villagers and profit as well, creating a win-win
situation for both parties. Other donor projects and NGOs can use this model to expand the BBP
value chain development activities under their projects. Concerned government partners will have
to support communities to ensure access and benefits sharing among all parties.
Ms. Moniratana recommended that the government and other enablers of the value chain assume
responsibility in continuing project initiatives, particularly in ensuring the linkage between villagers
and the private sector and markets; establish supporting policies and regulations and test the
implementation; and initiate products registration, obtain certification for further marketing purposes,
and expand the model to other national parks and AHPs. (The presentation appears as Annex 59).
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6. Synthesis of the session
The implementation of the BBP project has resulted in reducing slash-and-burn activities, thus
creating positive impacts on biodiversity while providing alternative livelihoods to communities
(Lao PDR), reducing dependence on forest products (Viet Nam), and controlling the spread of
invasive alien species (Cambodia). The projects enhanced the awareness of the community on the
importance of conserving and protecting biodiversity while improving their livelihoods. In developing
BBPs, there is a need to strike a balance between economic and ecological perspectives. A multistakeholder approach is necessary and support should be provided to AMS as most countries lack
policies and regulations to support development and trading of BBPs. There are also measures to
enhance the value of BBPs along the supply chain, such as the Participatory Guarantee System to
add value to rattan, which also promotes locally focused quality assurance systems and monitoring
and certification schemes that encourage sustainable consumption.
7. Recommendations from the session
a. Governments should provide legal support and enhance policies on production and marketing
of BBPs.
b. Conduct market research and analysis to ensure the successful selection of product and
value chain development.
c. Ensure feasibility and sustainability of projects.
d. Create partnerships between local villages and the tourism sector to promote PGS and
BBPs.
e. Highlight the business and biodiversity connection.
f. Strengthen BBP economies in AMS by providing enabling conditions for development and
trading of BBPs.
g. Develop an AHP Certification scheme for BBPs to strengthen branding and marketing of
products and buyer trust.
h. Expand models and regional approaches in BBPs to other AHPs and support new BBP
projects with the ACB.
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Parallel Session 7:

Protected Areas as
Nature-based Solutions to
Climate Change
1. Mr. Souphasay Komany, representative of the ASEAN Working Group on Climate Change
(AWGCC) Lao PDR, and Mr. Oscar Guevara of WWF-Colombia/IUCN Protected Area Climate
Change Specialist Group (PACCSG), served as co-chairs of the session.
2. Mr. Tristan Tyrrell, Programme Officer of SwedBio, presented Updates and Trends on the Global
and Regional Discussions on Ecosystem-based Adaptation (EbA). Through a video presentation,
the speaker discussed EbA updates and trends at the global and regional level:
● Nature-based solutions surfaced as the means to adapt to climate change without having
further impacts on nature.
● Link to international agenda – frameworks, such as the Paris Agreement, SDGs, and
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity, recognise the role of nature.
● The trend of translation of each framework into action has increased – there is an increasing
recognition of the role of ecosystems and collaboration in conservation.
● The role of healthy ecosystems – there are sequestration benefits from ecosystems, which
needed to be recognised.
EbA must be part of an overall adaptation strategy that includes coherent policies on climate
change and biodiversity across sectors, and recognises ecosystem functions and services, and
how it benefits people.
Mr. Tyrrell recommended the following:
a.
b.
c.
d.

Recognise the role of ecosystems at the national and regional levels.
Make policies, legal frameworks, and funding means coherent and supportive.
Ensure the effective management of protected areas to contribute to EbA.
Prioritise conservation and restoration to help people cope with the impacts of climate
change.

(The presentation appears as Annex 60).
3. In his presentation on Nature at the Heart of the Climate and Sustainable Development Agenda,
Mr. Oscar Guevara, Climate Change Adaptation Specialist, WWF-Colombia, and Co-chair,
IUCN-WCPA Protected Area and Climate Change Specialist Group, discussed the importance of
healthy ecosystems and nature-based solutions in tackling climate change. Mr. Guevara stated
that for WWF, nature-based climate solutions are nature-inspired interventions that are intentionally
planned to deliver tangible and traceable climate adaptation and/or mitigation impacts that have
direct positive implications for ecosystems ́conservation and human development. The context is
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Discussants Mr. Than Soe Oo, Dr. Madhu Rao, and Dr. Tien Thinh Vu

