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particular at the community level.
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DAC
(Working Party on Statistics) (Working Party on Development Assistance
and Environment) 3 ODA

1
(DCD/DACI/STAT(2000)8)
'DAC  Creditor Reporting System (CRS) 2
MULTISECTOR/CROSS-CUTTING Genera environmenta protection

Environmental policy and administrative management(

)
Biosphere protection( )
Bio-diversity(
)
Site preservation(
)
Flood prevention/control )

Environmental education/ training

Environmental research(

Aid to environment

marker

(Principal)
(Significant)
a Itisintended to produce an improvement, or something that is diagnosed as an improvement, in the physical and
/or target group concerned; or
b) Itincludes specific action to integrated environmental concerns with arange of development objectives through

ingtitution building and/or capacity development.
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11.2. DAC Working Party on Statistics Aid Targeting the Rio Conventions: First Results of the Pilot

Study: Convention to Combat Desertification (2000 12 )

The pilot study on “ desertification-related aid” idnicated thet ...

Desertification-related aid has a strong sectord focus.  Over 90% of the reported desertification-related activities were in the
sectors of agriculture, water supply, forestry, and general environmental protection (Chart 1).  In value terms, close to one-half
of desertification-related aid was reported in the agricultural sector.  Water supply was the second largest sector representing
one-third of the total value of activities. The sectoral breakdown based on the number of activities reported shows that forestry
and genera environmenta protection are aso highly relevant to CCD. Though smdll in vaue, activities in these two sectors
represented over 40% of the number of interventions.

Chart 1. Sectorstargeting Desertification Convention in 1998

USD million

Number of transactions

@ Water supply

B Agriculture

OForestry

OGeneral 262
environmental

protection
H Nthor

The sectorad focus of desertification-related aid varies between donors, but within the above-mentioned four sectors.  Nine
donors reported activities in three or four of the above-mentioned sectors, whereas five donors in only one or two.  Five donors
reported some activities under “ rural development” |, but in al other sectors (economic and development planning, general
government services, energy, industrial development, multisector aid, food aid, emergency aid) data were very sparse.

The pilot data gave very little indication of support to the elaboration of national, sub-regional or regiona action programmes.
None of the reported activities made specific reference to national action programmes.  This may be due to the fact that only
very limited information can be provided through project titles and descriptions but, even so, this was an unexpected result as
national action programmes are defined as a priority implementing measure of the CCD. A number of reported activities
addressed the regional aspects of desertification.  Generdly, the data showed that specific measures - in a particular sector in a
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particular area or region of the recipient country - are more common than support to wider strategies to combat desertification.

Desertification-related aid is focused on Africa as cdled for in the Convention. In vadue terms, one-haf of reported
desertification-related aid was for Africa.  In comparison, Africa s share of tota bilatera ODA was 34%. The data therefore
indicated that aid targeting the objectives of the CCD is focused to Africa (while not deglecting the other regions) as the
Convention stipul ates.

In Africa, activities are carried out in al of the four sectors identified as focus sectors for CCD (Chart 2( )). Also, targeting
on Africa is visible in al four sectors - agriculture and water supply, and to an even larger extent in forestry and genera
environmental protection. Africareceived 24% of totd aid to forestry in 1998 but 49% of desertification-related aid to forestry. In
aid to water supply, the shares were 32% and 46% respectively.

Chart 2. Regiona sectord breskdown of desertification-related aid compared to total ODA -

Generdly, bilaterad ODA activities targeting the objectives of the CCD are few in number and represent a smal share of total
bilaterd ad. A totd of 294 individua desertification-related aid activities were reported to the pilot study and their totd vaue
amounted to USD 562 million. Members standard reporting to the Creditor Reporting System in 1998 consisted of 30000
individua activities amounting to over USD 33 hillion. Desertification-related aid in forestry, agriculture and, to a lesser extent,
genera environmental protection and water supply represent however a significant share of total aid to these sectors (16%, 14%,
8% and 7% respectively).

But thisis not the whole story.
Participants suggested further work to:

« Refine the definition of desertification-related aid to ensure that al activities highly relevant to the Convention could be reported
with more accuracy.

» Assess the share of desertification-related aid from multilateral agencies or financed by ministries other than the aid agency. This
is necessary to assess the total volume of development assistance related to desertification and whether “New and additional”
financia resources have been provided. An extension of the pilot study to multilaterd ODA and even to agencies outside the
normal DAC reporting network would be required.

