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Effective implementation of the Convention at national, subregional and regional levels

Development and promotion of activities for targeted capacity-building to further the implementation of the
Convention

Development and promotion of activities for targeted
capacity-building to further the implementation of the
Convention

1. Some Parties recognized capacity-building as an essential enabler of transformative
change and a prerequisite for achieving land degradation neutrality, drought resilience,
sustainable land management, and effective national reporting.

2. Some Parties commended the United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification
(UNCCD) secretariat and the Global Mechanism for their continued efforts to strengthen
capacity-building as a core pillar of the Convention and welcomed the report
ICCD/CRIC(23)/6 highlighting progress, gaps and opportunities.

3. Some Parties underscored that despite notable achievements, capacity-building
continues to face enduring structural challenges, including fragmented institutional
arrangements, limited coordination, inadequate staffing, and persistent shortfalls in
predictable, long-term and consistent financing.

4. Some Parties reiterated that these barriers prevent the scaling up of capacity-building
efforts and hinder the transition from short-term training to sustained institutional
strengthening.

5. Some Parties reaffirmed the importance of adopting a more coherent and forward-
looking capacity-building strategy aligned with the forthcoming post-2030 strategic
framework of the Convention. Some Parties stressed that both frameworks must evolve
together to avoid misalignment and to ensure that capacity-building responds to emerging
global environmental, socioeconomic and geopolitical challenges.

6. Some Parties suggested that the development of the capacity-building strategy must
remain an ongoing effort, with some long-term building blocks and key priorities that could
be designed as dynamic adaptive processes, allowing for an easy integration into and possible
alignment with the post-2030 strategic framework of the Convention.

7. Some Parties emphasized the need for capacity-building approaches that are inclusive,
context-specific and rooted in national and regional realities. They highlighted that different
regions — such as least developed countries (LDCs), small island developing States (SIDS),
mountainous countries, hyperarid zones, and communities with limited in-country expertise
— require tailored support, including hands-on training, mentoring schemes and locally
relevant technical backstopping.

8. Some Parties reiterated that institutional consolidation within the secretariat is critical
for improving coordination and impact. While some Parties supported the establishment of a
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dedicated, well-resourced capacity-building unit, other Parties invited the secretariat to
present more resource-efficient alternatives, including an inter-unit task force, to harmonize
activities without creating new structures.

9. Some Parties underlined that decentralized delivery mechanisms are essential for
ensuring that capacity-building reaches local implementers and vulnerable communities.

10.  Some Parties called for strengthening regional hubs and centres of excellence by
building on existing institutions and initiatives where possible.

11.  Some Parties underlined the need for a clear mandate in the future capacity-building
strategy for the work of regional hubs and the importance of this strategy as a precondition
for considering new requirements for reporting on capacity-building actions.

12.  For some Parties, digital transformation emerged as a shared priority. Some Parties
called for expanded access to data, cloud computing, geospatial analysis, artificial
intelligence, and early warning systems. Other Parties stressed that digital tools must be
accompanied by long-term support, improved digital literacy, and infrastructure investment
to avoid widening technological inequalities between regions. Some Parties also expressed
the need for more accessible scientific outputs, including simplified and translated materials
from the Science-Policy Interface and the Global Land Outlook.

13.  Some Parties stressed that monitoring and evaluation systems must evolve beyond
activity tracking toward assessing long-term impact, including institutional change and
behavioral shifts. Some Parties highlighted the importance of strengthening national
capacities for performance review and assessment of implementation system (PRAIS)
reporting and harmonizing methodologies, particularly for LDCs, SIDS and regions with
limited data availability.

14.  Some Parties acknowledged the training for journalists provided by the secretariat to
some Regional Implementation Annexes and requested that the secretariat organize those
trainings for other Regional Implementation Annexes.

15.  Some Parties emphasized the need for increased synergies among the three Rio
conventions. Some Parties recommended coordinated training modules, joint financing
opportunities, and strengthened use of existing mechanisms under the Convention on
Biological Diversity, the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change and
other multilateral initiatives. Some Parties encouraged the secretariat to expand collaboration
through the Joint Liaison Group and related programmes.

16.  Some Parties stressed that the lack of predictable, adequate and accessible financing
remains the greatest barrier to scaling up capacity-building. Some Parties called for enhanced
partnerships with multilateral development banks, the Global Environment Facility, donors
and the private sector, as well as the creation of dedicated financing windows for regional
hubs, national fellowships, data systems, and community-level capacity programmes.

17.  Civil society organizations (CSOs) encouraged the Parties to prioritize long-term
institutional capacity for CSOs, women, youth, Indigenous Peoples, as well as local
communities; enhance coordination with the Rio conventions and other global frameworks
for greater coherence, efficiency and joint action; expand digital literacy through localized
training; support community-led capacity-building; and invest in public awareness to drive
behavioural change and engagement in restoration and drought resilience.