that most are interested in what is happening in the PAs, but, what is critically important as well is
what is happening in the global agenda. Healthy ecosystems are absolutely critical in achieving
sustainable development. A healthy ecosystem is necessary to achieve sustainable development
and climate goals.
Technical papers on climate change trends, which often contain jargons, can be overwhelming
for many. Still, all these presentations aim to discuss one thing – land-based conservation and
restoration can provide over 30 per cent of the cost-effective climate change mitigation needed
between now and 2030. If the conservation efforts are not done right, none of the global targets will
be achieved. Science has been stressing that nature’s contribution to people is essential. The next
14 months are absolutely critical. The SDGs, UN initiatives, and all the global targets need to be
reviewed.
Imagine a ringing fire alarm in your house and this makes you think of an emergency. There is
an urgency to respond to the fire in your house. The same context applies to what is happening
to the environment: the burning issue is that the world is on fire. Mr. Guevara emphasised the
urgency of including nature in mitigation measures in each country’s agenda. He cited Costa Rica’s
accomplishment of restoring 50 per cent of lost forest cover. He said people spend more money on
ice cream than in conservation because incentives are not given for conservation. (The presentation
appears as Annex 61).
The following matters were raised in the Open Forum:
Mr. Dietmar Braeutigam, KfW, Lao PDR: Climate change brings out new topics that are needed to be
covered in the protected area management context. The protected area management areas do not
have climate topics in their agenda. This can be done by including climate change in management
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planning with mitigation as focus. The potential to reduce emissions, especially in Lao PDR, is
limited. Emission reduction is limited compared to the wider landscape. This also has something to
do with financing. Climate change may be a burden, especially in financing the three sites in Lao
PDR that we support through climate funding. The funding source also includes the green climate
fund. There are a lot of challenges, as well as opportunities ahead.
Mr. Oscar Guevara: All of you who started to work on climate change, you would see something
important. You would see how people address climate change in different ways. You are not only
thinking about threatened, but also the most resilient species. Whatever your interest is (flooding,
sea level rise, coastal, or ecotourism) you have to adjust the way you manage the Protected Area.
But, if you see things in different perspectives, there are more opportunities to improve your work.
This is also true in the financial view.
Ms. Roa’a Binti Hagir, WWF-Malaysia: As far as tigers are concerned, most of the Protected Area
managers are not familiar with climate change. Hence, capacity building is needed for them to be
fully aware of the problem, especially the goals.
Mr. Oscar Guevara: You do not need to be an expert in climate change as Manager. What you need
is to strengthen the actions.
4. Mr. Nguyen Van Dai, Head, Division for Adaptation Researches, Institute of Hydrology, Meteorology,
and Climate Change, Viet Nam, presented Climate change Impacts and Adaptation Efforts
in Viet Nam. He discussed climate change and sea level rise scenarios in Viet Nam, its effects,
and adaptation efforts and measures in the country. He detailed the impact of climate change on
flooding, water resources, and all sectors of the government, and on biodiversity. Viet Nam has
more policies that respond to climate change. Through various policies, adaptation measures have
been implemented and introduced to identified sectors in Viet Nam.
Mr. Dai concluded that sustainable economic development goes hand in hand with protecting the
environment and socio-cultural development. It is important to strengthen forest management,
protection and development, and support people in forest rehabilitation. Forest rehabilitation and
sustainable forest management in the region have medium to long-term impacts on significantly
reducing soil erosion and thereby reducing downstream dam fill. Ecotourism should be developed
in association with forest protection, environmental protection, natural resources protection, and
economic interests of people in the area. Viet Nam integrated climate change into different sectors
(health, agriculture, biodiversity, and others) and mainstreaming biodiversity into the same sectors
may contribute to policy coherence in relation to biodiversity and climate change. (The presentation
appears as Annex 62).
The following clarification was made in the Open Forum:
For. Daniel Somera, PASU, Mt. Kitanglad Range Natural Park, Philippines: On the proposed
adaptation, part of the adaptation is decreased water loss, please elaborate.
Mr. Nguyen Van Dai: In some projects, we assess climate change and recommendations were
given for the adaptation. This includes the construction of a dam and other structures to measure
water level, improve mangroves, and implement some adaptation measures.
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5. Ms. Badiah Achmad Said, Head, Kepulauan Seribu National Park, Ministry of Environment and
Forestry of Indonesia, presented Vulnerability Assessment to Address Climate Change Impact
in Kepulauan Seribu National Park, Indonesia. She discussed experiences in climate change
adaptation in Kepulauan Seribu National Park. The park was originally established as a Marine
Reserve in 1982 due to severe illegal activities in the area. It then became Kepulauan Seribu
National Park in 1995. Through the years, the seasons have changed in the area, which may be
attributed to climate change. A vulnerability analysis was done to determine the potential impacts
of climate change, and measures were implemented for climate change adaptation. Indicators of
climate change have been monitored, such as the change in the period of sightings of nesting areas
of sea turtles in the coastal area. Adaptation measures include collaborative mangrove rehabilitation,
coral reef restoration, ecosystem and coastal monitoring, conduct of conservation awareness and
climate change impacts campaign, and collaborative rehabilitation through partnership agreements.
Vulnerability assessment is a tool used in protected area management planning to address climate
change impacts. In Kepulauan Seribu, this will be improved step by step, so that an action plan
can be developed to anticipate the impacts of climate change on the park’s ecosystems and
key species. The approach to the development of action plans is participatory, with the park
management working with the community, private sector, and local government. The park is also
expanding its conservation campaigns with the student and youth community. (The presentation
appears as Annex 63).
The Open Forum generated the following discussions:
For. Daniel Somera, PASU, Mt. Kitanglad Range Natural Park, Philippines: As part of the climate
impacts in your protected area, the nesting season starts earlier, hence there are erratic changes in
the period. How does it affect the reproduction of the turtles?

Ms. Badiah Said

For. Daniel F. Somera

PARALLEL SESSIONS
Proceedings | Sixth ASEAN Heritage Parks Conference

79

Mrs. Badiah: According to our monitoring data, there are no significant impacts on the number of
eggs, hence, we cannot yet establish a direct effect between the impact of climate change and the
growth rate.
Dr. Monina T. Uriarte, ACB Consultant, Philippines: We all know that national parks, especially the
AHPS, have IPLCs. I would like to know if they are really involved in your activities in mitigating
climate change.
Mrs. Badiah: We have five inhabited Islands. We cooperate with the local government. The
Pramuka Island, being a proclaimed community, and the National Government, has created an
Act in adaptation and mitigation of climate change impacts. The Local Government prohibits local
people from drilling wells, encourages them to plant in the coastal area, and promotes recycling and
reusing to reduce trash, among many other activities.
Mr. Oscar Guevara: People supporting traditional knowledge and practices are being challenged
by climate change. Some of the traditions include harvest of mangroves, but, since the salinity has
changed, because their crop is not there anymore, the tradition has stopped. This also happens
in fishing communities. Due to changes in the rainy season, certain types of fish are not there
anymore.
6. In her presentation titled Adapting Communities and Local Governments to Climate Change Impacts
in the Agusan Marsh Wildlife Sanctuary, Ms. Emmilie T. Ibonia, Protected Area Superintendent,
Agusan Marsh Wildlife Sanctuary (AMWS), Philippines, discussed the ecosystem-based initiatives
of Agusan Marsh Wildlife Sanctuary and its challenges. The AMWS is considered one of the most
ecologically significant inland wetland ecosystems in the Philippines. Known for its ecosystems
services, it acts as the catch basin of the Agusan-Davao plains in Eastern Mindanao. As a major
wetland area, people living around the site are dependent on water and other resources of AMWS.
It is also known for important flora and fauna and different types of ecosystems.