Findly, statisticd data are essentia but not sufficient for the monitoring of the Convention. In particular, marker data are better
suited for following trends and assessing orders of magnitude rather than estimating the amounts effectively made available.
Statistical anayseswill need to be supplemented with more qualitative assessments of the implementation.
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11.1. DAC 1998 ODA

(USD miillion)
Sector Water supply Agriculture Forestry General environ- Other Total % of the total Number of
mental bilateral ODA  marked projects
protection
Audrdia 0.0 0.1 0.9 0.1 11 0.3 4
Audtria 10 0.6 0.6 22 10 5
Belgium 0.5 15 0.6 0.5 3.2 0.6 24
Canada 13 51 0.1 0.3 4.6 11.3 11 8
Denmark 14.2 14.2 35 2
Finland 2.7 0.8 6.6 4.7 11 15.9 7.3 16
France 214 6.5 58 338 10 22
Germany 71.0 49.6 7.9 317 44 164.7 6.8 34
Japan 82.2 148.5 13.7 23 246.6 23 84
Netherlands 9.9 17 6.5 0.0 18.1 0.9 29
Spain 0.4 0.4 0.0 16
Switzerland 04 3.8 11 04 57 12 13
UK 44 04 11 44 10.1 0.3 16
usS 14.3 15.3 5.6 35.2 0.7 21
Tota 1734 261.8 354 62.5 29.3 562.4 18 294
% of tota bilateral 74 13.7 16.3 7.9 0.1 18
ODA in each sector
Number of marked 5 101 52 62 29 294

projects

(Aid Targeting the Rio Conventions. Draft Report on the Filot Study (DCD/DAC/STAT(2000)8))

11.2. DAC (2000 12
=2001 3 DAC )
Aid Targeting the Objectives of the Convention to Combat Desertification
DEFINITION It @ims at combating desertification or mitigating the effects of drought in arid, semi-arid and
An activity should be classifiedas  dry sub-humid areas through prevention and/or reduction of land degradation, rehbilitation
desertificaiton-related (score of partly degraded land, or reclamation of desertified land.

Principal or Significant) if:
CRITERIA FOR ELIGIBILITY The activity contributesto
a)  protecting or enhancing dryland ecosystems or remedying existing environmental
damage; or
b) integration of desertification concerns with recipient countries’ development
objectives through ingtitution building, capacity development, strengthening the
regulatory and policy framework, or research; or
c) developing countries’ effortst meet their obligations under the Convention.
The activity will score“principal objective’ if it directly and explicitly relatesto the
redlizetion of national, sub-regiond or regiona action programmes.

EXAMPLESOF TYPICAL

ACTIVITIES

1. Typical activitiestekesplaceof B Integration of action to combat desertification and land degradation into sectoral
sectors of: poalicy, planning and programmes (e.g. agricultural and rural development policy,
Water and sanitation plans and programmes)

Agriculture B Rehabilitation of land, vegetation cover, forests and water resources, conservation and
Forestry sustainable management of land and water resources,

B Sustainableirrigation for both crops and livestock to reduce pressure on threatened
land; aternative livelihood projects;

B Devedopment and transfer of environmentally sound traditional and local technologies,
knowledge, know-how and practices to combat desertification, e.g. methods of
conserving water, wood (for fuel or congtruction) and soil in dry aress.

2. Typica non-sector B Preparation of strategies and action programmes to combat desertification and mitigate
the effects of drought; establishment of drought early warning systems, strengthening
of drought preparedness and management; observation and assessment of CCD
implementation, including monitoring and evaluation of impact indicators,;

B Measuresto promote the participation of affected populationsin planning and
implementing sustainable resource management or improving security of land tenure;
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B Support for population/migration policies to reduce population pressure on land;

B Education, training and public awareness programmes related to desertification and
land degradation;

B Research on desertification and land degradation.

11.3. 1999 3

(1) Establishment and strengthening of food security systems;
(2) Promotion of dternative livelihoods,

(3) Support for structural adjustments (improvement of national economic environments with a view to strengthening
programmes aimed at the eradication of poverty and at ensuring food security);

(4) Population/family planning;

(5) Conservation of water resources (including development of water for everyday living);
(6) Reforestation and forest conservation;

(7) Agricultura development;

(8) Development and efficient use of various energy sources,

(9) Capacity building and education;

(20) Women in development;

(11) Study and research of desertification; and

(12) Support for NGO activities.

