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AGENDA | TEM 1: OPENI NG OF THE MEETI NG

1. The fifth nmeeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technol ogi cal Advice (SBSTTA), established under Article 25 of the Convention
on Biological Diversity, was held in Mntreal at the headquarters of the
International Cvil Aviation Organization (I1CAO from 31 January to 4 February
2000.

2. The neeting was opened at 10 a.m on Mnday, 31 January 2000, by M.
Cristian Sanper (Col onbia), Chair of the Subsidiary Body, who wel coned

partici pants and expressed his gratitude to the previous Chair, M. A H

Zakri (Malaysia) for his contribution to the work of the Subsidiary Body.
Havi ng hi ghlighted the inportance of the adoption of the Cartagena Protocol on
Bi osafety two days previously, he said that SBSTTA needed to be consoli dated
to make it an effective bridge between the Convention and the scientific
conmunity. It had to nmake clear and specific recommendations to the
Conference of the Parties and to eschew political debate. He then briefly
outlined the main i ssues before the Subsidiary Body at the current neeting.

3. Openi ng statenents were al so made by M. Handal | ah Zedan, Executive
Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity, and M. Paul Chabeda,
Di vi sion for Environnental Conventions of the United Nations Environnent
Programe (UNEP), speaking on behalf of M. Kl aus Topfer, Executive Director
of UNEP.

4. M. Zedan said that, at its current neeting, SBSTTA was to devel op
recomendat i ons on basic concepts, including sustainable use and the ecosystem
approach, which were fundanental for the inplenentation of the Convention. He
invited participants to | ook beyond their main task of further defining the
two concepts and to start reflecting on ways and neans of putting theminto
practice. Noting that neetings such as the Norway/ United Nations Conference
on the Ecosystem Approach for the Sustai nable Use of Biological Diversity

pl ayed an inportant role in bridging the gap between science and policy-

maki ng, he recalled that SBSTTA had invited himto prepare a detail ed proposa
on peer review and scientific assessnents under the Convention. |n that
respect, he drew attention to the report of the brainstorm ng neeting on the
subj ect that had been organized by the Secretariat and hosted by the

CGover nment of Norway (UNEP/ CBDY COP/5/1 NF/1).

5. O the thematic areas to be discussed at the neeting, he drew particul ar
attention to the need to devel op draft programes of work on agricultura

bi odi versity and on the biodiversity of drylands. He invited the Subsidiary
Body to ensure that the programme of work on drylands was conpl ementary to the
programe activities under the Convention to Conbat Desertification and to
consi der the extent to which the two processes should be Iinked,
institutionally or otherw se, based on the precedent of the programre of work
on inland waters and the Convention on Wetlands. In each of the thematic
areas, the various organs of the Conventi on were working ever nore closely

wi th other conventions and international organizations, as called for by the
Conference of the Parties. As the progranmes noved to their operationa

phase, he | ooked forward to increased collaborative efforts. Wth regard to

t he docunentation before the neeting, he said that, in preparing the
docunents, the Secretariat had convened a nunber of |iaison groups, conposed
of experts and institutions on the relevant topics. He thanked the experts
and organi zations that had participated in the groups for their contribution
and the Governnents and organi zations, in particular France, UNEP, the United

/...
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Nati ons Educational, Scientific and Cultural O ganization (UNESCO and the
Food and Agriculture O ganization of the United Nations (FAO, that had
provided facilities and financial support for the neetings. He also expressed
his sincere appreciation to the Parties that had provided financial assistance
for the participation of devel oping countries and countries with economies in
transition in the current neeting, nanely, Canada, New Zeal and, Sweden,
Switzerland and the United Ki ngdom

6. M. Chabeda said that UNEP had very hi gh expectations of SBSTTA as the
speci al body established under the Convention on Biological Diversity to
provide tinmely and sound sci ence-based advice to the Conference of the
Parties. It was incunbent upon SBSTTA at its current neeting to set the pace
for inplenentation of initiatives that would have the nost positive inpact
possi bl e not only on ecosystem health but also on options to neet the human
needs of the rapidly growi ng gl obal population. UNEP had set in notion
processes and activities for proactive cooperation with other environnmenta
conventions, and the Conference of the Parties would be fully apprised of such
initiatives at its forthcoming fifth nmeeting. It was UNEP' s firm conviction
that SBSTTA, in concert with such future conplenentary nodalities as the
Conference of the Parties might deem appropriate, would strive to be equal to
t he chal |l enges and opportunities of the present tine and the future with
regard to the effective conservati on and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity
wor | dwi de.

AGENDA | TEM 2: ORGANI ZATI ONAL MATTERS
A. Attendance

7. The neeting was attended by representatives of the follow ng Contracting
Parties and countries: Al bania, Al geria, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Armeni a, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bangl adesh, Barbados, Bel arus, Bel gi um
Beni n, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Canbodi a,
Caneroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Col onbia,
Conor os, Congo, Cook I|slands, Costa Rica, Cote d lvoire, Croatia, Cuba, Czech
Republ i c, Denocratic Republic of the Congo, Dennark, Djibouti, Dom nican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Sal vador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, European Community,
Fi nl and, France, Gabon, Ganbia, Ceorgia, Gernany, Ghana, G eece, G enada,

Qui nea, Guyana, Haiti, Holy See, Honduras, Hungary, lceland, |India, |ndonesia,
Iran (Islamc Republic of), Ireland, Italy, Janaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kiribati, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Lebanon, Lesotho, Madagascar, Ml awi, Ml aysia,
Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mcronesia (Federated States of),
Mongol i a, Morocco, Myannar, Nam bia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zeal and,

Ni caragua, Niger, N geria, Norway, Pakistan, Papua New Cui nea, Peru

Phi | i ppi nes, Pol and, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Republic of Ml dova,
Ronmani a, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Senegal
Seychel I es, Sl ovakia, Slovenia, Solonmon |slands, South Africa, Spain, Sri
Lanka, Swazil and, Sweden, Switzerland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Tonga, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukraine, United Ki ngdomof Geat Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of Anerica,
Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam Zanbia, Zi nbabwe.

8. oservers fromthe following United Nations bodi es, specialized agencies
and ot her bodies al so attended:
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(a) United Nations bodies: Departnment of Econom c and Social Affairs,
d obal Environnent Facility (CGEF), United Nations Devel opnent Programme
(UNDP), United Nations Environnment Progranme (UNEP);

(b) Speci al i zed agencies: Food and Agriculture O ganization of the
United Nations (FAO, United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cul tural
O gani zati on (UNESCO), Wrld Bank, Wrld Meteorol ogi cal O ganization (WD) ;

(c) Secretariats of treaty bodies: Barcelona Convention for the
Protection of the Mediterranean Sea against Pollution and its Protocols,
Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of WIld Fauna and
Flora (CITES), Convention on Wetlands of International |nportance especially
as Waterfow Habitat (Ramsar), Multilateral Fund for the Inplenentation of the
Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer, Scientific
Counci| of the Convention on the Conservation of Mgratory Species of WId
Animals (CM5), United Nations Convention to Conbat Desertification in Those
Countries Experiencing Serious Drought and/or Desertification, particularly in
Africa;

(d) Scientific and Technical Review Panel of the Ranmsar Convention on
Wet | ands;

(e) O her intergovernnental bodies: African Centre for Technol ogy
Studi es (ACTS), Arab Centre for Studies of Arid Zones and Dryl ands (ACSAD),
CAB International (CABI), Conmi ssion for Environmental Cooperation (CEC),
Commonweal th Secretariat, Institut de |'énergie et de |'environnenent de |a
Francophoni e (I EPF), Southern African Devel opnment Conmunity, South Pacific
Regi onal Environnent Programe (SPREP).

9. The foll owi ng other organi zations were represented: Abori gi nal

Fi sheries Conmi ssion, Africa Resources Trust, Asociaci on ANDES, Association of
State Wetl and Managers, Biodiversity Action Network, Biolatina, Bi oNET
International, Birdlife International, Canadian Miseum of Nature, Center for
International Forestry Research (ClIFOR), Colorado State University,

Consul ative Group on International Agricultural Research (C3AR),

Envi ronnement Energi e Consul tants, Experco International Ltée, d obal

Bi oDi versity Institute, d obal Environment Center, d obal Environmental Forum
G eenpeace International, Indigenous Biodiversity Information Network (1BIN),
I ndi genous Peopl es' Secretariat on the Convention on Biol ogical Diversity,

I ndonesi an Institute of Sciences, Information International Associates Inc.,
International Center for Living Aguatic Resources Managenent (I CLARM,
International Centre of Insect Physiology and Ecol ogy (I1CIPE), International
Counci |l for Science (1CSU), International Devel opnent Research Centre (IDRC),
Inuit G rcunpol ar Conference, |UCN-The Wrld Conservation Union, Lake Biwa
Miuseum Marine Resources Assessnent G oup, MG Il University, MIIenium
Assessment Secretariat, National Aboriginal Forestry Association (NAFA),

Net herl ands Institute for the Law of the Sea - Utrecht University, Réseau

d' Ecol ogi e Soci al e Appliqué (RESAP), Royal Botanic Gardens Kew, Safari O ub
International, Society for Protection Nature/lLebanon (SPNL), Stanford

Uni versity, STOP, SWAN International, University of Toronto, Université du
Quebec a Montréal (UQAM, VERDIR, Wetlands International, Wrld Conservation
Moni toring Centre, Wrld Endangered Species Protection Associati on (VESPA),
Wrld Federation for Culture Collections (WCC), Wrld Fisheries Trust, Wrld
Resources Institute (WRI), Wirld Resources Institute/MIIeni um Assessment
Secretariat, WAF-Wrld Wde Fund for Nature.
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B. Election of officers

10. In accordance with the decisions taken by the Conference of the Parties
at its fourth neeting, held in Bratislava from4 to 15 May 1998, and by the
Subsidiary Body at its fourth neeting, held in Mntreal from21l to 25 June
1999, the Bureau of the fifth nmeeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific,
Techni cal and Technol ogi cal Advi ce conprised the foll ow ng nenbers:

Chair: M. Cristian Sanper (Col onbi a)

Vice-Chairs: Ms Mary Fosi Moant enkhu (Carer oon)
Davi d Brackett (Canada)
Kut el ama Sel eko (Denocratic Republic of the Congo)
Martin Uppenbrink (Germany)
El ai ne Fi sher (Janaica)
A . H Zakri (Malaysia)
Dimtri Pavl ov (Russian Federati on)
U | ou Samani (Tonga)

= 5335333

Rapport eur: Jan Pl esni k (Czech Republi c)

11. At the 4th plenary session of the nmeeting, on 2 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body el ected the following officers to serve on the Bureau for a
two-neeting term comencing at the end of the current neeting, to replace the
current Bureau nenbers fromthe Denocratic Republic of the Congo, Cernmany,
Jamai ca and Mal aysi a:

M. Koffi Edi nam Dantsey (Togo)
M. Anastasi os Legakis (G eece)
M. Omar Ramirez (Dom nican Republi c)
M. Raed Bani Hani (Jordan)
12. M. Jan Plesnik (Czech Republic) was re-elected as a Bureau nenber for a

further two-neeting term

C. Adoption of the agenda

13. At the 1st plenary session of the meeting, on 31 January 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body adopted the foll owi ng agenda on the basis of the provisional
agenda that had been circul ated as docunent UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 1.

