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Agni Vlavianos Arvanitis President and Founder of the Biopolitics International Organisation (B.I.O.) and the Hellenic Chapter of the Club of Rome initiated the symposium by welcoming the distinguished speakers, the diplomatic corps and the public. The President pointed out that the models of the past are not adequate for humanity to deal with today’s escalating environmental challenges. A coordinated and collaborative approach, which effectively integrates the consensus and consent of the people with that of governments and international institutions, is essential in order to prevent the global economy from expanding without concern for its repercussions on society and the environment. A coherent long-term international strategy is urgently needed to lead society to a future in which people live in harmony with their environment. 

“Climate Change is an international problem and a matter of vital im​portance for all. It’s our common enemy and only by adopting a common defense will we be able to save our planet and life on it. Efforts to protect the environment cannot be fruitful in isolation. Therefore, alternative policies must be pursued as part of a concerted worldwide effort for the protection of bios. The Club of Rome and the Biopolitics International Organisation emphasize that time is running out, and international collabora​tion is key in securing the well-being and survival of future generations. These generations will be called upon to clean up the environmental damage left behind. Furthermore, environmental security and the protection of a natural resource base are key dimensions for peace, national security, and human rights.  Therefore, international cooperation for a clean and healthy environment can serve as a vital means to help prevent conflict, instability and unrest. Bio-diplomacy is a concept pioneered by the B.I.O. It fo​cuses on the interdependence of all forms of life and calls upon diplomats and people of influence to engage in a collective endeavor in defense of the environ​ment. Joint efforts to protect the environment can enhance international relations and act as a bridge between global decision-making at the national and regional levels. Bio-diplomacy is an opportunity for the aspirations of sovereign states and civil society to converge in pursuit of long-term international environ​mental policy and action. At the same time, bio-diplomacy actively supports efforts to maintain biological and cultural diversity and seeks to improve human relations.  Finally, Bio-diplomacy seeks to attain the goal of world peace by replacing current diplomatic attitudes with a complete international and intercultural perspective.

The concepts promoted by the B.I.O. emphasise ethical values as a tool for instilling the vision of biopolicy in future leaders. This vision promotes the creation of a “Green Society,” a strategy which enlists the participation of every individual, whether government leader, business executive, worker, student, or housewife, in the struggle to reverse current trends and restore the balance of life with the environment.

Access to knowledge with modern communication and information technol​ogy enables global participation in the race to save the environment, empowers sustainable development, and increases awareness of our responsibilities towards all forms of life on our planet. As first proposed by the B.I.O. in 1992, communica​tion technology can help humanity to dynamically voice its concern over environmental deterioration and to take immediate action. A “World Referendum” for every citizen to simultaneously cast a vote for the environment, would result in a global mobilization for the reversal of destructive trends and would guarantee a brighter future. A world vote on the environment cannot be successful without the contribu​tion of the media. The media coordinate and correlate information, thus shaping and inspiring social and cultural attitudes. The power of the media in influencing public opinion as well as the infrastructure available can make the implementa​tion of a simultaneous vote on bios a reality in every corner of the world.”

George Kassimatis, President of the European Parliament’s office in Greece, congratulated the Biopolitics International Organisation and the Hellenic Chapter of the Club of Rome on this particularly important initiative aimed at raising awareness and exchanging ideas in view of the Copenhagen Conference. He also mentioned that “significant progress has been made since the Bali Summit. But the most important thing is to make sure that the political leaders will commit to implementing the targets set. I wish we will achieve that in the end and I am certain that today’s meeting will offer useful proposals in this direction”.

H.E. Mr. Tom Norring, the Ambassador of Denmark, gave a very important speech in view of the Copenhagen Summit. “We can no longer dispute the facts: the climate is changing, perhaps at more rapid paces than we had previously expected. Studies show that minimising the rise in temperature to 2(C might not be feasible. And things are not just about the weather getting a little warmer. Threats to societies, to the stability of geographical areas and particularly international stability, are expected to be intensified in the next few years. We are therefore talking about a substantial deal that affects all areas of society. Climate change is multiplying potential threats. World instability could even undermine the UN Millennium Development Goals. Wars might break out in countries and regions that are already vulnerable and prone to conflict. This is a very big challenge for global governance; if it is addressed efficiently, entire countries and societies will be saved.” He highlighted the need to act now and that Climate Change Conference (COP15) in Copenhagen is not a Danish Conference it is a United Nations Conference. “So the entire international community is called upon to act together, led by the UN Secretary General. We only play a complementary role- our purpose is to facilitate the search for solutions. Within this framework, the European Union has a particularly important role to play.” 