114 1999 3
()= —
4. THE UK AND DESERTIFICATION

DFID recognises that desertification, land degradation and drought are closely related to issues of poverty. They are therefore very
relevant to the policy framework set out in the White Paper.  The Convention is a very useful instrument which rightly reflects
the many factors which contribute to desertification, land degradation and drought and the broad range of actions which need to
be taken to address the problem sugtainably. We particularly welcome the emphasis which the Convention places on
consultation with and participation by all elements of society.  Thereis astrong correlation between the UK’ s work to combat
poverty in affected countries and actions in support of implementation of the Convention.

The UK has considered carefully how best to serve the objectives of the Convention and fulfill our commitmentsunder it.  We
see it as important not to pursue the objectives of the Convention as stand-alone activities, but to seek to ensure that issues of
desertification and land degradation are integrated in the development plans of developing countries.  Therefore, we have not
edtablished dedicated programmes of support for Convention commitments per se.  Instead, we have sought to incorporate
desertification concernsinto our development assistance programmes in Africaand other regions.  Through these means, we are
undertaking activities to fulfill our commitments under the Convention, for instance in respect of promoting an enabling
international environment in the implementation of the Convention, technology transfer, scientific research and development,
information collection and dissemination and financia support.

In support of this integrated approach, the UK is developing a number of specific initiatives which will be of mgjor assistance in
addressing desertification.  They are designed to promote our poverty elimination goals in ways which recognise the interlocking
elements of economic, socid and environmental concerns within sustainable devel opment.

Sustainable livelihoods

The livelihood approach is away of thinking about the objectives, scope and priorities for development. It is away of putting
people at the centre of development, building on strengths and thereby increasing the effectiveness of development assistance

Through the application of this broad approach DFID aims to improve the lives of poor people and to strengthen the sustainability
of their livelihoods.  The six core objectives of this approach are:

. better accessto high quality education, information, technologies and training and better nutrition and health;
. amore supportive and cohesive socia environment;
. more secure access to, and better management of, natural resources,
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. better accessto basic and facilitating infrastructure;

. more secure access to financial resources; and
. a policy and inditutiona environment that supports multiple livelihood strategies and promotes equitable access to
competitive marketsfor all.

This approach will aso provide a structure for debate and discourse that will help DFID and its partners to respond better to the
views of poor peoples and their own understanding of poverty - both itsincome and non-income dimensions.  Most important it
will facilitate the identification of practical priorities for action that are based on the views and interests of those concerned.  This
is consigtent with to the collaborative approach that is the basis of the Convention to Combat Desertification.

In drylands the livelihoods approach means fully involving people in the analyss of their own livelihoods and how these have
been changing over time, and then helping them to set and achieve their own livelihood goals.  People - rather than the resources
they use or the governments that serve them - are the priority concern.

National strategies for sustainable development

In the White Paper the UK Government committed itsalf to meeting the International Development God for nationa strategies for
sustainable development:

"There should be a current nationa strategy for sustainable development, in the process of implementation, in every
country by 2005, so as to ensure that current trends in the loss of environmental resources are effectively reversed at
both globa and nationd levels by 2015."

A dedicated support group has been established in DFID to assigt in implementing strategic action for securing sustainable
development in developing countries. Building on the processes and plans aready in place in a country, the aim is to seek to
integrate the three pillars of sustainable devel opment; to overcome congtraints to integrated development planning; and to assist in
developing in-country capacity through the strengthening of partnerships between stakehol ders.

The support group will consist of amultidisciplinary team of advisers and administrative support. Working closely with colleagues
from al disciplines, and through various entry points, the team will offer country programmes an additional resource of advice and
assistance for strengthening in-country mechanisms for integrating social, economic and environmenta issues and concerns into
development planning and policies.

The UK is conscious of the problems faced by developing countries with limited resources, who have to report on actions under a
number of multilateral environmental agreements.  The UK is keen to seek ways to smplify and rationalise the steps which need
to be taken by these countries.  We believe that there is red scope to do so in the case of nationa strategies for sustainable
development (nssds) and Desertification National Action Programmes (DNAPS).