1. Openi ng of the neeting.
2. Organi zational matters:
2.1. FElection of officers;
2.2. Adoption of the agenda;
2.3. (Organi zation of work.
3. Reports:
3.1. Cooperation with other bodies;
3.2. Pilot phase of the clearing-house nmechani sm

3.3. Review of the dobal Taxonony Initiative;
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3.5.

Priori

4.1.

Draft
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Al'i en species: guiding principles for the prevention,
i ntroduction and mitigation of inpacts;

Specific issues in ongoing work progranmes on thematic
areas:

3.5.1. I nl and wat er bi ol ogical diversity: ways and neans
to i npl enent the work programe

3.5.2. Marine and coastal biological diversity:
consi deration of inplenentation tools for the
programe of work, and analysis of coral bl eaching;
3.5.3. Forest biological diversity: status and trends and
identification of options for conservation and
sust ai nabl e use.

ty issues:

Themati ¢ areas:

4.1.1. Programe of work for dryland, Mediterranean, arid,
sem -arid, grassland and savannah bi ol ogi ca
diversity;

4.1. 2. Agricul tural biological diversity: assessnent of
ongoi ng activities and priorities for a progranme
of work;

Cross-cutting issues:

4.2.1. Ecosyst em approach: further conceptua
el abor ati on;

4.2.2. Devel opnent of indicators of biological diversity;
4.2.3. Sust ai nabl e use of the conponents of biologica
diversity: identification of sectoral activities

that coul d adopt biodiversity-friendly practices
and technol ogi es;

Mechani sms for inplenmentation:

4.3.1. Est abl i shment of guidelines for the second nationa
reports, including indicators and incentive
neasur es;

4. 3. 2. Ad hoc technical expert groups: ternms of

reference, and rosters of experts and proposal on a
uni f orm et hodol ogy for their use.

provi sional agenda for the sixth nmeeting of the Subsidiary

Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advi ce.
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6. Dates and venue of the sixth nmeeting of the Subsidiary Body on
Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice.
7. O her matters.
8. Adoption of the report.
9. Cl osure of the neeting.

D. O.gani zation of work

14. As provided for in its modus operandi, the Subsidiary Body decided to
establish two open-ended sessional working groups for its fifth neeting:
Wrking Group I, chaired by Ms Fosi (Caneroon), to consider agenda itens 3.4,
3.5.2, 4.1.1 and 4.1.2; and Wrking G oup Il, chaired by M. Brackett
(Canada), to consider agenda itenms 4.2.1, 4.2.2 and 4.2.3. It was decided
that the remaining itens would be taken up directly in plenary.

15. The Subsi di ary Body al so approved the provisional organization of work
for the neeting as set out in annex Il to the annotated provisional agenda
(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 1/ Add. 1) .

E. Reports of the Wrking G oups

16. As deci ded by the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technol ogi cal Advice at the 1st plenary session of its fifth neeting, Wrking
Goup | net under the chairmanship of Ms Mary Fosi Mant enkhu (Caneroon) to
consi der agenda itens 3.4 (Alien species: guiding principles for the
prevention, introduction and mitigation of inpacts), 3.5.2 (Marine and coasta
bi ol ogi cal diversity: consideration of inplenmentation tools for the progranmre
of work, and analysis of coral bleaching), 4.1.1 (Programre of work for

dryl and, Mediterranean, arid, sem-arid, grassland and savannah bi ol ogi ca
diversity), and 4.1.2 (Agricultural biological diversity: assessnment of
ongoi ng activities and priorities for a progranme of work). The Wrking G oup
held five neetings, froml to 3 February 2000. At its 2nd neeting, on 1
February, it elected M. Anastasi os Legakis (Greece) to serve as Rapporteur

17. The report of the Wirking G oup (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/ W& | /L. 1/ Rev. 1) was
adopted by the Subsidiary Body at the 6th plenary session of the neeting, on 4
February 2000, and is incorporated into the present report under the rel evant
agenda itens.

18. As deci ded by the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and

Technol ogi cal Advice at the 1st plenary session Wrking Goup Il nmet under the
chai rmanship of M. David Brackett (Canada) to consider agenda itens 4.2.1
(Ecosystem approach: further conceptual el aboration), 4.2.2 (Devel opnent of

i ndi cators of biological diversity) and 4.2.3 (Sustainable use of the
conponents of biological diversity: identification of sectoral activities
that coul d adopt biodiversity-friendly practices and technol ogies). The
Wirking Goup held five neetings, from1l to 3 February 2000. At its 3rd
neeting, on 2 February, it elected M. Asghar Mhammadi Fazel (Islamc
Republic of Iran) to serve as Rapporteur.

19. The report of the Working Goup (UNEP/ CBD SBSTTA/5/Wa 11/L. 1/ Rev. 1) was
adopted by the Subsidiary Body at the 6th plenary session of the neeting, on 4
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February 2000, and is incorporated into the present report under the rel evant
agenda itens.

AGENDA | TEM 3: REPCRTS

3.1. Cooperation with other bodies

20. The Subsidiary Body took up agenda item 3.1 at the 1st plenary session
of the neeting, on 31 January 2000. |In considering the item the Subsidiary
Body had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on cooperation w th other
bodi es (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/2). Introducing the item the Secretariat pointed
to section Il of the note, which described the various |iaison neetings and
col l aborative efforts with other organizations and conventions. The
Secretariat also drew attention to the proposed joint work plan for the period
2000- 2001 of the Convention on Biological Diversity and the Convention on
Wet | ands (Ransar), contained in docunment UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 1 NF/ 12.

21. The Secretariat recalled SBSTTA recommendation IV/1 C, in which the
Executive Secretary had been requested to prepare a detailed proposal on how
to address the issues of peer review and scientific assessnents for the
Convention for the next nmeeting of the Conference of the Parties, and which
al so recomended that a strategic plan be devel oped for the Subsidiary Body.
Those proposals were currently being devel oped and were outlined in the note
by the Executive Secretary on the operations of the Convention prepared for
the fifth neeting of the Conference of the Parties (UNEP/ CBDY COP/5/17).

22. During the discussion of item3.1, statenments were made by the foll ow ng
Contracting Parties and countries: Brazil, Jordan, European Community, Kenya,
Mexi co, Net herlands, Norway, Peru, Switzerland, United States of Anmerica.
Statenments were al so nmade by the representatives of the Food and Agriculture
Organi zation of the United Nations (FAO; the United Nations Educati onal
Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO); the Secretariat of the United
Nati ons Convention to Conbat Desertification in those Countries Experiencing
Serious Drought and/or Desertification, particularly in Africa; and the Chair
of the inland water progranme under DI VERSI TAS. The Chair of the Scientific
and Techni cal Revi ew Panel of the Ransar Convention on Wtl ands of
International Inportance especially as Waterfow Habitat al so nade a

st at enent .

23. The representative of FAO said that FAO had col | aborated technically
with the Convention Secretariat on issues related to various programmes of
work and cross-cutting issues. It hoped to continue that collaboration in the
future and, in particular, to extend it to cover alien species, a matter on
whi ch there had al ready been di scussions between the Secretariat of the
International Plant Protection Convention and the Secretariat of the
Convention on Biological Diversity. Wth regard to agricultural biodiversity,
he highlighted the recent assessnent of ongoing activities and instruments
conducted by the FAO secretariat in response to the request of the Conference
of the Parties and in collaboration with the Secretariat of the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity. He also drew attention to the preparation of the first
report on the state of the world' s animal genetic resources. He noted that
nmuch remai ned to be done in the areas of mcrobial genetic resources and
functional biodiversity in agriculture and on the understandi ng of goods and
services provided by agricultural biodiversity.
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24. The representative of UNESCO said the el aboration of the ecosystem
approach was of critical inportance to the inplenentation of the Convention
The Worl d Network of Biosphere Reserves operated in sonme ways parallel to the
principles set out in the note by the Executive Secretary, and UNESCO woul d be
interested in seeing how it could cooperate with the Convention in delivering
an approach that integrated conservation, sustainable use and cultura

appreci ation of biological diversity by using the network of Bi osphere
Reserves, which represented a network of living [aboratories. UNESCO al so
expected to work with the Secretariat, Parties and key institutions to advance
scientific aspects of the d obal Taxonony Initiative. On marine and coasta

bi ol ogi cal diversity, UNESCO woul d develop its future work along the areas of
concern identified by SBSTTA and the Conference of the Parties. It also hoped
to extend its activities in the ecosystem aspects of the issue of alien
species. Wth regard to public awareness and education, he drew attention to
the proposed initiative that UNESCO was di scussing with the Secretariat.

25. The representative of the Secretariat of the Convention to Conbat
Desertification said that his Secretariat had been pleased to collaborate in
the preparation for the current neeting of the background docunment for the
thematic area of drylands biodiversity. The inplenentation of the programe
of work on the subject could take advantage of the existing national

subregi onal and regional action programres under the Convention to Conbat
Desertification that were already in place in various affected areas. He
hoped that SBSTTA woul d provide cl ear guidance in devel opi ng the progranme of
work nore concretely. Solutions to the problens facing biological diversity
in dryland areas required concerted action on a nunber of fronts and invol ving
various stakeholders in order to influence positively the way resources were
used and conserved.

26. The Chair of the Scientific and Techni cal Review Panel of the Convention
on Wetl ands drew attention to the proposed second joint work plan between the
two conventions, covering the period 2000-2001 (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 1 NF/ 12).

The plan had been prepared as a col | aborati ve undertaki ng between the two
secretariats and in consultation with the Chair of SBSTTA. The concept of a
joint work plan had been strongly supported by the conferences of the parties
to the two conventions and could serve as a nodel for collaboration between
the Convention on Biological Diversity and other bodies. The plan highlighted
the need for collaboration between the scientific advisory bodi es under the
two conventions. He drew attention to the work under way in the Ransar
Convention techni cal bodies on such areas as incentives, alien species,

envi ronnental inpact assessnent and inventories. At the same tinme, the
Scientific and Technical Review Panel had benefited fromthe work of SBSTTA on
areas such as indicators, nonitoring and early-warning systems. In
considering the issue of ad hoc groups of experts under agenda item4.3.2, he
said that it was essential to take into account the technical know edge
assenbled in the 10 working groups established within the Scientific and
Techni cal Review Panel. He suggested that it would be useful to establish a
clear inter-action between those working groups and the ad hoc groups to be
set up under the Convention on Biological Diversity.

27. The Chair of the inland water programme under Dl VERSI TAS described his
organi zation's projects in the area of inland waters biodiversity. Firstly,
the projects were concerned with self-purification of water by ecosystem
functions, as a replacenment for chemnical and technol ogical purification. A
second aspect was the search for indicators of water quality and quantity in
tropical and semi-arid areas. Thirdly, research was being pursued into
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sust ai nabl e use of inland-water products. The final aspect was an

i nvestigation into the relation between cultural and biol ogical diversity as
they related to traditional know edge in areas such as fishing. Pilot studies
had been in hand for sone years in |akes, rivers and wetlands in the Western
Paci fic and Asian region, and work had begun in sonme African |akes in 1999.