Mr. Souphasay Komany

Mr. Oscar Guevara
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Ecosystem-based initiatives of the sanctuary include collaboration with local government units to
contribute to the management of the AMWS, where a budget is provided on top of what is allotted
by the Department of Environment and Natural Resources (e.g., local ordinances, incentives to
volunteers, and Memorandum of Agreement for shared ecotourism). An innovative approach is
the active involvement in the Mindanao Protected Area Management Board (PAMB) Networks and
development of PAMB Manual of Operations. Since AMWS is a catch basin, the level of flooding in
the area is monitored through a permanent three-storey structure.
Adaptation measures in AMWS include the construction of some houses in accordance with the
highest water level, and declaration of a Local Conservation Area to further strengthen collaboration.
Nature-based initiatives include updating PA management plans, delineation of management zones
to set areas for strict protection zones, development of ecotourism, reforestation and greening
programme, documentation of indigenous culture and knowledge, intensified CEPA and advocacy
campaigns, and promotion of biodiversity-friendly enterprises in collaboration with the LGU.
Managing the Agusan Marsh in light of climate change is imperative because of the area’s high
biodiversity and its important ecosystem services, such as carbon storage in peatlands, water
management, and catch basin functions. (The presentation appears as Annex 64).
The Open Forum clarified the following issues:
For. Somera: Please elaborate on the promotion of management ecotourism as a conservation tool.
Ms. Ibonia: The local communities inside the area become involved when they are empowered.
Local communities are trained to do ecotourism. When there are tourists who visit the area, the
local communities assist them, manage the site, and facilitate ecotourism. This provides them an
alternative livelihood.
Mr. Than Soe Oo: Regarding Biodiversity and Land Use Programme in Mt. Apo, is there an existing
Management Plan? Is there zoning in the Management Plan? Then, what is the problem with the
local community?
Ms. Ibonia: All the issues that are being raised, the government and the AMWS, supported by the
LGU, are working on the declaration of the conservation areas and they will be managed by the
community and they will be responsible.
Dr. Uriarte: We all know that the national parks, especially the AHPs, have IPLCs. I would like to
know if they are really involved in your activities in mitigating climate change.
Ms. Ibonia: We engage them as local volunteers in park protection. As part of their work, they submit
monthly reports so that the issues will be addressed. Women are also part of the efforts since we
have livelihood activities. They are being empowered with the provision of alternative livelihoods.
7. Ms. Alma A. de la Paz, Board Member, Philippine Partnership for the Development of Human
Resources in Rural Areas, presented Mt. Apo Natural Park: An ASEAN Heritage Site. She discussed
the current situation and challenges in Mt. Apo Natural Park and the participation of Kapwa
Upliftment Foundation Inc. in the collaborative management of the park as a non-government
organisation. There are 39 communities living inside the park. Some of the challenges faced by
the PA are overlapping policies, vegetable production on steep slopes, socioeconomic and cultural
issues, and policy, institutional, and management issues, such as conflicting policies and plans.
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Some of the efforts implemented by Kapwa include work on tenure issues, particularly in land
titling for IPs; assistance in getting access to potable water; improvement of livelihood through
agroforestry; and establishment of backyard tree nurseries.
It is important to promote partnerships with stakeholders to harmonise policies, regulations,
procedures, and programmes. The directions are set to reduce biodiversity loss through
strengthened collaboration with stakeholders. Community-based management; involving IPLCs in
management planning, and recognising their efforts and practices on conservation; incorporating
climate change in the updating of the protected area management plan; and promoting security of
tenure are other important aspects of PA management. (The presentation appears as Annex 65).
8. In the Panel Discussion, Mr. Than Soe Oo, Myanmar, stated that all presentations were
informative. These delivered important messages to the audience, especially in the PAs. The link to
the international agenda was given importance and that for AHPs, effective management is a major
contribution to address climate change. Protected areas contribute to climate change mitigation,
but to be more effective, there needs to be effective adaptation measures. Law enforcement is very
important, in Myanmar and in the ASEAN region, to be more effective.
Dr. Madhu Rao used a diagram to expound on the subject.

Earth is on fire - both in
terms of climate change
and biodiversity

Common threats
to biodiversity and
climate change

NBS are cost-effective

NBS - essential
component of effort to
achieve goals of the
Paris Agreement

Conservation and
restoration

Opportunity to place
a focus on PAs as
a critical strategy
for biodiversity and
climate change