Another valuable point of the presentation of the Ambassador of Denmark is the fact that things are not looking very good because we are moving at a very slow pace. “We could even reach a point when the negotiations could undermine the COP15. But this is a very decisive moment in our efforts to reach a global agreement on climate. There is still a lot to do. It is not enough that some countries agree between them to reduce their CO2 and GHG emissions by 2020, setting higher goals for 2050. The remaining countries must also do their bit, even the ones that are not able to achieve their own targets, even small insular countries. Given that their security will be affected, they need to be equipped with the right resources in order to meet their own demands.” Furthermore, the Ambassador noted: “we need to provide developing countries, particularly the most vulnerable to climate change, with more financial resources and the technology that is essential to meeting their targets. The European Union can certainly contribute, but things are not just up to the European Union. At Kyoto, we all agreed to sign a global agreement, but unfortunately the Kyoto Protocol was never ratified by some major economies and some major CO2 emitters. So if we want to achieve a reduction in CO2 emissions, we must ensure that the United States, China, India, Russia and Brazil come to the table and are also on board. Only their constructive stance at the table of negotiations can contribute to reaching an agreement. Two years ago in Bali, and at the COP14) in Poznan, we realised that we cannot walk this path alone. We have already received some positive signs from the Obama administration. They already have the House of Representatives on board, but he is faced with a tough battle at the Senate on many different fronts. He has already lost the battle on Chicago’s candidacy for hosting the 2016 Olympics and a major battle awaits him on his planned healthcare reform: The US President has put forward a costly but necessary reform, which will cost a lot to the state, but will be really hurt the private insurance companies. Finally, on the issue of climate change, his proposals will be submitted for approval by the Senate, where some of President Obama’s more hard-line opponents are among its members. He will not simply have a hard time convincing the members of the Senate. He must, first of all, convince his own people”. Moreover the Ambassador spoke about China that seems it would bring an important contribution to Copenhagen.  India is another major player and seems to be ready now to commit. If the US, Russia and China are on board, India would follow them even at the last minute. Some countries within the EU suggested that the financial crisis should be dealt with first, and that climate change should follow. But fortunately this view was not retained. Our economies are certainly under serious pressure, but this should not be an excuse to delay the achievement of our ambitious goals. Reduction in greenhouse gas emissions will certainly be costly, but we must not forget that inaction will be even more costly. This is a solid argument. If we delay undertaking action, the cost will be even higher. In conclusion, the road to Copenhagen is full of obstacles. The government of Denmark that will host the Conference has adopted an ambitious and optimistic stance. But if we want Copenhagen to be a success, all major economies and all major countries must show the political will to contribute towards a successful outcome”.
H.E. Mr. Hakan Malmqvist, the Ambassador of Sweden, mentioned that it is particularly encouraging that such meetings are held, as we should not only rely on politicians. NGOs and citizens should themselves organize meetings around the world, as politicians alone are not enough. “It is said that politics is about being able to explain and defend certain issues to the citizens. This is why I believe it is a particularly important sign that business delegates attended today’s meeting.
Up to this day, we have been following the same attitude, waiting for the problem to disappear on its own or dragging our feet until we come up with the right technology to solve it. But none of that is an option.  The Danish ambassador was crystal clear. Our role as members of the European Union is to try and coordinate how we act on the way to Copenhagen. Negotiations are going to be tough, everything might be decided in the last week, or even in the last few nights.
Meetings such as today’s symposium have special dynamics. Even if we could be pessimistic, only 60 days away from the day of Conference, a lot is usually discussed and decided at the eleventh hour, literally in the last few hours. We think that a global agreement is possible. 
In October, major Summit Meetings are being held between the European Union and major economies. My country, which holds the EU Presidency this semester, has already held a meeting with Brazil, to be followed by the EU-Africa, EU-United States, EU-China and EU-India summit. The members of the European Union will play a significant role in efforts to conclude a global agreement.
A report was recently submitted in New York to the UN Commission on Sustainable Development. It incorporates ideas on how to help developing countries cover the cost of their contribution in this global effort to tackle climate change. Unfortunately, I do not know the details of this report but it is good that it includes ideas in this direction. I wish that they have sufficient substance in order to help the Copenhagen Conference to be a success, not just with regard to the conclusion of an international agreement but also with regard to the implementation of the targets in reality.
My view is that we need bolder attitude in Copenhagen than Kyoto. The challenge, therefore, for the UN Conference could be exercising a new kind of Diplomacy, finding new ways of thinking in order to overcome the negatives.”