28. In the ensuing discussion, several representatives noted the cooperation
bet ween the Secretariat and the other environnmental conventions and

i nternational organizations, and encouraged the further devel opnment of such

I i nkages.

29. Sone representatives enphasized the need to nake use of existing bodies
in the pursuit of cooperation, and not seek to create new ones.

30. The representative of the Netherlands said that the Netherlands Coasta
Zone Managenent Centre was willing to contribute to the inplenentation of the
thematic programe of work on marine and coastal biological diversity. That
woul d be done within the framework of the Convention for the Protection of the
Mari ne Environnment of the North-East Atlantic (the "OSPAR Convention"), and

t he Net herl ands was prepared to support further cooperation between the
Convention on Biological Diversity and the Gslo and Paris process.

31. The representative of the European Community, while wel comng the

i ncreased cooperation with the Convention on Wetl ands, pointed out that a
regi onal economic integration organization could not becone a party to that
Convention. He requested the secretariats of the two conventions to set up
arrangenents that woul d enabl e the European Conmunity, as a Party to the
Convention on Biological Diversity, to participate in the programes of the
two bodies, particularly with respect to inland waters.

32. Several representatives called for transparency within the d oba

Bi odi versity Infornmation Facility (GBIF) and pointed to the need to identify
the level of participation. One representative stated that negotiations on

t he devel opment of the GBIF and its future operations should be carried out
under an adequate institutional franework to ensure the full participation of
t he devel oping countries and the countries with economes in transition and to
ensure that the GBI F was conplenmentary to, and did not conpete with, the

cl eari ng- house nechanism That institutional framework needed to be defined as
early as possible, under the unbrella of the United Nations, linked to a

rel evant international organization or organizations and ensuring the

i ndependence, adequate |egal status and the |argest possible base nmenbership
for the GBIF. He reconmended that the Executive Secretary contact the

rel evant organi zations to explore the possible institutional framework for the
devel opnent and operations of the GBIF.

33. One representative of a non-Party to the Convention on Biol ogica
Diversity, noting that his country was conmmitted to ratification of the
Convention, strongly supported the efforts to inprove the integration and
utilization of science and said that cooperation with other bodies was an
excellent way to do so. He particularly encouraged the cooperation with the
d obal Invasive Species Progranmme (A SP) and, with respect to coral bl eaching
he said that the expert consultation on the subject organized by the Executive
Secretary in Cctober 1999 represented a nodel exanple of the kind of
activities to be organi zed under the Subsidiary Body. He hoped that the
Convention woul d pursue further cooperation with the International Coral Reef
Initiative and the d obal Coral Reef Mnitoring Network. He conmended the
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menor andum of understanding with the Centre for International Forestry
Research. Pointing to the need for taxononic information and under st andi ng,
he expressed strong support for a broad-based d obal Taxonony Initiative

34. At the 4th plenary session of the nmeeting, on 2 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body considered a draft recommendati on on cooperation wth other
bodi es subnitted by the Chair. Follow ng an extensive exchange of views, the
Subsi di ary Body agreed that the Chairman should prepare a revi sed version of
the draft reconmendation for subm ssion to a subsequent plenary session

35. At the 5th plenary session of the nmeeting, on 3 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body consi dered the revised version of the draft reconmendation
(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ L. 2) and adopted it as recomendation V/ 1. The text of the
reconmendati on as adopted is contained in annex | to the present report.

3.2. Pilot phase of the clearing-house nechani sm

36. The Subsidiary Body took up agenda item 3.2 at the 2nd pl enary session
of the neeting, on 31 January 2000. |In considering the item the Subsidiary
Body had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on the pilot phase of the
cl eari ng- house nechani sm (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/3). It also had before it, as

i nformati on docunents, the report of the independent review of the pilot phase
of the clearing-house nechani sm (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 1 NF/ 1), the clearing-house
nmechani sm's strategic plan (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ I NF/ 2), the clearing-house
nmechani sm s | onger-term programe of work (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/INF/ 3), and a
list of national focal points of the clearing-house nechanismas at 26 Cctober
1999 (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 1 NF/ 4) .

37. Introducing the item the Secretariat drew attention to the
docunent ati on prepared and to the suggested reconmendations contained in the
Executive Secretary's note submitted under the item

38. During the discussion of the item statenents were nade by the follow ng
Contracting Parties and countries: Argentina, Belgium Brazil, Canada, China,
Col ombi a, Costa Rica, Ethiopia, European Conmunity, Finland, Germany, Hungary,
Italy, Netherlands, New Zeal and, Norway, Peru, Poland, Russian Federation
Switzerland, United Kingdomof Geat Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of Anerica, Venezuela, Zinbabwe. A statement was al so nade by the
representative of the G obal Environnent Facility (CEF).

39. Many representatives said that the clearing-house nmechani smwas an
essential part of the Convention on Biological Diversity and congratul ated the
Secretariat on the work it had carried out and on the detail ed and val uabl e
docunent ati on prepared on the subject. Mny noted the need for adequate
financial support fromthe financial nechanismfor the inplenentation of the
cl eari ng- house nechani smis [onger-term programe of work. A nunber of
representatives nmade specific proposals to anend or suppl enent the content of
t he suggested recomendati ons.

40. Several representatives said that nuch of the work under the clearing-
house nmechanismto date had paid little attention to the specific needs of the
devel opi ng countries. One of themsaid that, instead of putting further
resources into website creation and focal points, it would be better to devote
resources to providing direct technical assistance to other Parties, tailored
to their needs. Another, noting that the suggested reconmendati ons made no
reference to an obligation of countries to transfer know edge to the
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devel opi ng countries to help themto inplenent the Convention, said that such
countries needed to be encouraged to develop their own clearing-house
nmechani sns and provided with informati on on how and where to get assistance to
that end. One representative considered that the Secretariat should explore
ways to enable direct connections to be nmade between Parties with sinilar
problens, resulting in either information transfer or cooperation to devel op
new nmanagemnent techni ques.

41. Several representatives highlighted the strategic plan as a vita
instrument for the devel opnment of the cl earing-house nmechanism Sone ot hers
consi dered that there should not be a stand-alone strategic plan for the

cl eari ng- house nechanism It should be integrated into the strategic plan for
the Convention as a whole. One representative said that, in considering how
to i nplenment the clearing-house nmechanism a series of nodels should be | ooked
at .

42. One representative, addressing the |onger-term programe of work and the
strategic plan, said it was inportant to develop criteria and procedures for
the full involvenent of the stakeholders in the clearing-house nechani sm

There was a need to devel op and share services and tools to globally enhance
t he cl eari ng-house nechani sm and i nprove the synergies with other
envi ronnent al conventi ons.

43. One other representative, speaking also as the Chair of the Informa
Advi sory Conmittee (1 AC) on the clearing-house nechani sm and supported by
several other representatives, enunerated a |list of additional elenents for
t he suggested reconmendati ons, which included strategic priority areas.

44, Several representatives noted the valuable role played by 1ACin the
pi | ot phase, although one representative voi ced concern over accordi ng any
long-termrole to it.

45, Several representatives, pointing to the fact that nany devel opi ng
countries had not yet established national focal points for clearing-house
activities or had inadequate technical facilities, said it was necessary to
continue assisting Parties through appropriate financial resources and
capacity devel opnent .

46. Wil e one representative considered that the initiative for the
repatriation of informati on was extrenely inportant, another representative
said that the clearing-house nechani smwas not the appropriate mechanismto
deal with that question.

47. Several representatives, acknow edgi ng the great need for gl oba

bi ol ogi cal diversity data to be collected, managed and nade avail able to users
in a nore coordinated and standardi zed way, and doubted whet her that goa

woul d be net by the dobal Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF). They had
concerns with regard to its interrelationship with other institutions and
activities, the costs and the invol venrent of the devel opi ng countri es.
Initially, at least, the GBIF should focus strongly on accelerating the d oba
Taxonony Initiative. Another representative said that, because the
uncoor di nat ed devel opment of other institutions in parallel to the clearing-
house nmechanismled to duplication of efforts, it was necessary to devel op the
@GBIF within the framework of the clearing-house nechani sm
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48. The representative of GEF drew attention to decision IV/13 of the
Conference of the Parties which, inter alia, requested CEF to evaluate, at the
end of the pilot phase of the clearing-house mechani sm the experience of CEF
support for the devel oping countries' activities, to consider additiona
efforts to neet the increasing interest in taking part in, and having access
to, the clearing-house nmechanismand to report to the Conference of the
Parties. Pointing out that a report had been subnmitted by GEF to the
Secretariat and was available to representatives, he noted that many of the

i ssues raised in the discussion were addressed in that report, and he
conmended it to participants in the preparation of their recomendations on

t he subj ect.

49, At the 4th plenary session of the neeting, on 2 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body considered a draft recommendation on the itemsubnmitted by the
Chair.

50. Fol | owi ng an extensive exchange of views, the Subsidiary Body agreed
that the Chair should prepare a revised draft of the recomendati on for
subm ssion to a subsequent plenary session

51. Duri ng the di scussion, one representative suggested that the draft
reconmendati on shoul d include a reconmendation to the Conference of the
Parties to review the need for the Informal Advisory Conmittee and to
stipulate the length of time that it should remain in existence. Qher
representati ves suggested that the Informal Advisory Conmittee should cease to
exist as it had conpleted its work. It was agreed that those anmendnents woul d
not be incorporated in the revised draft recomendation, but would be
reflected in the report of the neeting.

52. During the discussion, the representative of the G obal Environnent
Facility (GEF) suggested that the draft reconmmendation should include an
acknow edgnent of the report submitted by GEF. It was agreed that that
addition woul d not be nade to the draft recomrendation, but that note would be
taken of the GEF report in the report of the neeting.

53. At the 5th plenary session of the nmeeting, on 3 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body consi dered the revised version of the draft reconmendati on
(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ L. 3) and adopted it as recomendation V/ 2. The text of the
reconmendati on as adopted, and with an editorial correction agreed to at the
6th plenary session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, is contained in annex
| to the present report.

54. Fol | owi ng the adoption of recommendati on V/2, the representative of New
Zeal and expressed concern that the clearing-house nechani smwas bei ng desi gned
in such a way that it would rely on w despread, unfocused distribution of

i nformation, rather than focused exchange of advice and assi stance; and that

t he denmands of participating in that information process would, for snal
countries such as her own w thout access to external funding, represent a
drain on the capacity to participate in real facilitation of inplenentation

3.3. Review of the dobal Taxonony lnitiative

55. The Subsidiary Body took up agenda item 3.3 at the 2nd pl enary session
of the neeting, on 31 January 2000. |In considering the item the Subsidiary
Body had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on the review of the

G obal Taxonony Initiative (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/4). Introducing the item the
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representative of the Secretariat said that the note by the Executive
Secretary had been prepared in accordance with SBSTTA recomendation IV/ 2, in
order to identify options for a coordination structure for a d obal Taxonony
Initiative (GIl) and options for global, regional, subregional and nationa
baseline initiatives in support of the inplenentation of programres of work
under the thematic areas and cross-cutting issues addressed by the Convention
on Biological Diversity. The paper proposed a goal statenment for the GIl and
mutual ly reinforcing baseline initiatives that would ensure that the rel evant
taxonomi c information required to neet the objectives of the Convention was
avai |l abl e.