Restoration: remove up to 26
gigatons of greenhouse gases
from the atmosphere

Ecosystem integrity
is key; healthy
ecosystems - critical
for climate mitigation

Land-based conservation and
restoration can provide over
30% if the cost-effective climate
change mitigation needed
between now and 2030.
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For Dr. Rao, Mr. Guevara’s message of “the Earth is on fire” is a very powerful message. It is very
timely to put protected areas front and centre of any conservation agenda. All PAs are not equal.
There are protected areas that protect ecosystems effectively. Those will be impactful. Science
will show intact forests are important. What is important is not protection but also restoring the
protected areas – how restoring protected areas give us cover. She emphasised the need to
highlight protection of protected area as a strategy to combat climate change.
Climate change is unfortunate but it has led to opportunities to conserve nature. There are a number
of opportunities and partnerships in conserving protected areas. Overall, it is important to reframe
protected areas as essential not only for biodiversity, but also to address climate change.
Dr. Vu Tien Thinh, Viet Nam, stated that AHPs play an important role in combatting climate change,
especially through carbon sequestration. Most of the efforts are focused on mitigation. He said that
if we lose the battle through adaptation, we will lose our biodiversity. Climate change happens.
Even if we mitigate it, it would still happen. Each country has strategies to conserve biodiversity in
terms of climate change, which is included in the national plans. Some endemic species are on top
of the margin. There is a need to focus more on adaptation. Action plans to conserve biodiversity
must consider climate change. Better collaboration among Southeast Asian countries is needed to
identify priority actions in the future. A network of corridors should be planned among the countries.
9. The following issues were discussed in the Open Forum:
For. Eduardo Ragaza. PASU, Mt. Apo, Philippines: As the PA Manager of Mt. Apo, we have three
permanent staff in our office to prevent PA occupants from going beyond the strict protection zone,
and to help enhance forest cover through planting of indigenous species, being an ancestral
domain, as part of our initiative to enhance the protection of our park. Despite that, we hire “Job
Order Employees” to augment our work. The indigenous peoples living in the protected areas, they
want to be part of the protection of the park as tribal forest guard. What we are protecting is their
ancestral domain. We reconsidered under the new Republic Act on the enhanced national protected
area system. During the PASU Conference, it has already been proposed to increase the number of
staff that manage Mt. Apo.
Mr. Than Soe Oo: Regarding Biodiversity and Land Use Programme in Mt. Apo, is there an existing
Management Plan? Is there zoning in the Management Plan? Then, what is the problem with the
local community?
Ms. de la Paz: The problem is enforcement, as the staff is very limited. That is why it is important
to encourage the government to provide more support. They are vulnerable. There are actions
already being taken to stop short-term cultivation. We have a proposal for their tenure in exchange
for shifting cultivation.
For. Ragaza: The national park is already facilitating the licensing, in coordination with the LGU, as
well as incorporation of the Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) with the LGU mandate, so the
problems will be addressed in the future. We introduced other means of planting to prevent them
from planting on the steep slopes and encroaching in the strict zones. In multiple use zones, they
are allowed to enter. The other side of Mt. Apo is still intact. The Energy Development Corporation
(EDC) runs the geothermal plant in Region 12, which helps us in protecting the park, as part of
their Corporate Social Responsibility. They are into tree planting and reforestation, within the
12-kilometre radius of the geothermal production field. They initiated livelihood projects through Mt.
Apo Foundation, Inc.
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10. Synthesis of the session
The World is on Fire
Reports from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and IPBES have shown
scenarios that would lead to a collapse in ecosystems and further threaten biodiversity. In this
regard, urgent action has to be done to curb the looming impacts of climate change. There is now
the urgency to develop the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework and use concrete actions to
combat climate change.
Nature-based Solutions
The session saw the natural environment as a worthy investment to combat the threats of climate
change. Studies have shown that ecosystems contribute to 30 per cent of climate solutions. Aside
from the climate goals, it also addresses biodiversity goals, disaster risk reduction, and other
relevant sectoral goals where the natural environment can contribute. As such, at the policy level,
it is endeavoured to put nature-based solutions at the centre of the climate change adaptation
agenda to sustain various ecosystem services.
At the national level, Viet Nam presented how climate change is being integrated into other sectors
including health, biodiversity, and agriculture, among others. Aligning climate and biodiversity
objectives to other sectors lead to policy coherence that may put in place mechanisms that address
various sectoral objectives in their respective plans.
Protected Areas and Climate Change
Protected areas are at the centre of nature-based solutions. It is an opportunity to show that
in strengthening conservation measures and incorporating climate elements in management
planning, the benefits from the services they provide will be further realised, especially in light of
the looming threats of climate change. Continuing conservation efforts would also mean sustaining
the region’s natural heritage.
The session also presented perspectives of nature-based solutions at the local level through the
park managers and community organisations. The protected areas themselves already provide
various ecosystem services, such as food security, carbon stock, flood control, water security,
and coastal protection, among others. Various efforts are likewise being done, which may also
be considered as elements towards nature-based solutions. These include ecosystem restoration,
partnerships and collaboration with various stakeholders, recognition of IPLCs and documenting
traditional knowledge, and management and land use planning.
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11. Recommendations and possible actions for the ACB
The ACB’s efforts on conservation are already geared towards nature-based solutions. In this light,
programmes, projects, and activities of the ACB should be presented in the context of climate
change, which recognises ecosystem functions and how they may well be part of a solution to
address climate change.
In terms of capacity building, the discussions also involved the need for protected area managers to
further learn how to incorporate climate change in protected area management plans. These may
include understanding vulnerability assessments, and how to incorporate these in their respective
plans.
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AHP6 PLENARY SESSION
1. The Plenary Session and Closing Ceremony of AHP6 were moderated by Ms. Katrina Kendall, Ms.
Earth England 2015, and Dr. Robert Mather, Team Leader, Technical Assistance to the ASEAN-EU
BCAMP Project, NIRAS Oy International Consulting.
2. Ms. Meriden E. Maranan, Philippines, delivered the Key Messages and Recommendations for
Session 1: Aichi Biodiversity Target 11.
● The implementation of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 is an ongoing process with examples
in Lao PDR (designation of a transboundary protected area with Viet Nam), Myanmar
(Community protected areas, Community Forests), Philippines (identification of sites as
ICCAs), Indonesia (essential conservation areas), and Mongolia (increasing state PA every
year) indicating movement towards its fulfillment.
● CTI-CFF also contributes to Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 not only for spatial expansion but
also in the effective management of MPAs.
● There are other non-state based approaches (community forest areas, plantation areas) that
expand possibilities for Other Effective Conservation Measures.
● There is a need for increased support for greater recognition of new areas to be considered
as OECMs through legal recognition, provision of resources for local co-management, and
others.
● Discussions related to protected areas need to include other sectors and perspectives to
meet the challenges of the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework. Work on OECMs is
a catalyst towards fostering inclusiveness in the process and outcomes including sectoral
integration.
● Parties to the CBD should take practical steps until March 2020 to expand the coverage of
Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. Each country can take practical steps to add to their Target 11
commitments.
Recommendations
● Collaborate on transboundary protected areas and connectivity (e.g. CTI).
● Integrate into the wider seascapes and landscapes.
● Accelerate implementation of Target 11 Road Map and SMART action plans to achieve five
elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 and report by 30 June 2020.
● Build further understanding, awareness, and capacity to recognise and report on OECMs,
including legal frameworks and policies on OECM (areas beyond national jurisdiction,
production and protection forests, state and non-state forestland under compensation
mechanism, and others).
● Mainstream biodiversity in others sectors (to financially sustain conservation costs).
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Ms. Meriden Maranan