Maria Kanellopoulou, Head of Information Policy at the European Commission noticed that what we expect from Copenhagen is a roadmap for low carbon global economy. The European Union will try to solve both environmental and economic crises by the creation of new jobs and new sources of economic growth through innovation and application of technology. Developed countries and USA must follow the European Union countries to this effort. It is the time for the leaders to make the necessary steps in order to control climate change. 
H.E. Mr. Kees van Rij, the Ambassador of the Netherlands, offered his opinion in view of Copenhagen “Things are definitely difficult, as the previous speakers have said. The Conference is not guaranteed to have a successful outcome. An important parameter, as was previously said, is our behaviour towards climate change. The European Union has already adopted an ambitious stance, but it only accounts for 10-15% of the total negotiating power at the Copenhagen table. In particular with regard to Greece, I would like to ask a question if you allow me: Do you see a change in the stance of the new government, given that a new Environment Ministry has been created and given the background of the new Minister? It would be interesting to see what Greece’s role will be. Coming back to the Copenhagen Conference, I see a triangle. First, we need to agree on mitigation programmes to alleviate the economic burden for developing countries and to soften GHG reduction targets for them. Secondly, developed countries of the Northern Hemisphere should agree on concrete targets, and finally, sector-specific targets should be set.
Developed countries are certainly called upon to assume a role in mitigating the burden for developing countries. The European Union has already called for the most advanced among developing countries to take up their own mitigation actions. We call upon them to promote eco-efficiency and set goals for 2020 based on sector-specific measures that will meet the needs of each sector separately. 
Coming to ourselves, the developed countries of the planet, we should agree on specific targets to reduce our GHG emissions and we will continue to call for ambitious and comparable reduction targets for remaining countries, in order to be able to limit the rise in temperatures to 2oC. You know that the European Union has set as its goal to reduce its GHG emissions by 20% by 2020 (compared with 1990 levels) and by 30% if there is a global agreement at Copenhagen. The member states of the European Union have also promised to reduce their emissions by at least 80% by 2050 and call upon all other countries to follow their example in order to achieve a low-carbon society.  The Dutch proposal (which was approved by other member states as well) is that special targets have to be set internationally for air and sea transport and then be incorporated in the global agreement. We see that if a comprehensive target is set to reduce emissions by 20-45% by 2020, it will not be enough to limit the rise in temperatures to just 2ºC. So we need a more sector specific approach. Of course, both public and private funds will be needed to reach a serious agreement. A particularly interesting development within the EU has been the European Commission’s proposal for a “fourchette” on buildings. The Council is expected to discuss this proposal on 29-30 October. It is very probable that if Nordic, developed countries give no indication of providing the financing to achieve the targets, that developing countries will be reticent to be on board”.
The Ambassador pointed out another important matter for the European Union: “its budget amounting to 1 trillion euro for the period 2007-2014. It is clear that particular importance is attributed to agricultural, regional policy and the modernisation of the economy. In its current form, the community budget does not say anything about the environment, climate change, and efficient use of energy. However, these aspects should be taken seriously into account and following their discussion should lead to a fully-fledged policy. In my opinion, the goal of such an approach should not simply be to add money to the community budget, but to discuss its priorities and then make certain choices. Not for less agriculture and more environment, but for greener agriculture and a greener economy. This is not a win-lose situation, but a way to spend community money in a smarter way. The financial crisis has definitely limited our choices, as we were more optimistic in the past. But as the President, Prof. Vlavianou Arvaniti, rightfully said we have a great opportunity for radical reforms, for financing an eco-efficient economy.”