56. During the discussion of the item statenents were nade by the
representatives of the followi ng Contracting Parties and countri es:
Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Canada, Ghana, India, |ndonesia, Mexico,

Net her | ands, New Zeal and, Norway, Sweden, and Zi nbabwe.

57. In general, representatives expressed satisfaction with the content of
the note by the Executive Secretary, while several representatives suggested
that as little new adm nistrative structure as possible should be created for
t he coordination structure, and the greatest possible use should be nade of
exi sting know edge and research, given that the taxonom c inpedi ment had been
evident for a long tinme and nmuch had al ready been witten about it. Sone
representatives felt that the coordination structure should contain a greater
nunber of representatives fromtaxononc institutions than currently proposed
in the docunent.

58. Several representatives also said that that the GIl should not be an end
initself, but should be a demand-driven and out put-focused initiative serving
t he needs of conservation and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity, with the
strategic plan for the GIl being incorporated in the strategic plan for the
Convention on Biological Diversity as a whole. Several representatives said
that it was inportant to be able to denponstrate early progress towards

achi eving the objectives of the GIl.

59. Sone representatives expressed the view that there was a need to set
priorities anong the many activities contained in the docunent, and that that
shoul d be done in accordance with the | evel of know edge held in the various
regions. One representative suggested that geographical information should be
added to the requirenents of the GII.

60. A nunber of representatives said that taxonom c capacity-building could
best be achi eved through country-driven projects at the national and regi ona
levels, particularly in the devel oping countries, where taxonom c work should
be undertaken by local institutions rather than by expatriate consultants.
One representative suggested that in order to increase the nunber of

taxononmi sts in the devel oping countries, the creation of jobs in the field of
t axonony shoul d be given greater enphasis in the GII.

61. One representative called for the issue of taxonony in relation to
genetic resources and intellectual property rights to be addressed by the GIl.

62. It was pointed out that while the note by the Executive Secretary
suggested that regional neetings should al so hel p devel op fi nanci al
priorities, that was properly the responsibility of the Conference of the
Parties.
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63. At the 5th plenary session of the nmeeting, on 3 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body considered a draft recommendation on the itemsubnmitted by the
Chair. Follow ng an exchange of views, the Subsidiary Body agreed that the
Chai rman shoul d prepare a revised version of the draft reconmendation, taking
i nto account the anendrments proposed during the discussion, for submssion to
a subsequent pl enary session.

64. At the 7th plenary session of the nmeeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body took up the revised version of the draft recomendati on

(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ L. 7) and adopted it, as orally anmended, as recomendation
V/3. The text of the recomendati on as adopted is contained in annex | to the
present report.

3.4. Alien species: quiding principles for the prevention
introduction and mtigation of inpacts

65. Wrking Group | took up agenda item3.4 at its 3rd neeting, on 2
February 2000. The G oup had before it the note by the Executive Secretary,
entitled "Alien species: qguiding principles for the prevention, introduction
and mtigation of inpacts" (UNEP/ CBD SBSTTA/ 5/5).

66. Introducing the item the representative of the Secretariat said that
the Subsidiary Body, at its fourth nmeeting, had adopted recomendation |V/4,
in which it requested the Executive Secretary to develop, in cooperation wth
the G obal |nvasive Species Progranme (G SP), principles for the prevention
introduction and mitigation of inpacts of alien species, for consideration by
the Subsidiary Body at its fifth neeting. |n developing the draft guiding
principles contained in his note, the Executive Secretary had taken into
account the principles presented for debate at the fourth nmeeting of the
Subsi di ary Body (UNEP/ CBDY SBSSTA/ 4/1nf.8), as well as the draft | UCN

Qui delines for the Prevention of Biological Dversity Loss Due to Biol ogica

I nvasions. Section | of the note by the Executive Secretary sunmarized the
process that had led to the devel opnent of the draft guiding principles.
Section Il provided exanples of the draft principles in action, drawi ng upon
rel evant information contained in case-studies received fromParties, as well
as on the national reports submtted under Article 26 of the Convention and

ot her sources. Section IIl contained conclusions on the analysis of the
information used. The draft guiding principles were presented in annex | to
the docunent. |In addition, the docunment suggested recomendati ons that the

Subsi di ary Body might wish to consider in fornmulating its recomendations to
the Conference of the Parties at its fifth nmeeting.

67. During the discussion on the item statenents were nade by the
representatives of the following Parties and countries: Argentina, Australia,
Brazil, Canada, Chad, Col onbia, Cook Islands, Cdte d'lvoire, Denocratic
Republic of the Congo, Dom nican Republic, Ecuador, Eritrea, European

Conmuni ty, Finland, France, Ganbia, Germany, Honduras, Hungary, Ireland,
Italy, Kenya, Malawi, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zeal and, Norway, Peru

Portugal , Republic of Korea, Russian Federation, Senegal, Sweden, Switzerland,
Tur key, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of Anerica,
Venezuel a, Zi nbabwe. Statenents were also nade by the representatives of FAQ
UNDP- GEF, UNESCO, and the Secretariat of the Barcel ona Convention for the
Protection of the Mediterranean Sea against Pollution and its Protocols.
Statenments were al so nmade by representatives of the Conmonweal th Secretariat
and of the International Centre of Insect Physiol ogy and Ecol ogy (IC PE)
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68. At its 4th neeting, on 3 February 2000, the Wrking G oup considered a
draft recommendation on the item subnitted by the Chair. After an exchange
of views, the Wirking G oup agreed to transmt the draft recomendation, as
orally anmended, to the plenary (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/L.6).

69. At the 6th plenary session of the nmeeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body took up draft recommendati on UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/L. 6 and adopt ed
it, as orally anended, as recomendation V/4. The text of the reconmendation
as adopted is contained in annex | to the present report.

70. The representative of the European Comunity, supported by the
representatives of Brazil, Norway and Seychelles, said that the reconmendati on
shoul d acknow edge that work on alien species should also include work on sub-
speci es and varieties.

3.5. Specific issues in ongoing work programes on thematic areas

3.5.1. Inland waters biological diversity

71. The Subsidiary Body took up agenda item 3.5.1 at the 2nd pl enary session
of the neeting, on 31 January 2000. |In considering the item the Subsidiary
Body had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on ways and neans to

i mpl ement the progranme of work on inland waters biological diversity
(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/6). Introducing the item the representative of the
Secretariat said that the docunent reviewed the activities of a nunber of
countries which contributed to the inplenmentation of that programre of work,
and al so descri bed how the Secretariat of the Convention had begun to

i mpl ement the progranme of work essentially through collaborative activities
and joint work plans.

72. During the discussion of the item statenents were nade by the
representatives of the followi ng Contracting Parties and countries: Caneroon
Canada, Costa Rica, Ecuador, European Community, Finland, France, Hungary,
Iran (Islamc Republic of), Kenya, Netherlands, Portugal, Slovenia and United
States of America. The representative of the d obal Environnment Center also
nmade a statenent.

73. One representative commended in particular the brevity and the clarity
of its summary, saying that it should act as a nodel for sinilar papers on

bi odi versity-rel ated i ssues. However, another representative noted that while
progress was evidently being nmade, its pace appeared to be constrai ned by the
pace of input fromthe Parties. One representative pointed out that the
programe of work did not nmake any reference to the topic of education and
awar eness-rai sing, nor to that of equitable distribution of the benefits
derived fromthe sustainable use of wetl ands.

74. Several representatives urged that the Convention on Biol ogica
Diversity, as the unifying framework for inland waters biodiversity, should
continue and intensify the cooperation already begun with the Convention on
Wet | ands, under the joint work plan. A nunber of representatives noted that
the inventories prepared under that Convention could al so be useful for the
Convention on Biological Diversity, and that cooperation could reduce overl ap
and duplication of effort.

75. A nunber or representatives also urged that cooperation should be
pursued with FAO in the context of the Code of Conduct for Responsible
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Fisheries, with the International Center for Living Aquatic Resources
Managenent (I CLARM), with the Conm ssion on Sustainabl e Devel opnment and with
simlar bodies active in the area of inland waters biodiversity. One
representative said that closer cooperation should al so be undertaken with
non- gover nment al organi zati ons and acadenmic institutions, who had nuch

know edge to offer on the topic.

76. Noting that there was a need to nake use of existing information and
experts, one representative said that collaboration with other bodies should
address the question of gaps in know edge at the national and regional |evel.

77. One representative listed a nunber of other international initiatives
bei ng undertaken which were of relevance to the programme of work on inland
wat ers biodiversity: the dobal Action Plan for Peatlands endorsed at the
seventh Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Wetl ands; the d oba
International Waters Assessnent, being coordi nated by UNEP; an assessnent of
gl obal freshwater ecosystens bei ng devel oped by the Wrld Resources Institute
as part of a larger pilot analysis of global ecosystens; and a draft water
policy and strategy prepared by UNEP

78. One representative described the joint project with the Convention on
Wetl ands to develop a River Basin Initiative, the aimof which was to
establish a network for the sharing of information on river basin nanagenent.
It was intended to launch the Initiative fornmally at the fifth neeting of the
Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biol ogical Diversity.

79. One representative referred to the Wrld Water Forumto be held the
following March in the Netherlands, which would draw attention to the need to
achi eve sustai nabl e use of gl obal water resources, with particular enphasis on
t he sound managenent of water ecosystens.

80. One representative raised the issue of declining popul ation |evels of
anphi bi ans. Hi s Governnent had established a task force on the issue, and was
interested in cooperating with other countries on it. The sanme representative
recalled that his country had | earned the | esson of failing to incorporate

i nl and waters biodiversity into devel opnent plans and was now spendi ng
billions of dollars to correct the resultant damage.

81. One representative referred to the need to strengthen regi onal capacity
i n wetlands managenent, for exanple through bodies such as the Lake Chad Basin
Conmi ssi on.

82. One representative, while supporting the use of the clearing-house
nmechani sm as a neans of dissenm nating information on inland waters

bi odi versity nmatters, pointed out that there were sone countries which did not
have access to it.

83. One representative noted that when the bodi es of inland water were
transboundary rivers, particular problens arose relating to pollution and
equi t abl e shari ng.

84. One representative said that biodiversity was the best indicator of
water quality and quantity. Noting that, traditionally, fishing and ot her
uses of water had been devel oped in a sustainable way by people living around
bodi es of water, he described the research of his organization into those
phenomena.
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85. At the 5th plenary session of the meeting, on 3 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body considered a draft recommendation on the itemsubnmitted by the
Chair. Follow ng an exchange of views, the Subsidiary Body agreed that the
Chai rman shoul d prepare a revised version of the draft reconmendation, taking
i nto account the anendrments proposed during the discussion, for subm ssion to
a subsequent pl enary session.