Dr. Kamarul Ikram Abdul Halim

3. Dr. Kamarul Ikram Abdul Halim, Malaysia, delivered the Key Messages and Recommendations
for Session 2: Aichi Biodiversity Target 12.
● ASEAN has brought up the issue of illegal wildlife trade to the ministerial level and all pillars
in ASEAN and to other international meetings.
● The worrying trends in illegal wildlife trade, including the emerging trend of wildlife cybercrime,
despite numerous efforts are attributed to ASEAN being the source, and point of transit, and
destination. This must be addressed in an integrated way.
● It is important to continue efforts on demand reduction to address illegal wildlife trade in this
region through legal literacy, education, and public awareness.
● Collective efforts need to be intensified and greater focus must be given on the extinction of
less iconic species.
● ASEAN region possesses high endemism making it vulnerable to extinction.
● The troubling trend of using snares in the forest for collection of animals for trade causes
populations to rapidly decline.
● Illegal wildlife trade is one of the drivers of species’ extinctions.
● There are many success stories in AHPs and protected areas as a result of various efforts to
prevent biodiversity loss from the beginning of the supply chain.
● Understand that every effort counts in addressing the big picture of wildlife crime and
international trafficking
Recommendations
● Translate policy and political will into concrete actions on the ground covering security,
economy, and socio-cultural aspects.
● Use technology to enhance efforts in monitoring and enforcement to prevent wildlife and
forest crimes and expand these throughout the region.
● Create an ASEAN Declaration on Critically Endangered Species.
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● Forge cross-sectoral collaboration across regional and national agencies to address wildlife
crimes and operationalise regional policy and political will.
4. Mr. Günther Meyer, Chief Technical Advisor, KfW-ACB Small Grants Programme, GITEC Consult
GmbH, delivered the Key Messages and Recommendations for Session 3: Innovative Financing.
● There is a huge disparity between the estimated value of natural assets (at USD 24 trillion)
to the required financing of biodiversity conservation pegged at USD 150 to USD 440 billion,
and a meager actual expenditure of USD 52 billion a year or 11.8 per cent to 34.6 per cent of
required biodiversity conservation financing.
● Required cost for total ecosystem protection in the context of climate change ranges from
USD 355 to USD 385 billion per year.
● Governments must fund biodiversity conservation to meet commitments to the CBD and
because biodiversity is a “public good.”
● Several innovative schemes, initiatives, tools, and options for financing protected area
management and biodiversity conservation activities have been made available and/or
undertaken:
- Stocktaking on BESA-related activities, studies to identify and address knowledge gaps
among PA and AHP managers and staff on ecosystem services assessment, valuation,
and others.
- Financing schemes and solutions
▪ BIOFIN process and financial solutions
▪ Biocredits
▪ Ecosystems offsets
▪ Debt instrument (Indonesia)
- Capacity building
▪ BESA oriented training activities in PAs and AHPs in five BCAMP pilot areas in the
ASEAN
▪ BIOFIN webinars
▪ Site-based capacity building that would contribute to sustainability of the park (e.g.,
Park guiding training such as in Sarawak National Parks)

Mr. Gunther Meyer
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Tools
▪ BIOFIN Catalogue of Finance Solutions - a comprehensive list of instruments, tools
and strategies that are applicable to biodiversity finance.
▪ BIOFIN Workbook, which provides an innovative, stepwise, and adaptable approach
that enables countries to assess policy, institutional, and economic context for
biodiversity finance and map existing solutions.
▪ Park guiding and licensing system for responsible ecotourism in Sarawak National
Parks.
▪ Potential tool (exploratory) – Bio-Credits.

● Overall considerations in implementing innovative financing solutions
- Identified gaps should be better communicated and addressed, and this is where the
tools that are available may and should be utilised
- Institutional and legal aspects
- Government-led with support from the private sector, NGOs, research and academic
institutions
- Consultation and participation of indigenous peoples and local communities
- Biodiversity-friendly policies and safeguards
● In conducting ecosystem services analysis, it is necessary to address the imbalance between
traditional ecosystem services to be supplemented by a thorough analysis.
● Governments should provide more support in terms of operationalising these available
innovative financing tools by institutionalising legal frameworks.
5. Dr. Inthavy Akkharath, Lao PDR, delivered the Key Messages and Recommendations for Session
4: Business and Biodiversity.
● Community-based tourism has a huge potential in generating income for communities and
local stakeholders, while at the same time protecting and conserving flora and fauna in
protected areas.
● It assures more inclusion of stakeholders in the conservation of the protected area.
● There are impacts in ecotourism, but when communities are engaged, these impacts will be
managed better.
● Community, park management, and private sector collaboration will lead to the creation of
more effective and efficient promotion and marketing.
● High-end tourism can work hand-in-hand with community-based tourism and ecotourism. The
models being practiced by Minor Hotels, combining other effective area-based conservation
measures with high-end tourism, and their five-year plan of Every Non-Urban Resort to
Support at least one long-term Conservation project, are good examples of how the private
sector combines business with conservation thrusts.
● The impacts on natural capital create both costs and benefits not only for business, but also
for society.
● There is limited awareness in the ASEAN region on how businesses both affect and depend
on natural capital, and how impacts on natural capital create both costs and benefits for
business and society.