Thelinks and complementarities between nssds and the National Action Plans of the CCD are many and include;
- theimportance of building on existing work and processes
- theimportance of environmental sustainability
- theneed for consultation, participation and implementation at dl  levels
- theessentid principle that governments and other in-country  stakeholders own the process
- building local capacity to design, implement and monitor

In dryland countries where rangelands comprise one of the mgjor renewable natura resources, the implementation of a DNAP is
likely to address the priorities on which the sustainable development of the country depends.  Thus, the similarities and inter-
relationships are so strong that we consider a DNAP in aseverely affected country could be effectively the same as an nssd.

The UK therefore considers that our work to support the establishment and implementation of nssds in countries affected by
desertification, land degradation and drought will be of great assistance in implementation of the Desertification Convention.

Specificaly it will help by:
increasing the profile of DNAPs, by combining them with efforts to promote nssds;
helping to integrated desertification issues into the mainstream of development planning; and
reducing the burden of reporting on devel oping countries.

DFID is supporting a number of in-country initiatives which contribute to helping countries meet their obligations under the
convention. They could aso feed into, and inform, an nssd process. An example has been the support to Botswana in
strengthening their range monitoring and drought early warning systems. The initiatives are providing reliable data and
information which informs decision makers, particularly in times of environmenta stress. Of equa importance is the stronger
collaboration that has devel oped between line ministries and the opportunities for closer local level consultation in this process.

5. UK ACTIVITIES IN SUPPORT OF THE CONVENTION IN AFRICA
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Almost 50% of DFID’s hilateral country spending is allocated to Africa; over £450 million is planned for the current financial
year. Commitments specificaly to desertification-related activities totd £53.5 million.  Many other DFID activities help address
the objectives of the Convention. Poor people are a the centre of our development efforts.  We recognise that the links
between poverty and land degradation are demonstrated most clearly in the African region.  Africa will therefore remain  an
important focus of our actions to address desertification and land degradation. We are building new partnerships and
implementing new approaches in order to pursue this.

The UK has not yet participated in any partnership agreements with affected countries in Africa  We are keen to see how the
National Action Programme process develops.  We then plan to consider how best to support national programmes based on
priorities established by the affected countries concerned, including partnership agreements, if appropriate.

A KEY LESSONS FROM DFID EXPERIENCE IN AFRICA

Our experiences over a number of years have raised a number of lessons for future assistance.  We would welcome discussion
of these and other lessons.

Desertification activities are best addressed as an integral component of other development activities and strategies but
this makes monitoring the contribution of different activities difficult. Given the nature of poverty in the region, many
DFID interventions are rural based and explicitly address desertification issues. However, DFID interventions are targeted at
improving livelihoods and assisting regional rather than trying to address desertification as a specific sectoral issue. This has
proved to be a more effective approach but makesiit difficult to quantify the contribution of specific initiatives to the objectives of
the Convention to Combat Desertification.

The legal and political aspects of natural resource management, such as land and resources rights, have a key role in
addressing desertification. In Southern Africa, for instance, the enabling framework of national and local government policies
and effectiveness, resource rights or endowments, land rights and resettlement issues are critical to addressing desertification.
These issues are highly political and some, such as land tenure and resettlement, are only going to be resolved in the longer term.
DFID activities in this area address desertification as a long term development goa acknowledging that social and politica
priorities are often dominant.

Community based resource management schemes are an important part of strategies to address desertification but
expectations of their potential can be overstated and there are many practical difficulties to overcome. Community
based resource management schemes have considerable potential to encourage people to care for resources from which they
directly benefit. However, establishing such schemes has proved to be along term process requiring a good enabling legal and
political framework and considerable support for issues such as conflict management.  Such approaches are not a solution on
their own to desertification and require Government support and other complementary activities.

Activities separate from, or only indirectly related to, land management have an important role. DFID activities not
directly related to land management or desertification, such as support for national water resources management, rura credit
schemes or urban development contribute to sustainable livelihoods and the reduction of land degradation. Changes in the
economy and urban conditions have strong links to issues such as water demand, fuel supplies, rural to urban drift and
dependence on communal farmsthat affect land degradation.

11.5.