86. At the 7th plenary session of the nmeeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body took up the revised draft reconmendati on

(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ L. 8) and adopted it as recomendation V/ 5. The text of the
reconmendati on as adopted is contained in annex | to the present report.

3.5.2. Marine and coastal biological diversity: consideration of
i npl emrentation tools for the programme of work, and
anal ysis of coral bl eaching.

87. Wrking Group | took up agenda item3.5.2 at its 2nd neeting, on 2
February 2000. The G oup had before it a note by the Executive Secretary,
entitled "Mari ne and coastal biological diversity: inplenmentation tools for
t he progranme of work and anal ysis of coral bl eaching” (UNEP/ CBD SBSTTA/5/7).
It also had before it an information docunent containing the report of the
Expert Consultation on Coral Bleaching, held in Manila in October 1999

(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ | NF/ 11) .

88. Introducing the item the representative of the Secretariat said that
section | of the note by the Executive Secretary described the tools used for
the inplenentati on of the programe of work on the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of marine and coastal biological diversity at the
international level and, in its annex |, summarized the uses of the tools,
their efficiency, success criteria and/or limtations, energing or expected
results and the [ essons learned fromtheir use.

89. Concer ni ng coral bl eaching, the Conference of the Parties inits
decision IV/5, section Il, had requested the Subsidiary Body to carry out an
anal ysis of the phenonenon and to report to the Conference of the Parties at
its fifth neeting. An Expert Consultation on Coral Bl eaching had been held in
Manila from1ll to 13 October 1999, to identify the main scientific, technica
and technol ogi cal aspects of the problem Using inputs fromthat neeting, and
in response to decision IV/5, an analysis of the phenonenon of coral bl eaching
had been prepared and was contained in section Il of the note by the Executive
Secretary. The docunent al so contai ned suggested reconmendati ons that the
Subsi di ary Body might wish to consider in forrmulating its reconmendation to
the fifth neeting of the Conference of the Parties.

90. Duri ng the discussion, statenents were nade by the representatives of
the following Contracting Parties and countries: Antigua and Barbuda,

Austral ia, Bangl adesh, Canada, China, Cook I|slands, Doni nican Republi c,
France, Ganbia, Germany, Honduras, |ndonesia, Janaica, Netherlands, New

Zeal and, Norway, Philippines, Senegal, Seychelles, Slovenia, Sweden, Tanzani a,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
Anmerica. Statenments were al so nade by the representatives of WMO, UNESCO and
t he Ransar Convention on Wetl ands.

91. At its 5th neeting, on 3 February 2000, the Wrking G oup agreed to
establish an informal contact group, with a mandate to hold consultations and
to prepare a draft recommendation on the item based on the proposed
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reconmendati on contained in the note by the Executive Secretary
(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/7) and taking fully into account the comments and proposal s
made during the discussion in the Wrking Goup

92. Subsequently, also at the 5th neeting, the coordinator of the contact
group reported back to the Wrking Goup and subnmitted for its consideration
an informal draft reconmendation

93. The Working Group agreed to reflect in its report the fact that one
representati ve wi shed the draft reconmendation, in its paragraph 5 to contain
a reference to the encouragi ng of cooperation between States and internationa
bodi es.

94, After an exchange of views, the Wrking Goup agreed to transnit the
draft recommendation, as orally amended, to the plenary
(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ L. 13).

95. At the 6th plenary session of the nmeeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body took up draft recommendati on UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/L. 13 and
adopted it, as orally anmended, as reconmendation V/6. The text of the
reconmendati on as adopted is contained in annex | to the present report.

96. The representative of Sweden wished to put on record the view that the
reconmendati on should invite other relevant international organizations, in
particul ar the dobal |Inland Waters Assessnent, to collaborate in the
assessnent of marine and coastal biol ogical diversity.

3.5.3. Forest biodiversity

97. The Subsidiary Body took up agenda item 3.5.3 at the 2nd pl enary session
of the neeting, on 31 January 2000. |In considering the item the Subsidiary
Body had before it a note by the Executive Secretary entitled "Forest

bi ol ogi cal diversity: status and trends and identification of options for
conservation and sustai nabl e use" (UNEP/ CBD/ SBSTTA/5/8). Introducing the
item the representative of the Secretariat said that the note by the
Executive Director had been drawn up in response to both paragraph 12 of
decision IV/7 of the Conference of the Parties and paragraph 4 of SBSTTA
reconmendation IV/1 A, and that it contained a progress report on the work
programe for forest biological diversity and a prelimnary assessnent of the
status and trends and identification of options for the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of forest biological diversity.

98. During the discussion of the item statenents were nade by the
representatives of the followi ng Contracting Parties and countries: Argentina,
Bangl adesh, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Ecuador, Finland, Haiti, India, |ndonesia,
Japan, Mali, Netherlands, New Zeal and, Norway, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey and
United States of America.

99. One representative expressed pleasure at the rate of progress nmade in
the inplenentati on of the work programe, considering that if the sanme rate
were to be maintained, then the biodiversity of the remaining forests of the
worl d could be saved. By contrast, several others expressed serious concern
at the slowrate of progress, noting that while the work programe had been
adopted by the Conference of the Parties at its fourth nmeeting, sone 18 nonths
previously, there were alnost no joint activities in place between the
Convention on Biological Diversity and other bodies concerned with forests.
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100. Ohers recalled that the Intergovernmental Forum on Forests was neeting
at the sane tine as the current SBSTTA neeting, suggesting that cooperation
wi th that body shoul d be enhanced and accel erated as soon as the two neetings
were over.

101. Many representatives supported the formati on of an ad hoc group of
techni cal experts, several suggesting that they should work closely with other
bodi es concerned with forests, and not duplicate work already done. One
representative suggested that such a group shoul d undertake gap anal ysis of
the work done in other forestry-related forunms and identify where the
Convention on Biological Diversity could contribute to the work of other
organi zations in relation to the conservation and sustai nabl e use of

bi odi versity.

102. One representative expressed the view that the experts in the ad hoc
group shoul d be appoi nted by Governnents. Another said that the experts
shoul d represent all of the world' s forest ecosystens, from boreal through
tenperate to tropical, and that it was inportant to maintain the right bal ance
bet ween conservation on the one hand and sustai nabl e managenent practice and
use of biological diversity on the other. There was a need for taxononic work
since nmuch of forest biodiversity was only poorly known.

103. A nunber of representatives felt that insufficient attention was paid in
the note by the Executive Secretary to the value of planted forests for the
conservation and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity, since if demand for tinber
could be diverted to planted forests, then the pressure on old-growmh forests
woul d be | essened, and the | oss of forest biodiversity reduced.

104. A nunber of representatives suggested that equal inportance should be
attached to forest ecosystens inside and outside protected areas, since forest
bi odi versity coul d not be preserved by concentrating solely on either one of
the types of area. One representative said that while indicators for forest
bi odi versity were doubtlessly desirable, they should be used as a nationa
benchmark tool rather than an international performance appraisal instrunent.

105. Sone representatives suggested that the note by the Executive Secretary
also paid insufficient attention to the causes of deforestation, with one
representative stressing the inportance of poverty as a factor in the | oss of
forest biodiversity. |If such causes were better understood, then forestry
policies friendly to biodiversity could be inplemented. It was al so suggested
that a noratorium should be introduced on clear-cutting in natural forests;
that mining and sinilar operations shoul d be discouraged in biodiversity-rich
forests; and that suitable schenmes should be put in place to pronote nixed
culture in afforestation

106. At the 6th plenary session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body considered a draft recommendation on the itemsubnmitted by the
Chair. After an exchange of views, the draft reconmendation, as orally
anended, was adopted as reconmendation V/7. The text of the recommendation as
adopted is contained in annex | to the present report.
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AGENDA | TEM 4: PRI CRITY | SSUES

4.1. Thenmtic areas

4.1.1. Programme of work for dryland, nediterranean, arid, sem -
arid, grassland and savannah bi ol ogi cal diversity

107. Working Group | took up agenda item4.1.1 at its 1st nmeeting, on 1
February 2000. The G oup had before it a note by the Executive Secretary
entitled "Biological diversity of dryland, Mediterranean, arid, sem-arid,
grassl and and savannah ecosystens: options for the devel opnent of a progranme
of work" (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/9 and Corr.1).

108. Introducing the debate on the item the representative of the
Secretariat said that in annex Il of its decision |V/ 16, the Conference of the
Parties had designated dryland, Mediterranean, arid, seni-arid, grassland and
savannah ecosystens as one of the matters requiring in-depth consideration at
its fifth neeting. In its reconmendation 1V/3, the Subsidiary Body had
requested the Executive Secretary to prepare, in consultation with the
Secretariat of the Convention to Conbat Desertification, a draft progranmme of
work on those ecosystenms. Recommendation |V/3 also requested the Executive
Secretary to propose a shorter nane for the title of the work programme that
woul d cover all the types of the referent ecosystens. The Executive Secretary
had used the output of a neeting of a liaison group to prepare the draft
programe of work contained in his note, which also included suggested
recomendati ons. The representative of the Secretariat made an oral editorial
correction that docunent.

109. During the discussion of the item statements were nmade by the
representatives of the following Parties and countries: Algeria, Argentina,
Australia, Belgium Brazil, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Canada, China, Col onbi a,

Et hi opi a, European Community, France, Cernany, Geece, ltaly, Japan, Jordan
Kenya, Mali, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Russian Federation, Swtzerl and,
Tanzani a, Turkey, Uganda, United Ki ngdomof Geat Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of Anmerica, Zi nbabwe. Statenents were also nade by the
representatives of the Secretariat of the Convention to Conbat Desertification
and of the Wbrld Meteorol ogi cal O ganization

110. At its 4th neeting, on 3 February 2000, the Wrking Goup considered a
draft recommendation on the item subnitted by the Chair. After an exchange
of views, the Wirking Goup agreed to transmt the draft recomendation, as
orally anmended, to the plenary (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/L.4).

111. At the 6th plenary session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body took up draft recommendati on UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ L. 4 and adopt ed
it as reconmendation V/8. The text of the reconmendation as adopted is
contained in annex | to the present report.

4.1.2. Agricultural biological diversity: assessnent of ongoi ng
activities and priorities for a progranme of work

112. Working Group | took up agenda item4.1.2 at its 2nd neeting, on 1
February 2000. The G oup had before it a note by the Executive Secretary,
entitled "Agricultural biodiversity: assessnment of ongoing activities and
priorities for a programme of work" (UNEP/CBD/ SBSTTA/5/10). It also had before
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it an information docunment containing the full text of the assessnent
(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ | NF/ 10) .

113. Introducing the debate on the item the representative of the
Secretariat said that the Conference of the Parties at its third neeting had
adopted decision I11/11 which, inter alia, established a nmulti-year programe

of work for activities on agricultural biological diversity. At its fourth
neeting, the Conference of the Parties has adopted decision IV/16 which, inter
alia, requested that the Subsidiary Body devel op, and provide to the
Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting, advice and a recommendati on
for the devel opment of the programme of work. The note by the Executive
Secretary under the item which had been prepared jointly with FAOw th the
assi stance of a liaison group, proposed four main elenents on which to build a
programe of work. The proposals in no way represented an intention to

repl ace decision I11/11 but, rather, endeavoured to facilitate its

i mpl enentation. The docunent also set out suggested reconmendati ons. The
Secretariat also drew attention to the availability of a nunber of other

rel evant background docunents, in particular, the report of the 1998 Sao Paul o
Wir kshop on the Conservation and Sustai nable Use of Pollinators in Agriculture
with an Enphasis on Bees.