AHP6 PLENARY SESSION
Proceedings | Sixth ASEAN Heritage Parks Conference

89

● There are several opportunities for new products from sustainable natural capital, which at
the same time involves small and medium-scale enterprises:
- Organic agriculture
- Ecotourism
- Herbal products
● The activities conducted in parks that respond to corporate social responsibility address not
just involvement of communities, but highlight sustainability.
● There is a need for regional legal frameworks to be established both at the national and
regional ASEAN levels for ecotourism. This is an opportunity for ASEAN Member States to
further collaborate and continue cooperation and translate these experiences into a regional
policy framework.
6. Mr. Kier Pitogo, GYBN Southeast Asia, delivered the Key Messages and Recommendations for
Session 5: Women, Youth, and IPLCs.
● Understanding gender dimension in conservation is crucial. It brings in new perspectives and
approaches to managing and conserving biodiversity.
● When it comes to conservation, the participation of women matters.
● Areas of highest biodiversity are those managed by indigenous peoples, which are the
Indigenous and Communities Conserved Areas or the “Territories of Life.”
● Acknowledge different knowledge systems. Traditional knowledge complements scientific
knowledge in biodiversity conservation and management
● IPLCs, women, and the youth are enabling factors to turn challenges into strengths – they
should be recognised and involved in decision-making processes at all levels.

Dr. Inthavy Akkharath

Mr. Kier Mitchel Pitogo
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7. Mr. Kong Kimsreng, Cambodia, delivered the Key Messages and Recommendations for Session
6: Sustainable Livelihoods and Biodiversity-Based Products (BBP).
● The implementation of BBP projects in Cambodia, Lao PDR, and Viet Nam has created
positive impacts on biodiversity and the livelihoods of community.
- Reduction in slash-and-burn activities (Lao PDR)
- Reduced dependence on forest products (Viet Nam)
- Controlling the spread of invasive alien species (Cambodia)
● The Participatory Guarantee System is a feasible and cheaper option to provide added value
to rattan farmers and promotes locally focused quality assurance systems and monitoring.
● The projects enhanced the awareness of communities on the importance of conserving and
protecting biodiversity while improving their livelihoods.
● In developing BBPs along value chains including certification, there is a need to ensure a
balance between economic and ecological perspectives.
● A multi-stakeholder approach is necessary, involving the community, government ministries,
private sector, NGOs, and others.
● Most countries lack policies and regulations to support the development and trading of BBPs.
● In sustainable consumption, certification schemes are important as consumers become
conscious of the products they buy.
● Governments should provide legal support and enhance policies on production and marketing
of biodiversity-based products.
● Research and analysis of markets are necessary to ensure successful selection of product
and value chain development.
● There is a need to ensure feasibility within the project timeframe, available budgets, and
sustainability of projects.
● There is an opportunity for local villages to partner with the tourism sector to promote PGS
and BBPs.
● It is important to highlight and recognise the business and biodiversity connection.
● There is a need to strengthen BBP economies in AMS, including enabling conditions for
development and trading of BBPs, such as policies, inexpensive and accessible certification,
and others.
● The development of an AHP Certificate (certification scheme) for BBPs from AHPs is
recommended to strengthen branding and marketing of products and trust in product by
buyers.
● There is a strong interest by AMS in expanding models to other AHPs and regional
approaches (e.g. marine BBPs in the Coral Triangle, and further support to new BBP projects
with the ACB).
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8. Mr. Souphasay Komany, AWGCC Member-Lao PDR, delivered the Key Messages and
Recommendations for Session 7: Protected Areas as Nature-based Solutions to Climate
Change.
The World is on Fire!
● If you hear a fire alarm – you immediately know you need to take action. You don’t discuss
whether the alarm is too loud or not loud enough, or who manufactured, bought, and installed
the alarm. You just take action! The same context applies to what is happening in the
environment: the burning issue is that the world is on fire.
● Healthy ecosystems are absolutely critical in achieving sustainable development. If we do
not do conservation right, we do not achieve the targets.
● Nature is essential to the climate change agenda. It contributes 30 per cent of the solutions
to climate change.
● It is important to promote partnerships with stakeholders to harmonise all policies, regulations,
procedures, and programmes. The directions are set to reduce biodiversity loss through
strengthened collaboration with stakeholders.
● Through the years of experiencing climate change, more and more policies are in place,
recognising the need for climate change adaptation and mitigation.
● Efforts have evolved towards nature-based solutions without having further negative impacts
on nature.
Conclusions and Recommendations
● There is an opportunity to place protected areas at the centre to address climate change
issues.
● There is an opportunity to strengthen conservation action.
● Reframing protected area strategy is not only for protected areas, but also for climate change.
This will only contribute to sustaining the region’s natural heritage.