( 3 1999 )

I. STRATEGIES ET PRIORITES ETABLIES DANS LES POLITIQUES DE DEVELOPPEMENT
1.1. LESPOLITIQUES ET/OU STRATSGIES
1.2. LesPLaAns
1.2.1. Le Plan d’Action National de Lutte contre la désertification
1.2.2.  Le Plan d’Action National pour I’Environnement
1.2.3. Le Plan Stratégique de la Recherche Agricole
1.2.4. Le Plan d’Action Forestier Tropical (PAFT)
1.3. LesProcramMMES
1.3.1. Auniveau du Développement Agricole
1.3.1.1. Le Programme d' Ajustement Structurel du Secteur Agricole (PASA)
1.3.1.2. Le Programme Nationa de Gestion des Terroirs (PNGT)
1.3.2. Au niveau du secteur de la foresterie et de I’hydraulique
1.3.2.1. Le Programme National d’ Aménagement des Foréts (PNAF)
1.3.2.2. Le Programme National de Foresterie Villageoise (PNFV)
1.3.2.3. Le Programme Sahel Burkinabe (PSB)
1.3.2.4. Les Programmes d' Hydrauliques
1.3.3. Au niveau de la recherche
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1.3.2. Au niveau des composantes nationales des Programmes Régionaux du CILSS
1. MESURES INSTITUTIONNELLES PRISES POUR LA MISE EN (EUVRE DE LA CONVENTION
2.1. OreANE NATIONAL DE CoORDINATION (ONC) 0PSRATIONNEL
2.1.1. Statut juridique
2.1.2. Ressources
2.1.3. Caractere inter-sectoriel et pluridisciplinaire ; composition et mode de fonctionnement
2.1.4. Statut des données et des informations
2.1 CADRE INSTITUTIONNEL, LéGISLATIF ET RéGLEMENTAIRE DE LUTTE CONTRE LA DESERTIFICATION COHERENT
2.2.1. Au niveau institutionnel
2.2.1.1. Le démarrage d un processus de décentralisation
2.2.1.2. Laredéfinition des missions du Ministére chargé de I' Environnement
2.2.1.3. Lacréation du Conseil National pour la Gestion de I Environnement (CONAGESE)
2.2.1.4. LaCrégtion et/ou la mise en place de structures spécifiques ala mise en cauvre de la convention
2.2.2. Auniveau législatif et réglementaire
2.2.2.1. Laloi portant Réorganisation Agraire et Fonciére
2.2.2.2. Laloi portant Code de I Environnement
2.2.2.3. Le Code Foregtier
2.2.2.4. Le Code Minier
2.2.25. LeCodedel Eau
2.2.2.6. Le Code Pastoral
2.3.  ProcramMME D’AcTioN NATIONAL INT6GRé DANS LE PLAN NATIONAL DE
DéVELOPPEMENT 6CONOMIQUE ET SOCIAL
2.3.1. Mise en cohérence du PAN avec les autres cadres stratégiques
2.3.2. Articulation du PAN avec les approches nationales, régionales et locales
2.3.3. Articulation du PAN avec le PASR de I’Afrique de I’Ouest
I11. PROCESSUS PARTICIPATIF A L’APPUI DE L’ELABORATION ET DE LA MISE EN (EUVRE DU PAN
3.1. L’INFORMATION ET LA SENSIBILISATION
3.2.  LACONCERTATION AVEC LES ACTEURS
IV. PROCESSUS CONSULTATIF AVEC LES PARTENAIRES DE COOPERATION (PAYS DEVELOPPES
PARTIES)
V. MESURES PRISES OU PREVUES POUR AMELIORER LE CLIMAT ECONOMIQUE, L’'ORGANISATION
INSTITUTIONNELLE ET LA CONNAISSANCE DU PHENOMENE DE LA DESERTIFICATION
5.1. EVALUATION DES ACTIONS ENTREPRISES DANS LE PASSé ET RECENSEMENT DES PROJETS EN COURS
5.2. ACTION DE RENFORCEMENT DES CAPACITéS NATIONALES
5.3.  MESURES PRISES POUR AMELIORER LE CLIMAT éCONOMIQUE ET LA CONNAISSANCE DU PHéNOMENE DE LA DESERTIFICATION
VI. RESSOURCES FINANCIERES ALLOUEES POUR APPUYER LA MISE EN EUVRE DE LA
CONVENTION
6.1. LeFonDps NATIONAL DE LUTTE CONTRE LA DéSERTIFICATION
6.2. AUTRES FINANCEMENTS
6.3. CONTRIBUTION AU PROCESSUS D’¢éLABORATION DU PROGRAMME D’ AcTioN NATIONAL
VII. EXAMEN ET EVALUATION DES REPERES ET INDICATEURS UTILISES POUR MESURER LES
PROGRES ACCOMPLIS
LISTE DES DOCUMENTS ANNEXéS AU RAPPORT SUR LA CCD au Burkina Faso

( 3 1999 )

The major problems to be tackled under the NAP relate to and/or are inclusive of the following:

(@) Land degradation —which manifestsitself mainly in the form of accelerated soil erosion. The
problem is aresult of over exploitation and mismanagement of natural resources among other
CaUISES.