114. During the discussion of the item statements were nmade by the
representatives of the following Parties and countries: Algeria, Argentina,
Austral ia, Bangl adesh, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Canada, Col onbia, European
Conmuni ty, Finland, France, Germany, |ndonesia, Italy, Japan, Mali, Morocco,
Net her | ands, New Zeal and, Norway, Papua New Qui nea, Pol and, Russi an
Federation, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdomof Geat Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Venezuel a, Zi nbabwe.

115. At its 5th neeting, on 3 February 2000, the Wrking Group considered a
draft recommendation on the item subnitted by the Chair. After an exchange
of views, the Wrking Goup agreed to transmt the draft recomendation, as
orally anmended, to the plenary (UNEP/ CBDLY SBSTTA/5/L. 12).

116. At the 6th plenary session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body took up draft recommendati on UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/L. 12 and
adopted it as reconmendation V/9. The text of the recommendation as adopted
is contained in annex | to the present report.

4.2. Cross-cutting issues

4.2.1. Ecosystem approach: further conceptual el aboration

117. Prior to the discussion on item4.2.1 in Wrking Goup II, the
Subsi di ary Body, at the 3rd plenary session of the neeting, on 1 February
2000, heard a keynote address by a distinguished expert in the field,

Prof essor Daniel H Janzen, Professor of Biology at the University of
Pennsyl vani a and techni cal advisor to the CGuanacaste Conservation Area of
Costa Rica.

118. Followi ng the presentation, for which the Subsidiary Body expressed
broad appreciation, questions were asked by the representatives of Chad and
Syrian Arab Republi c.
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119. Working Group Il took up item4.2.1 at its 1st neeting, on 1 February
2000. The G oup had before it a note fromthe Executive Secretary entitled
"Ecosyst em approach: further conceptual elaboration” (UNEP/ CBD/ SBSTTA/5/11).

120. Introducing the item the representative of the Secretariat recalled
that, as decided by the Conference of the Parties, the ecosystem approach was
the primary framework for action under the Convention. The docunent had been
prepared to assist SBSTTA in devel oping principles and ot her gui dance on the
ecosystem approach, as requested by the Conference of the Parties at its
fourth neeting. The docunment built upon the Mal awi principles, devel oped at
t he Workshop on the Ecosystem Approach held in Lilongwe in January 1998, as
wel | as the experiences and concl usions of a nunber of other workshops and
initiatives that had been organized on the matter in recent years.

121. In the discussion of the item statenments were nmade by the
representatives of the followi ng Parties and countries: Australia, Bolivia,
Brazil, Canada, China, Col onbia, Costa Rica, Czech Republic, Ecuador, Eritrea,
Eur opean Community, Finland, Germany, Chana, India, Indonesia, Italy,

Net her | ands, New Zeal and, Norway, Peru, Pol and, Republic of Korea, Romani a,
Russi an Federation, Seychelles, Sweden, Togo, United Kingdomof Geat Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Zanbia, Zi nbabwe.

122. A statenent was al so made by the representative of UNESCO  Statenents
were al so made by the representatives of the Conmonweal th Secretariat and the
Worl d Resources Institute

123. At its 4th and 5th neetings, on 3 February 2000, the G oup considered a
draft recommendation on the itemsubnmtted by the Chair. Follow ng an
exchange of views involving several representatives, the Wrking G oup
approved the draft reconmendation, as orally anended, for transmi ssion to

pl enary (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ L. 11).

124. During the discussion, a small nunber of representatives expressed an
under st andi ng of the ecosystem approach which differed fromthe description
given in the annex to the draft recomrendation, and requested that their view
be reflected in the report of the neeting.

125. At the 6th plenary session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body took up draft recommendati on UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/L. 11

Fol | owi ng an extensive di scussion, the Subsidiary Body agreed to establish an
i nfornal open-ended contact group to resolve outstanding drafting issues.

126. At the 7th plenary session, also on 4 February 2000, the Chair subnmtted
to the group a consensus text for the | ast sentence of the rationale for
principle 1, the renaining outstanding drafting issue. The draft
recomendati on, as orally anended, was adopted as reconmendation V/10. The
text of the recommendati on as adopted is contained in annex | to the present
report.

127. During the consideration of the draft reconmendation, the representative
of Ecuador stated for the record that his delegation did not agree with the
change of the words "fair and equitable sharing”" to "fair and equitable
access” inthe title of section C 2 of the annex to the recomendati on

128. The representative of the Russian Federation said the text shoul d speak
of "managenent principles" and not just "principles" of the ecosystem
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approach, as the principles set out were not scientific but socio-economc in
nat ure.

4.2.2. Devel opnent _of indicators of biological diversity

129. Working Group Il took up item4.2.2 at its 2nd neeting, on 1 February
2000. The G oup had before it a note fromthe Executive Secretary entitled
"Devel oprment of indicators of biological diversity" (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/12).

130. Introducing the item the representative of the Secretariat recalled
that in response to reconmmendation I11/5 of SBSTTA and decision IV/1 A of the
Conference of the Parties, requesting the Executive Secretary to initiate a
two-track work programe on biodiversity indicators, the Executive Secretary,
with the assistance of a Iiaison group of experts on indicators, was proposing
in his note a core set of generic indicators, based on the pressure, state and
response framework, intended to assist Parties and ot her Governments to
design, initiate and/or inprove their national nonitoring progranmes.

131. The docunent enphasi zed that the indicators would serve as a tool for
adequat e nanagenent of biol ogical diversity at |ocal and national |evels, for
regi onal and gl obal overviews of the status and trends of conponents of

bi odi versity, in the context of the ecosystem approach and the three

obj ectives of the Convention. They might also have a wider role, for exanple
in increasing public awareness to facilitate the inplenmentation of nationa
nonitoring programes. The level of sophistication of indicator variables to
be included in the nonitoring progranmes woul d depend on data availability in
each country and on the specific sectors being nonitored.

132. The core set of indicators in the docunent was designed to be applied

i medi ately. Several existing data sets could be used for a nunber of

i ndi cators. Al though the indicators were nost val uabl e when used as a set,

i ndi vidual indicators would al so contribute towards a better understandi ng of
bi odi versity status and trends.

133. In the discussion of the item statenments were nmade by the
representatives of the following Parties and countries: Australia, Canada,
Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Dom nican Republic, Ecuador, Finland, France,
Germany, Haiti, India, Iran (lIslanic Republic of), Japan, Nami bia

Net her | ands, New Zeal and, Norway, Peru, Portugal, Republic of Korea,
Seychel | es, Sweden, Switzerland, Togo, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of Anerica, Zi nbabwe. A statenment was al so
made by the representative of | UCN

134. At its 4th neeting on 3 February 2000, the G oup considered a draft
reconmendation on the itemsubnmitted by the Chair. Follow ng an exchange of
vi ews involving several representatives, the Wrking Goup approved the draft
reconmendati on, as orally anended, for transm ssion to plenary

(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ L. 5).

135. Sone representatives said that further consideration was required on the
guesti on of costs.

136. At the 6th plenary session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body took up draft recommendati on UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/L.5 and adopt ed
it, as orally anended, as recommendation V/11. The text of the reconmendation
as adopted is contained in annex | to the present report.
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4.2.3. Sustainable use of the conponents of biological diversity:
identification of sectoral activities that coul d adopt
bi odi versity-friendly practices and technol ogi es

137. Prior to the discussion on item4.2.3, the Subsidiary Body, in Wrking
Goup | at the 3rd plenary session of the neeting, on 1 February 2000, heard a
keynot e address by a distingui shed expert in the field, Professor Karinou
Jean- Mari e Ambouta, Professor of Soil Managenent and Dean of the Faculty of
Agronomny of the University of N aney, and Chair of the | UCN Expert G oup on
the Sustainable Use of WId Species in Wstern Africa and of the | UCN Nati onal
Net wor k of Wetl ands of N ger.

138. Followi ng the presentation, for which the Subsidiary Body expressed
broad appreciation, questions were asked by the representatives of Cameroon
and Togo.

139. Working Group Il took up item4.2.3 at its 3rd neeting, on 2 February
2000. The Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary entitled
"Sust ai nabl e use of the conponents of biological diversity: identification of
sectoral activities that could adopt biodiversity-friendly practices and

t echnol ogi es" (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 13).

140. Introducing the item the representative of the Secretariat recalled
that, as provided for in its progranme of work (decision |V/16, annex |l), the
Conference of the Parties would consider sustainable use, including tourism
as one of the three thenes for in-depth discussion at its fifth nmeeting. The
concept of sustainable use was an integral part of nmany of the thematic areas
of the Convention on Biological Diversity. SBSTTA had considered the issue of
tourismat its fourth neeting, and the current nmeeting was to consider areas -
other than tourism He explained that the note by the Executive Secretary
prepared under the item described the concept of sustainable use in the
context of the objectives, definitions and other provisions of the Convention
(section I1), reviewed the devel opnent of the concept by the Conference of the
Parties (section I11) and di scussed the question of identifying sectora

bi odi versity-friendly practices and technol ogies (section IV). 1In general

t he docunent proposed ways in which Parties mght integrate the sustainable-
use concept into their national biodiversity strategies and action plans and

i nto ongoi ng bi odi versity progranmes.

141. In the discussion of the item statenments were nmade by the
representatives of the followi ng Parties and countries: Arnenia, Australia,
Brazil, Canada, Col onbia, Denocratic Republic of the Congo, Ecuador, El

Sal vador, European Community, Guinea, Guyana, |ndonesia, Madagascar, Nami bia,
Net her | ands, New Zeal and, Nigeria, Norway, Peru, Portugal, Republic of Korea,
Ronmani a, Russian Federation, Sri Lanka, Switzerland, Togo, Tonga, United

Ki ngdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Zanbia, Zi nbabwe.

142. At its 5th neeting on 3 February 2000, the G oup considered a draft
reconmendation on the itemsubnitted by the Chair. Follow ng an exchange of
vi ews, the Wrking G oup approved the draft recommendation, as orally anended,
for transnission to plenary (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ L. 10).
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143. One representative said that the draft recommendation did not make
adequat e provision for involvenent of the private sector in the sustainable
use of biodiversity.

144. At the 6th plenary session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body took up draft recommendati on UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/L. 10 and
adopted it as recommendation V/12. The text of the recommendati on as adopted
is contained in annex | to the present report.