Mr. Kong Kimsreng

Mr. Souphasay Komany
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AHP6 SUMMARY AND
WAYS FORWARD
1. Ms. Clarissa C. Arida, Director, Programme Development and Implementation, ACB, presented the
AHP6 Summary and Ways Forward.
AHP6 clearly demonstrated the importance of protecting ASEAN’s wealth of biodiversity for the
benefits of ASEAN people.
The Conference provided a great opportunity to discuss and identify actions to address issues on
protected areas management; landscape and seascape approaches to conservation; and addressing
wildlife crimes to avoid the impending extinction crisis in ASEAN. To engage more sectors and
examine other cross-cutting issues, the Conference had parallel sessions on Aichi Biodiversity
Target 11 (on protected areas) and 12 (species conservation); innovative financing; business and
biodiversity; women, youth and indigenous peoples and local communities; sustainable livelihoods
and BBPs; and protected areas as nature-based solutions to climate change.
2. Policy Dialogue on Protected Areas, Landscapes, and Wildlife
The Conference recognised the importance of an inter-agency task force in successful enforcement
activities in a number of countries as well as the importance of international collaboration and capacity
building in supporting these efforts. Cross-pillar and cross-sectoral collaboration on different aspects
of wildlife conservation are necessary to work efficiently and effectively and the ACB, as an intergovernmental organisation of ASEAN on biodiversity, could play an active role to support regional
collaboration.
Wildlife seizure is not a measure of success. The Conference highlighted the need for robust public
awareness and education, including social and behaviour change and enhanced communication
campaigns for effective demand reduction to address illegal wildlife trade.
Consistent with the discussions in the various thematic parallel sessions, the Policy Dialogue
demonstrated the small steps the ASEAN has made towards a shared understanding of:
● What makes for well-managed and well-financed protected areas
● The opportunity to recognise the importance of OECMs
● The need for cross-pillar collaboration in ASEAN
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● The importance of multi-agency collaboration in enforcement
● The need for more effective prosecution and sentencing of wildlife crimes
● The importance of involving indigenous peoples and local communities, women, and the
youth in conservation decision-making
3. AHP Managers Meeting
The AHPs are beset by a number of threats: overexploitation and loss of threatened species; illegal
activities (logging, unsustainable hunting, mining, encroachment, and others); forest fires; pollution
(use of pesticides, plastic waste); impacts of tourism; invasive alien species; and a number of issues
such as insufficient park officers, park rangers, and staff to abate poaching; need for cooperation
from other government units as well as the need for enhanced conservation awareness of local
communities.
To address these threats and park management issues, the AHP Managers and other stakeholders
discussed and recommended the following:
● Improve CEPA and training strategies in AHPs
● Engage stakeholders
● Improve governance of AHPs
● Pursue sustainable financing
While these are recurrent issues in protected area management, there is a need to enhance
cooperation and collaboration at all levels and take immediate actions to address these issues.
4. Key Messages of AHP6
The messages from AHP6 keynote speakers are clear:
● Protected areas and other area-based conservation measures are proven to be vital and
cost-effective nature-based strategies not only for conserving biodiversity, but for securing
ecosystem goods and services, enabling climate change adaptation and mitigation and
helping countries achieve the Sustainable Development Goals by 2030 (CBD Secretariat).
● Protected areas are the foundation of biodiversity conservation (Harvey Locke, AHP6).
● ASEAN has shown its commitment to protect its remaining bastions of biodiversity. ASEAN
Heritage Parks also have some successful models, demonstrating best practices in effectively
managing protected areas, including other effective conservation measures.
5. Calls for Action
Protected Areas: Accelerate implementation of Target 11 by ensuring management effectiveness
of protected areas, recognising OECMs, and collaborating on transboundary protected areas.
Mainstream biodiversity in protected areas and other key development sectors and increase
awareness to engage stakeholders.
Species Conservation: ASEAN’s wildlife species are among the most critically endangered in the
world and are at the highest levels of extinction. We need to address species conservation at all
levels of the chain, ensure cross-pillar and inter-agency collaboration at the national and regional
levels, and use innovative and good practices to save our species.
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Innovative Financing: Protected areas are under-funded. There is a need to increase funding for
biodiversity conservation to meet ASEAN’s commitment to the CBD and considering that biodiversity
is a “public good”. Enhance partnership with the private sector and develop innovative financing
schemes.
Business and Biodiversity: Biodiversity is the business of business. The private sector needs to
mainstream biodiversity not just in the way they spend money through corporate social responsibility
activities, but more importantly, in the way they earn their money through their processes, operations,
and value chain. Community inclusion, empowerment, and engagement are key to greater
conservation and sustainable use of natural capital because we protect what we love.
Women, Youth and IPLCs: We call on everyone to strengthen the engagement with IPLCs, women,
and youth in all levels of decision-making processes; recognise traditional knowledge to complement
scientific data for informed decisions; recognise ICCAs as areas of high biodiversity importance; and
recognise the value of different gender perspectives in conservation.
Sustainable Livelihoods and Biodiversity-Based Products: We call on stronger support to communitybased initiatives to strengthen the value chain of local products and upscale models of sustainable
livelihoods in and around ASEAN Heritage Parks. There is a need to develop an AHP Certification
Programme to guide marketing and branding and build buyer trust in and promote sustainability of
biodiversity-based products.
Protected Areas as Nature-based Solutions for Climate Change: The world is on fire. There is an
urgency for climate action and protected areas must be at the centre of conservation in light of
climate change. Healthy ecosystems are essential and should be a part of the solution to curb the
impacts of climate change.

Ms. Clarissa C. Arida
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6. Ways Forward
The ACB, in close coordination with the ASEAN Secretariat, will enhance its support to cross-sectoral
collaboration on wildlife conservation in the ASEAN, with support from the EU and other partners
under existing ACB Programmes (BCAMP, Small Grants Programme, Institutional Strengthening of
Biodiversity, and others).
The ACB will enhance support to AHP sites through capacity building to address protected area
management issues, as well as build capacity in specific themes, such as OECM, SMART patrolling,
CEPA campaigns, sustainable financing, nature-based solutions to address climate change, and
others.
A Review of the AHP Regional Action Plan will consider the AHP6 Report and Recommendations,
including enhanced reporting, monitoring, and evaluation of AHPs. AHP6 Reporting will be made
available through the AHP6 Website (http://ahp6.aseanbiodiversity.org/), AHP6 News, AHP6
Summary and Recommendations, and AHP6 Full Report.
The ACB will submit the summary report, which includes the key messages and recommendations
of AHP6, to the ACB Governing Board, the ASEAN Senior Officials on the Environment (ASOEN),
and the ASEAN Ministers responsible for the Environment.
The ACB will also share the AHP6 report and recommendations with partners, such as the EU,
Germany, Japan, the CBD, IUCN, and others, to leverage further cooperation and support to the
AHP Programme.
Inputs from AHPs will be discussed at the Third ASEAN Conference on Biodiversity (ACB 2020) to
be held from 16 to 19 March 2020 in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia, with the theme, Towards 2050: Living
in Harmony with Nature, and the ASEAN Road Map to 15th Conference of Parties to the CBD in
Kunming, China in October 2020.
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AHP6 CLOSING CEREMONY
1. In her closing remarks, Dr. Theresa Mundita S. Lim, Executive Director, ACB, thanked the
representatives of the government of Lao PDR, development and dialogue partners, and everyone,
who actively participated in the AHP6. She stated that she was overwhelmed by the attendance
of colleagues, partners, AHP and protected area managers and stakeholders, youth biodiversity
leaders, and IPLCs. She acknowledged the good teamwork between the ACB and the host country,
and thanked ACB staff and their Lao counterparts, as well as the session chairs of the conference.
Dr. Lim stressed that solutions to challenges do not come only from ASEAN Heritage Parks. There
is an increasing need to establish transboundary cooperation and establish collaborations and
networks. Communities are always important in the equation. There is a need to engage with other
sectors, as well as other stakeholders, such as women, youth, and IPLCs. Partnerships must be
strengthened, within and outside ASEAN. Sustainable livelihoods are an important aspect of AHP
management, and AHP Certification is something that can be explored. The climate change sector
is looking for nature-based solutions, which can be done by strengthening biodiversity conservation
measures.
She added that all of these are milestones, and we are more powerful as one voice in ASEAN.
Again, she thanked everyone for their role in the successful conduct of AHP6, and looked forward
to a stronger AHP network.
2. Dr. Srey Sunleang, AHP Committee Chairperson, Cambodia, thanked the Government of Lao
PDR for hosting the event. While the conference only took a few days, the preparation took many
months and he acknowledged the hard work of the organising committees from the ACB and Lao
PDR. AHP6 was a good opportunity to hear lessons learned and success stories that will contribute
to better management of AHPs.
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Dr. Srey Sunleang