H.E. Mrs Hana Mottlova, the Ambassador of the Czech Republic, focused on the hope that we will be able to avoid disasters in the future particularly through the conclusion of an international, binding, and comprehensive agreement between developed and developing countries at the crucial Copenhagen Summit. “Our goals are to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 25-40% compared with 1990 levels by 2020, and also reduce them by 80-95% by 2050. The burden must be fairly distributed and the national targets that will be set must be comparable. The European Union has made commitments to reduce it emissions by 20% until 2020, and by 30% if there is a global agreement. Other members of the international community have also adopted similar reduction targets. There has to be a joint but differentiated approach for the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. The Czech Republic has been granted the right to emit 900 billion tones between 2008 and 2012, as my country was granted emission surpluses. Our ultimate goal is a low GHG development. More particularly, the least developed countries must adopt ambitious targets but will need our help towards mitigation, adaptation and reduction of their emissions. The appropriate financing is, therefore, required. In the Czech Republic’s view, given the Kyoto experience, we should include in this global agreement to come out of Copenhagen, a package of technological measures in order to engage the private sector. We of course need strong political will in order for these negotiations to be a success and we call upon all participants to contribute fruitfully.

H.E. Mr. Takanori Kitamura, the Ambassador of Japan as the representative of a non-EU country presented a slightly different view. “I see four significant aspects in this matter. First of all the setting of ambitious and achievable targets, secondly the establishment of a fair system, thirdly, innovation and finally, raising public awareness. With regard to the first aspect, the European Union is definitely playing a leading role. Japan has also adopted an ambitious of a 25% cut in emissions by 2020. The by United States and China have announced their good intentions, but they seem unwilling or undecided as yet, and it is difficult to fill their gap. The most dangerous thing in my opinion is not setting targets it is implementing them. We support the adoption of a sector approach, something which is supported by other countries, and which was unfortunately not included in the Kyoto Protocol. But we might once again come up with a situation where targets are set, but are not implemented in reality. Regarding the second aspect, all major players must take part in order for the framework to be effective. And this presupposes both awareness of the targets and the willingness to implement them. Japan supports that it is unfair to set 1990 as a reference year for reducing our emissions. Why not take into account 2000 or 2005? China did not have the same emissions in 1990 as ten year ago. The United States have now turned from coal to natural gas. Thirdly, with regard to innovation. The new government of Japan agreed as I told you to cut its emissions by 25%, but first it had examined 5 alternative scenarios. The first was about at least 0%, whereas the first and most ambitious provided for a cut by 25%. Following a public debate, the majority of the people supported the scenario of cutting emissions by 8% compared with 1990 levels, followed by the scenario about a 14-15% cut. Nevertheless, the government decided to follow the fifth choice. We now foresee that almost all our cars will be eco-friendly, and all our houses will use photovoltaic power. The choice lies of course with the people. I believe that thanks to technological innovation, in 4-5 years, the cost of photovoltaic installations will be the same as ordinary ones. In my opinion, technological innovation is the key to changing the world. Finally, with regard to raising awareness: We clearly need the support of society as a whole. Our government was clear and said it plainly that if we are to achieve our national target, each household will be burdened with three to four thousand euro annually”.
H.E. Mr. Dragan Zupanjevac, the Ambassador of Serbia said that “I personally believe that this is the biggest issue of our time. I was lucky to take part in the 1992 Rio Summit, as I was serving at the time at my country’s mission at the UN. After having personally participated in these negotiations, 17 years later I see that the problem has become more acute and has taken on much greater dimensions. In Serbia, we pay particular importance to the environmental issue. Belgrade now has the same weather as Athens, something inconceivable 20 years ago. The rise in temperature has unfortunately resulted in more frequent phenomena of drought, floods, and agricultural crises. If the situation continues, I believe that the impact will be very serious indeed on the economy and on agricultural production. I am glad to hear the other ambassadors of The Netherlands and Denmark to give optimistic views. We must not miss the chance that is presented to us in Copenhagen. If the member states of the EU do not take action, then aspiring candidate countries will follow them. With the breakdown of Yugoslavia, our countries’ industries collapsed. There is now talk of less polluting technologies. Rest assured that my country will have a constructive stance in the negotiations”.
H.E. Mr. Ali Yahya, the Ambassador of Israel expressed his opinion on the subject at hand: “I would simply like to congratulate the President of Biopolitics International Organisation for this particularly important initiative and recalling a saying in my country express the hope that the fire is not already in our houses. I would also like to say that in my opinion the right step to promote the required solution is to go through our national parliaments. 
In my country, faced with many problems, legislation works because it goes through the parliament, without of course wanting to ignore the special role played on these issues by the competent Ministry. But I do believe that parliaments have a special contribution to offer towards tackling climate change.” 
Η.Ε. Mr. Antoin Mac Unfraidh, the Ambassador of Ireland gave his opinion that raising awareness often has a lot to do with location. “In Ireland, for example, we would like a bit more sun. We see that after three long, wet summers, the public’s awareness has improved and we would not be successful in our efforts if the public was not on our side. We can assume that this is obvious to everyone: climate change is a major issue. We must thus spread the word that this phenomenon is not overestimated. In Ireland, part of the success should be attributed to the Green Party. I think that the Irish public is now much more aware on this issue. I do not want to take up too much of your time: Simply thank you for the invitation, and congratulate you and your organisation for holding this symposium, saying that I have been really impressed by my colleagues’ statements and their excellent presentations.”
The Ambassador of Estonia Andres Talvik, the Ambassador of Latvia Liga Bergmane, the Ambassador of Poland Michal Klinger and the Ambassador of Portugal Alfredo Costa participated actively also, in the symposium, and supported the cause. 
Antonis Gortzis, President of the Institute of Business Ethics spoke about green development and business ethics. “Amidst the current financial crisis, the issue of the ethic dimension of entrepreneurship has been raised in many countries. Green development is not just a fashion. In any modern country, it is an element that concerns our political life, social networking, determining the identity of many operators, for example, NGOs. Green development is not a cure all for all our employment and profitability problems or the lack of social responsibility businesses have shown during the period of unregulated economic development. It is, in a sense, a philosophy. Green development is a new form of entrepreneurship, a new model for all forms of social activity, it is human-centered, and is aimed at a healthy developing society with respect for the environment. It is the only form of development that can be considered ethical. Green development shows that profitability could be absolutely moral, given that ethics have an impact on a business's reputation and also influence total product choices. The model of Green Development – completely safe for human – could usher in a social and industrial revolution. To this purpose, we must capitalise on new technologies in order to achieve economic and social progress. In the case of Greece, the fact that the overwhelming majority of the population live in Attica – an oversaturated region – shows the lack of balance in our country. Rural areas have been abandoned by their inhabitants, but a decentralisation policy could have a multiplying effect. It will breathe new life to rural areas, creating competitive production, strengthening our exports significantly, improving the living conditions in these areas thanks to the safe use of waste and the introduction of a new culture Also, new infrastructure will be set up in order to host new, green businesses and their workers. In Greece, which saw the birth of measure and ethics, ethical development can have a multiplying effect.”