4.3. Mechanisns for inplenentation

4.3.1. Qiidelines for the second national reports

145. The Subsidiary Body took up agenda item4.3.1 at the 2nd plenary session
of the neeting, on 31 January 2000. |In considering the item the Subsidiary
Body had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on establishnent of

gui delines for the second national reports, including indicators and incentive
nmeasures (UNEP/ CBD/ SBSTTA/ 5/ 14). The Subsidiary Body al so had before it

i nformati on docunents entitled "Synthesis of information contained in the
first national reports and status of reports submtted"

(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ I NF/ 6), "Assessing the state of inplenentation of the
Convention on Biological Diversity: report of a project to develop and test a
mechani sm for prelimnary assessnment” (UNEP/ CBD/ SBSTTA/5/INF/7), "Feasibility
study for a harnoni zed i nfornmation-nanagenent infrastructure for biodiversity-
rel ated conventions” (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/1NF/8), and "An interimassessnment of
bi odi versity enabling activities: national biodiversity strategies and action
pl ans: a study for the d obal Environment Facility" (UNEP/ CBD/ SBSTTA/ 5/ 1 NF/9).
Introducing the item the representative of the Secretariat drew the attention
of the Subsidiary Body to the docunentation circul ated under the item which
had been prepared to assist SBSTTA in providing advice to the Conference of
the Parties on the intervals and fornms of future national reports.

146. During the discussion of the item statements were nmade by the
representatives of the followi ng Contracting Parties and countries: Brazil,
Bur ki na Faso, Cameroon, Canada, China, Col onbia, Cuba, European Union

Fi nl and, France, Germany, Haiti, India, Ireland, Japan, Kenya, Morocco,

Net her | ands, New Zeal and, Norway, Portugal, Russian Federation, Seychell es,

Sl oveni a, Sweden, Switzerland, Tunisia, Uganda, United Ki ngdom of G eat
Britain and Northern Ireland. A statenent was al so nade by the United Nations
Envi ronnent Programme. A statenent was al so made by Birdlife International

147. A nunber of representatives laid stress on the inportance of nationa
reports, both as a nmeans for the Conference of the Parties to neasure progress
towards i nplenmentation of the Convention and as a neans for countries to
nonitor their own progress. One representative enphasized that the reporting
process was not intended to rank countries according to their progress in

i mpl ementing the Convention. It was essential that such progress should be
assessed in the context of each Party's priorities and capacities.

148. Most representatives who spoke supported the idea of a four-yearly cycle
for the reports, which would provi de adequate infornmation w thout being too
burdensone on Parties. Several also suggested that it would be useful to have
nore frequent reports on specific topics, in particular those to be considered
in depth at the neetings of the Conference of the Parties. A snall nunber of
representatives favoured a two-yearly reporting cycle.
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149. Several representatives said that they found the standardi zed matrix
contained in annex | of the note by the Executive Secretary to be hel pful

Sone representatives suggested that it needed further refinenment, while one
suggested that it should be regarded as dynamic, to be revised in the Iight of
experi ence.

150. One representative said that while the guidelines were a sound basi s,
they still required further refinement to inprove their clarity, to ensure
that all possible answers to the questions were available as options, and to
ensure that all countries would apply the sane interpretation to the

guesti ons.

151. One representative said that it was inmportant that the nationa
reporting process, as well as tracking inplenentation, should also identify
needs as gui dance for the future work of the Convention, expressing the view
that the questionnaire should be revised to address this objective.

152. One representative said that it was inmportant to incorporate

bi odi versity indicators into the reporting process in order to denonstrate
progress towards targets. Qhers stated they were awaiting the outcone of the
consi deration of indicators under item4.2.2 of the agenda.

153. Several representatives stressed the need for broad participation and
st akehol der participation in reporting procedures.

154. One representative cautioned agai nst establishing requirenents for
reporting which sonme Parties would be unable to fulfil. He also said that
while it was useful to exam ne stream ining and harnoni zi ng of the process of
reporting to the biodiversity-related conventions, it would not be helpful to
snmal | devel opi ng countries if several reports were required simultaneously.

155. A nunber of representatives suggested that the Conference of the Parties
shoul d recogni ze the inportance of the clearing-house nmechani smand shoul d use
it to provide appropriate |linkages between different reporting requirenents of
bi odi versity-rel ated conventi ons and agreenents.

156. Sone representatives suggested a trial period of continuous reporting,
with participating countries updating their country reports whenever it seened
necessary.

157. Several representatives of African Parties said that there was a need
for capacity-building in reporting and managi ng i nformati on, whi ch mni ght
requi re financial assistance fromthe d obal Environment Facility.

158. The representative of UNEP reported on a project of assistance to six
countries of the Central and Eastern European and the Central Asian region
and suggested that Parties mght wish to use the assessnment reports fromthe
project as an input to their own second national reports to the Conference of
the Parties.

159. At the 5th plenary session of the neeting, on 3 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body considered a draft recommendation on the itemsubnitted by the
Chai r.

160. The Subsidiary Body agreed that its report would reflect the fact that
one representative had wished to insert |anguage at the end of paragraph 4 (c)
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of the draft reconmendation, to the effect that the proposals should outline
the rel ationship anong the three types of reporting: reporting based on the
matrix; thematic reporting; and harnoni zed reporting. Another representative
stressed that the intention was not to have three different reports.

161. Follow ng an exchange of views, the Subsidiary Body agreed that the
Chai rman shoul d prepare a revised version of the draft reconmendation, taking
i nto account the anendnments proposed during the discussion, for submssion to
a subsequent pl enary session.

162. At the 7th plenary session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body took up the revised draft reconmendati on

(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ L. 9) and adopted it as recomendation V/13. The text of
the recommendati on as adopted is contained in annex | to the present report.

4.3.2. Ad hoc technical expert groups: terns of reference, and rosters of
experts and proposal on a uniform nethodol ogy for their use

163. The Subsidiary Body took up agenda item4.3.2 at the 4th plenary session
of the neeting, on 2 February 2000. |In considering the item the Subsidiary
Body had before it a note by the Executive Secretary entitled "Ad hoc
techni cal expert groups: terns of reference, and roster of experts and
proposal on a uniform nmethodol ogy for their use" (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 15).

164. Introducing the item the representative of the Secretariat said that,
with regard to the terns of reference of ad hoc technical expert groups, the
Conference of the Parties, in its decision |IV/16, requested the Subsidiary
Body to advise the fifth nmeeting of the Conference of the Parties. At its
fourth neeting, the Subsidiary Body had deferred the natter to its fifth
neeting. The note by the Executive Secretary proposed sone terns of reference
for the ad hoc technical expert groups based on decision |V/5 for narine and
coastal protected areas and for mariculture, and set out a proposed uniform
nmet hodol ogy for the use of rosters of experts. The note also set out
suggest ed reconmendati ons for the consideration of the Subsidiary Body.

165. During the discussion on the item statenments were nade by the follow ng
Contracting Parties and countries: Arnenia, Australia, Burkina Faso,

Caneroon, Canada, Chad, China, Denocratic Republic of the Congo, Ecuador

Finl and, Germany, Haiti, Japan, Kenya, Nam bia, Netherlands, New Zeal and,

Ni geria, Norway, Sweden, Switzerland, Syrian Arab Republic, United Ki ngdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States
of Anerica.

166. A statenent was al so nmade by a representative of a non-governnenta
organi zati on, speaking on behal f of G eenpeace International, Biodiversity
Action Network and Birdlife International

167. Many representatives wel comed the proposed uni form net hodol ogy for the
use of rosters of experts, as set out in annex Ill to the note of the
Executive Secretary, although several pointed to the lack of a sinilar

net hodol ogy for the use of expert groups and |liaison groups. Sone
representatives believed that the Executive Secretary should prepare such
guidelines in time for the fifth neeting of the Conference of the Parties, to
acconmpany the ternms of reference of specific groups.
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168. Another representative drew attention to the reconmendati on of the
Inter-Sessional Meeting on the Operations of the Convention whereby, to the
extent possible, decisions of the Conference of the Parties should identify
expected outcones, activities to achieve those outcones, those to whom
decisions were directed, and tinetables for action and followup. It was
noted that a simlar rigour should be applied to the terms of reference of the
expert groups.

169. A nunber of representatives considered that the nomination of experts
for the rosters should be made in a transparent way, with the approval of the
Parties to the Convention, and through their national focal points, which
woul d al so update the rosters. In addition, the rosters should be open-ended
and, when experts were recruited fromthem the national focal points should
be inforned. Sone representatives said that nomination should be valid only
for the specific task at hand and only until that task was conpleted. Experts
chosen for one group needed to be clear that they would not be autonatically
invited to join another group nor necessarily be put onto a roster. Another
representative sought clarification of the term"relevant bodi es", as used by
the Secretariat in the proposed uniform net hodol ogy.

170. Several representatives, pointing to the range of groups and nechani sns
at the disposal of the Convention to develop advice, said it was vital to
ensure that the nost cost-effective nmechani smwas used. Several other
representatives consi dered that expert groups should be used only when a
signi ficant assessment was needed and when the mechanismto ensure scientific
credibility had been fully developed. One representative considered that the
est abl i shnent of expert groups and their terns of reference had to be
considered in context with the devel opnent of an assessnment mechani smfor the
Conventi on.

171. One representative proposed that rosters of experts should be
established for a nunber of additional relevant thematic areas. Severa
representatives believed that the conposition of the expert groups needed to
take into account gender balance in order to reflect gender-based differences
in know edge about the inplenentation of the Convention. Severa
representatives also called for regional balance in the conposition of the
groups. Another representative proposed the creation of a thematic expert
group on benefit-sharing, to access information available in a country,
identify needs and difficulties, and receive input fromall other thematic
groups. Several representatives stressed the need to encourage use of |oca
experti se and ensure appropriate indigenous representation. One
representative said there was a need for procedures that also took into
account the linmted capacities of snmall island developing States to field
expertise on various fronts.

172. Several representatives, noting the proposal that the roster of experts
shoul d be accessi bl e through the cl earing-house nechani sm stressed the need
al so to provide hard-copy docunentation to comuni cate the roster to countries
wi t hout el ectronic access to the clearing-house nechani sm

173. Several other representatives underlined the need for an expert group to
undertake regular reporting to the Parties and for efficient nmechanisns to
allow the Parties to contribute case-studies and infornmati on on the research
and nmonitoring they were pursuing.
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174. Many representatives expressed support for the proposed terns of
reference and duration of work of the ad hoc technical expert groups on

mari culture and on nmarine and coastal protected areas, as set out in annex IV
of the note of the Executive Secretary. Proposed anendnents concerning the ad
hoc group on nari ne and coastal protected areas included: the group should
not seek to develop projects itself; it should have a narrow focus; it should
coordinate work with other relevant bodies; it should provide regul ar progress
reports and devel op nechanisns for interaction with Parties.

175. A nunber of representatives supported the establishnent of an ad hoc
techni cal working group on forest biodiversity, provided that its terns of
reference were nade nore focused and precise, and that they reflected the
needs identified in the debate on forest biological diversity and in the note
by the Executive Secretary before the current neeting. Some representatives
made specific proposals as to the nandate of the group. Sonme representatives
noted that such a group would need to work closely with the Intergovernnenta
Forum on Forests. Qhers considered that the establishnent of such a group
shoul d be postponed until it was certain how it would operate.

176. Some representatives supported the establishnment of an ad hoc technica
expert group on inland waters biodiversity. A nunber of other representatives
considered that it was not necessary to establish such an expert group, since
the issues were sufficiently dealt with by the joint work plan with the
Convention on Wetl ands.