Mr. Sousath Sayakoummane

Dr. Sunleang again thanked the ACB for its efforts to enhance capacity in AHP management.
He recognised the newly proclaimed AHPs and thanked the AHP Committee members and
development and dialogue partners for their continued support for the AHP Programme. He
encouraged the participants to intensify efforts in AHP management, replicate lessons learned from
AHP6, take key messages to heart, and apply them as appropriate in the AHP Programme. The
AHP Committee will continue to work closely with the ACB and AMS in establishing and ensuring
the effective management of AHPs. He hoped everyone will be inspired to do more, and looked
forward to seeing everyone again at ACB 2020.
3. Mr. Sousath Sayakoummane, Director-General, Department of Forestry, Lao PDR, stated that
the three days may have gone quickly, but it was a great opportunity to share information and
policies in managing AHPs and working with stakeholders, including IPLCs. It was a chance to meet
and get to know each other as partners in AHP management. Seeing how hard everyone worked,
he concluded that the Conference was successful and generated comprehensive discussions
for everyone involved. On behalf of the Department of Forestry, he thanked everyone, including
participants and resource speakers, for their contributions to the Conference. He expressed his
gratitude to all the partners who helped organise AHP6. He wished everyone great success,
prosperity, and happiness, and encouraged them to enjoy the field trip to the nature areas of Lao
PDR.
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OTHER HIGHLIGHTS
Partnership Dinner
The Partnership Dinner celebrated the successful and long-term collaborations between the ASEAN
Member States and development and dialogue partners that have helped strengthen biodiversity
conservation in AHPs and in the region. It was an excellent opportunity for AHP6 participants to
enjoy traditional Lao cuisine and music, as well as socialise and network with experts and colleagues
to discuss common goals in effective protected area management.
ASEAN Cultural Night
This special event celebrated ASEAN culture with participants in their respective national attire, and
the audience was regaled with traditional Laotian performances. The highlight of the evening was
the awarding of certificates to nine AHPs. These include four AHPs declared in 2018, specifically
Bantimurung Bulusaraung National Park in Indonesia, Agusan Marsh Wildlife Sanctuary in the
Philippines, and Bidoup Nui-Ba National Park and Vu Quang National Park, both from Viet Nam.
Certificates were also awarded to five AHPs declared during the 15th ASEAN Ministerial Meeting on
the Environment and related meetings held from 7 to 10 October 2019 in Siem Reap, Cambodia,
namely Hat Chao Mai National Park and Mu Ko Libong Non-hunting Area and Mu Ko Ang Thong
National Park, both from Thailand; Lo Go-Xa Mat National Park and Ngoc Linh Nature Reserve of
Viet Nam; and Htamanthi Wildlife Sanctuary of Myanmar.

Partnership Dinner

ASEAN Cultural Night
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Field Visit to Dong Hua Xao National Park (Tad Fane Waterfalls and Paksong Highlands)
Tad Fane Twin Waterfalls are among the most magnificent waterfalls in Southern Lao PDR. The
120-meter high waterfalls are located in Dong Hua Sao National Park on the Bolaven Plateau.
Dong Hua Sao National Park is one of the National Biodiversity Conservation areas in Champasak
Province, Lao PDR. Tad Fane Twin Waterfalls are famous among trekkers since the hike to the top
of the falls provides views of coffee and tea plantations, lush forests, and ethnic villages.
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Field Visit to Xe Pian National Protected Area and Beung Kiat Ngong Ramsar Site
The Xe Pian National Protected Area is located in the southern provinces of Champasak and
Attapeu, close to the Cambodian border. Xe Pian NPA is considered one of most biologically
important nature reserves in Lao PDR. It is home to abundant and rare wildlife such as elephant,
gaur, Asiatic black bear, and yellow-cheeked crested gibbon, among others. The park’s main forest
type is mixed evergreen covering about 80 per cent of its area. Deciduous forest constitutes 17
per cent of the park. It is also famous for its extensive wetlands, the Beung Kiat Ngong Wetlands
Ramsar site, an important area for water birds.
This protected area offers exciting ecotourism activities, such as birdwatching, trekking in the
forest, canoeing with a local guide through the wetlands in the rainy season, or simply relaxing and
observing life in the wetlands. Tourism activities help to provide livelihood opportunities for local
villagers.
The Beung Kiat Ngong Wetlands complex in Champasak Province is one of two wetlands
designated as Ramsar sites upon Lao PDR’s accession to the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands in
2010. It is made up of a number of important wetland types, including swamps, lakes, peatlands,
and marshes. It is also one of the few places in Lao PDR where peatland areas can be found. The
Beung Kiat Ngong wetlands cover 2,360 hectares.
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