Ioannis Bourloyannis – Tsangarides, Ambassador and Member of the Hellenic Chapter of the Club of Rome, Alexandros Vrachnos, f. President of Green Transports and Member of the Hellenic Chapter of the Club of Rome, Andreas Zaimis, f. Minister and Member of the Hellenic Chapter of the Club of Rome, Nikos Tsalikis, f. Secretary of the Greek National Council for radio and Television (NCRTV) and Ioannis Michael, President of the Hellenic Society for the Protection of the Environment and Culture supported fully the cause. Spyros Spyrou, vice-Chairman of the Red Cross Hospital in Athens and Member of the Hellenic Chapter of the Club of Rome expressed his concerns on the impact of Climate Change on health.
The last speech on the symposium was made by H.E. Mr. Alfonso Massot, the Ambassador of Brazil who announced for the first time that the European Union welcomes Brazil’s initiative to host a high-level meeting in Rio de Janeiro in 2012. 

 “My country is known for its forests, and you, Madame Chair, have personally devoted your whole life to the environment. I hope that some of the issues I raise could be interesting for our discussion. A few days ago, the 3rd Brazil-European Union Summit was held as part of the strategic partnership between the two sides. At the end of the meeting, an important document – a joint statement – was signed which pays particular attention to an economy of sustainable development.” At this point, I would like to read to you some of the Summit’s conclusions included in this Statement.
Brazil and the EU reiterated that climate change is one of the most demanding challenges of our time requiring an urgent and extraordinary global response. Moving to a low-carbon economy is a necessity that should respect the priority of economic and social development of developing countries. It represents an opportunity to promote continued economic growth, sustainable development and the fight against poverty. They recognized the scientific findings of the IPCC Fourth Assessment Report and support the objective that global mean temperature should not exceed 2 degrees centigrade above the pre-industrial level. They reaffirmed the provisions and principles of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), including that of common but differentiated responsibilities and respective capabilities, and underscored the importance of its full, effective and sustained implementation. In this context, they are determined to step up the pace of negotiations in order to reach a positive and ambitious global agreed outcome, based on the Bali Road Map, at the 15th Conference of the Parties in Copenhagen in December this year.