(b) Deforestation —which is aresult of over dependence on fuel wood to meet energy
requirementsin rural areas.

(c) Water shortage — due to siltation of rivers and dams and frequent droughts.

(d) Lack of environmental policy

(e) Unstreamlined environmental legislation as stated above

)] Poverty — the major problem here being the vicious cycle

) Loss of bio-diversity

(h) Air and water pollution

30 STRATEGIES AND PRIORITIES ESTABLISHED WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT PLANSAND POLICIES
3.1 National Conservation Strategy (NCS)




3.2 Decentralisation Policy

3.3 Interim Environmental Impact Assessment Policy (EIA)

3.4 Nationa Population Policy

3.5 Land Reform and Redistribution Policy

3.6 Poverty Alleviation Action Plan

3.7 National Rura Water Supply and Sanitation

3.8 Energy Management Policy

3.9 Forestry Policy

3.10 Water Resources Management Strategy

3.11 Nationa Policy on Drought Management

4.0 INSTITUTIONAL MEASURESTAKEN TO IMPLEMENT THECONVENTION
4.1 Egtablished and functional National Taskforce

4.2 Ingtitutional Framework for Coherent and Functiond  Desertification Control

4.3 National Action Programme (NAP) as part of the National Economic and Socid Development Plan
4.4 Coherent and Functiona Legal and Regulatory Framework

7.0 MEASURES UNDERTAKEN AND PLANNED WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF THE NAP
7.1 Weater Resource Provision

7.2 Energy Provision

7.3 Provision of Alternative Livelihoods

7.4 Education, Public Awareness and Capacity Building

7.5 Land Rehabilitation

7.6 Environmental Information System for the NAP

7.7 Project Implementation and Role of Women in the NAP Process

( 4 2000 )

7.3 PRIORITY AREAS OF NAP

7.3.1 ACCLERATION OF REVEGETATION IN THE AFFECTED REGION

7.3.2 CAPACITY BUILDING OF DESERTIFICATION MONITORING, PREDICTION AND EARLY WARNING SYSTEM
7.3.3 EXTENSION SERVICE AND ADAPTION OF ADVANCED PRACTICAL TECHNOLOGY

7.3.4 CREATION OF NETWORK OF PUBLIC EDUCATION FOR COMBATING DESERTIFICATION.

1. INTRODUCTION
2. LAND DEGRADATION IN ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA
2.1. DROUGHT
2.2. LAND USE MANAGEMENT
2.2.1. Unsustainable farming practices
2.2.2. Poor watershed management
2.2.3. Uncontrolled livestock grazing
2.2.4. Soil and Sand mining
2.3. INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY OF AGENCIESINVOLVED IN LAND MANAGEMENT
24. LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK
3. NATIONAL STRATEGIES AND PRIORITIES
3.1. LAND USE STRATEGIES - PRIOR TO 1980
3.2. LAND USE STRATEGIES- 1980 TO PRESENT
3.3. SPECIFIC ACTIVITIESRELATED TO THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
CONVENTION
3.3.1. The Minigtries of Foreign Affairs & Agriculture, Lands and Fisheries
3.3.2. The Ministry of Tourism and Environment
3.3.3. Fisheries Division 24
3.34. Soil & Water Conservation Unit/Forestry Unit
3.3.5. Non-Governmental Organisations
4. INSTITUTIONAL MEASURES TAKEN TO IMPLEMENT THE CONVENTION
4.1. LAND USE MANAGEMENT
4.2. NATIONAL CO-ORDINATING MECHANISM FOR ENVIRONMENTAL
CONVENTIONS
4.2.1. Leve of Participation
4.2.2. Lega Status
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4.2.3. Financid Auton
5. THE NATIONAL ACTION PLAN TO COMBAT LAND DEGRADATION
5.1. THENAP
5.1.1. Stage |: Public Awareness
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