They committed themselves to contributing to strengthening the global climate regime, including through clear and ambitious mid-term targets and legally binding commitments for developed countries, as well as nationally appropriate mitigation actions (NAMAs) for developing countries, supported and enabled by technology, financing and capacity building. The peaking of global and national emissions should take place as soon as possible, recognizing that the timeframe for peaking will be longer for developing countries, bearing in mind that social and economic development and poverty eradication are the first and overriding priorities in developing countries and low-carbon development is indispensable to sustainable development.

They agreed that substantial financial resources, including technology and capacity building support, will be crucial for both mitigation and adaptation in developing countries and recognize that a robust financial package, including strong provisions for international public financing by developed countries, will be paramount for the successful outcome of COP-15. They recognized that the private sector will also play a role in supporting mitigation and new climate-friendly technologies.

In this context, they recognized each other's effort to tackle climate change, including Brazil's National Plan on Climate Change and the EU's Energy and Climate Package. They call on other developed and developing countries to come forward, respectively, with ambitious emissions reduction targets and mitigation actions and strategies as soon as possible before Copenhagen.

Brazil and the EU committed to working closely together to reduce emissions from deforestation and forest degradation, and to promote sustainable forest management. They committed to step up efforts to ensure the inclusion of REDD in the Copenhagen agreed outcome and to establish an effective and reliable means of support for REDD under the Convention, with public finance offering strong incentives for action in this sector.

Taking into consideration the aforementioned principles, Summit leaders decided to establish a cooperation framework for the promotion of low-carbon growth, through clean technologies and sustainability policies, aiming at addressing the challenges presented by climate change.

The EU and Brazil agreed to hold a high level meeting in the run-up to Copenhagen.

Both Brazil and the EU stressed the importance of achieving sustainable and reliable provisions of energy. The promotion and use of renewable energy production and the efforts aimed at improving energy efficiency are viewed by both sides as an important contribution to fulfilling sustainable development needs, increasing access to energy, reducing GHG emissions, as well as achieving greater energy security. Leaders expressed their great satisfaction that the International Partnership for Energy Efficiency Cooperation (IPEEC) was officially launched on 24 May 2009 at the G8+5 Energy Ministerial meeting in Rome. They welcomed the excellent Brazil-EU relationship in the framework of IPEEC and look forward to further cooperation in this framework on energy efficiency issues. Summit leaders reiterated the EU and Brazil's commitment to the deployment and development of safer, more efficient and sustainable alternatives to fossil fuels.

Leaders reaffirmed the political commitment by Brazil and the EU to promote the use of renewable energies, including the production and use of sustainable biofuels. In this context, they highlighted the importance of Brazil's Agro-ecological zoning for sugar cane. They pledged to continue to work closely with interested countries on the promotion of sustainable biofuels, bio-energy and other forms of sustainable energy (i.e. solar, wind and hydropower and rural electrification) at the international level. They reiterated their commitment to work together in the context of the International

Forum on Biofuels and the Global BioEnergy Partnership.

Brazil and the EU continued to recognize the need to work together towards achieving the global target of significantly reducing the current rate of biodiversity loss by 2010. Brazil and the EU reaffirmed their commitment to effectively implement the three objectives of the Convention on Biological Diversity, to working towards an ambitious and achievable post 2010 global framework on biodiversity, and to finalize and consider the adoption by 2010 of an international regime on access to genetic resources and benefit-sharing (ABS).  Reiterating the need to strengthen the science-policy interface for biodiversity and ecosystem services for conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, long-term human well-being and sustainable development, Brazil and the EU welcome the process to establish an Intergovernmental Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES), which should support the convention on biological diversity and other biodiversity related conventions, and strive to complete this process at the earliest possible time. 