177. Several representatives proposed a change in the nodus operandi of the
Subsidiary Body to enable it to decide on the establishnment of ad hoc
techni cal expert groups, including the terns of reference, under the genera
budget of the Conference of the Parties.

178. One representative suggested that the reference to the Informal Advisory
Conmi ttee shoul d be del et ed.

179. At the 6th plenary session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body considered a draft recommendation on the itemsubnitted by the
Chair. After an exchange of views, the draft reconmendation, as orally
anended, was adopted as reconmendati on V/ 14.

180. The representative of France, while declaring hinself prepared to adopt
the draft reconmendation in English, expressed regret that the docunment was
not available in the other official |anguages of the United Nations and
reserved his position as to the translation of the docunent into French

181. The representative of New Zeal and said that her del egati on had not had
time to study in detail the ternms of reference of the ad hoc technical expert
group on forest biological diversity contained in the annex to the
recomendati on, and did not wi sh the adopti on of recommendati on V/14 to be
interpreted as an endorsement of them The representative of the United
States of America expressed support for the position of New Zeal and.

AGENDA | TEM 5: DRAFT PROVI SI ONAL AGENDA FOR THE SI XTH MEETI NG OF THE
SUBSI DI ARY BODY ON SCI ENTI FI C, TECHNI CAL AND
TECHNOLOG CAL ADVI CE

182. , The Subsidiary Body considered agenda item5 at the 7th plenary
session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000. Introducing the note prepared by
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the Executive Secretary on the subject (UNEP/ CBD SBSTTA/5/16), the
representative of the Secretariat said that the draft provisional agendas
contai ned therein (see annexes Il and Ill below) also took into account the
advi ce of the Bureau of the Subsidiary Body and tried to strike a balance in
distributing the work between the two neetings of the Subsidiary Body that
were schedul ed to take place between the fifth and sixth neetings of the
Conference of the Parties.

183. The Subsidiary Body took note of the proposal nade by one representative
to the effect that the issue of reports fromregi onal group neetings should be
i ncluded in the provisional agenda of the sixth neeting.

184. It also took note of the explanation that the provisional agenda coul d
be subject to further nodification, in |ight of the outcone of the fifth
neeting of the Conference of the Parties, and that the Bureau needed to be
given appropriate flexibility in that respect. |In that connection, the
Subsi di ary Body noted the statenment by one representative that the Bureau
shoul d be encouraged to concentrate on setting a strong and focused agenda for
t he Subsi di ary Body.

185. The Subsidiary Body approved the draft provisional agenda for its sixth
neeting, as contained in annex Il bel ow.

AGENDA | TEM 6: DATES AND VENUE OF THE SI XTH MEETI NG OF THE SUBSI DI ARY
BODY ON SCI ENTI FI C, TECHNI CAL AND TECHNOLOG CAL ADVI CE

186. The Subsidiary Body considered the agenda item 6 atthe 7th plenary
session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, on the basis of the proposa
contained in the annotated provisional agenda of the neeting

(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 1/ Add. 1, paras. 52 and 53).

187. Statenments were made by two representatives, noting the need for the
neeting to be late enough in the year for it to receive inportant inputs from
ot her biodiversity-related activities and also the desirability of avoiding

t he peak holiday season of nany sout hern-hem sphere countries.

188. Follow ng those explanations, the Subsidiary Body agreed that its sixth
neeting would be held in Montreal during the period February/ March 2001

AGENDA | TEM 7: OTHER MATTERS

Statenent on behalf of the |ndigenous Caucus and the | ndi genous
Peopl es' Bi odi versity Network (1 PBN)

189. At the 6th plenary session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, the
Subsi di ary Body heard a statenment was nade by the representative of a non-
governnental organization, speaking on behalf of the Indigenous Caucus and the
I ndi genous Peopl es' Biodiversity Network. Noting that the first neeting of
the Ad Hoc Open-ended Inter-Sessional Wrking Goup on Article 8(j) under the
Convention on Biological Diversity was to be held shortly, he rem nded the
Subsi diary Body that full and effective participation of indi genous peopl es
was not possible wthout inplenmentation of the principles contained in
decision IV/9 of the Conference of the Parties, particularly paragraph 3,

whi ch encouraged Parties to include indigenous and | ocal comunity
representatives in their national delegations, and paragraph 12, which
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requested that active indigenous participation be supported logistically and
financially.

190. He noted with concern that guidelines, protocols and principles on the
use of traditional and indi genous know edge had been devel oped and pronoted at
the current nmeeting without the direct participation of indigenous peoples,
contrary to the sprit of Article 8(j). However, he expressed appreciation for
the inclusion of indigenous representatives in the deliberations of the
Informal Advisory Committee on the clearing-house nechani sm describing it as
a nodel for their inclusion in other expert bodies and deliberative organs of
the Convention on Biological Diversity. He called on the Parties to establish
and support an indi genous focal point within the clearing-house nechanismto
facilitate interactions between the Parties and indi genous peoples in the

i mpl enentation of Article 8(j) and rel ated provisons of the Convention

Reqgi onal preparatory neetings for SBSTTA

191. The Subsidiary Body agreed that the follow ng statenent by the
representati ve of Kenya, speaking on behalf of the African G oup, supported by
the representative of Peru, speaking on behalf of the Latin Anerica and

Cari bbean G oup, should be reflected in the report:

"Under article 25 of the Convention on Biological Diversity, the
Subsi di ary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice
was established for the purpose of advising the Conference of
Parties on scientific, technical and technol ogical matters. This
is a very inportant role, which is instrumental to the successfu

i mpl ement ati on of the Convention. To be able to provide advice to
the Conference of Parties, the Subsidiary Body has obtai ned
reports fromParties, CGovernnents, experts, relevant organizations
and the Executive Secretary.

"During the neetings of the Subsidiary Body, participants have the
duty of articulating all issues related to the Convention and of
provi di ng sound advice to the Conference of Parties.

"The SBSTTA neetings are scheduled to last for one week, but there
is often a wide range of disciplines and subjects to be discussed,
requiring proper consultation and in-depth study of the papers.

"Several delegations, particularly fromAfrica, are very snall
This has constituted sonme difficulties for African del egates, as
there is insufficient tine for adequate consultation during the
neeting.

"I'n view of this, the African region wi shes to reconmend that the
Conference of Parties be requested to provide funds for the
preparation of regional neetings to allow for w de consultation
and also for in-depth consideration of the Secretariat docunments.
African del egates feel that these pre-SBSTTA neetings will be
crucial for their active participation and for their articulation
of regional positions for the successful inplenentation of the
Convention. "

192. Wiile recognizing that it was constrained by its nandate in the degree
to which it was enpowered to comment on financial matters, the Subsidiary Body



UNEP/ CBDY COP/ 5/ 3
Page 34

consi dered that the question of funding for regional neetings was an
appropriate topic to be discussed at the neeting of the Conference of the
Parties.

Har noni zati on _of progranmes

193. The representative of Ecuador expressed concern with regard to the
differing | evel s of advancenent and different formats of the thematic work
programes and suggested that efforts be nade to achi eve consistency in the
structure and the cross-cutting issues, on the basis of the joint work plan
bet ween t he Convention on Wtlands and the Convention on Biol ogical Diversity.
She al so suggested that efforts be undertaken to harnoni ze the formats of

t hose work progranmes, including a pernmanent set of cross-cutting topics.

194. The Subsidiary Body agreed that the concerns of the representative of
Ecuador should be reflected in the report.

Meeti ng docunentati on

195. Ceneral appreciation was expressed for the high quality of the
docunent ati on produced by the Secretariat for the current nmeeting. Particular
stress was |laid on the useful ness of the executive sunmaries provided for each
docunent and the suggested recommendati ons prepared by the Secretariat, which
greatly facilitated the drafting work of the Subsidiary Body.

AGENDA | TEM 8: ADOPTI ON OF THE REPORT
196. The present report was adopted by the Subsidiary Body at the 7thplenary
session of the neeting, on 4 February 2000, on the basis of the draft report
that had been circul ated as docunent UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/L.1 and Add.1 and 2.
AGENDA | TEM 9: CLOSURE OF THE MEETI NG
197. Follow ng the customary exchange of courtesies, the Chair declared the

fourth neeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technol ogi cal Advice closed at 5.30 p.m on Friday, 4 February 2000.
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Annex |

RECOVIVENDATI ONS ADCPTED BY THE SUBSI DI ARY BODY ON SCI ENTI FI C, TECHNI CAL AND
TECHNOLOG CAL ADVI CE AT | TS FI FTH MEETI NG

V/1. Cooperation with other bodies

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technical Advice,

Noting with appreciation the ongoi ng cooperati on with many ot her
agreenents and institutions, including the Food and Agriculture O ganization
of the United Nations, the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cul tural
Organi zation, the United Nations Environnent Progranme, the United Nations
Convention to Conbat Desertification in those Countries Experiencing Serious
Drought and/or Desertification, particularly in Africa, the Ransar Convention
on Wetl ands of International |nportance especially as Waterfow Habitat and
the International Programme for Biodiversity Science (D VERSI TAS),

1. Requests the Executive Secretary, in collaboration with the
United Nations Environment Progranmme, to explore with the Interim Steering
Conmittee of the MIIennium Assessnent and ot her rel evant conventions and
organi zati ons, ways and nmeans of collaborating in undertaking the proposed
M |1 enni um Assessnment of d obal Ecosystens, and to informthe Conference of
the Parties at its fifth neeting on the outcone of these discussions;

2. Takes note of the prospective dobal Biodiversity Information
Facility, recognizes that the Facility nust ensure the scientific integrity of
its work, encourages its developnent in conformity with the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity, and invites the Facility to include as many countries as
possible in its devel opnent and inpl enmentation

3. Requests the Executive Secretary, in consultation with the Bureau
of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice, to
identify with the Facility's Interim Steering Conmittee arrangenents for
cooperation between the Convention and the Facility, and mechanisnms to involve
countries that are not currently participating in the elaboration and
i mpl enentation of the Aobal Diversity Infornmation Facility project, and to
informthe Conference of the Parties at its next neeting on the outcone of
t hese di scussi ons;

4, Reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth
neeting:

(a) Takes note of ongoing cooperation activities;

(b) Invites the Executive Secretary to strengthen cooperation
particularly in the area of scientific and technical assessnent of
bi odi versity, bearing in mnd the inportance of biodiversity assessnents in
i dentifying emerging i ssues and review ng the progranmmes of work and the
i mpact of neasures taken under the Convention

(c) Takes note of the proposed MIIennium Assessnment of d oba
Ecosystens, taking into account and making use of the d obal Biodiversity
Assessnent, and decides on foll ow up action based on the outcone of the
consul tations of the Executive Secretary with the Interim Steering Conmittee
of the MIIenium Assessnent;
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(d) Invites the Executive Secretary to strengthen the cooperation with
the United Nations Franework Convention on Cinmate Change, including its Kyoto
Protocol, on issues relevant to forest biological diversity and coral reefs;

(e) Takes note of the International Biodiversity Qobservation Year of
Dl VERSI TAS, to take place from 2001 to 2002, and requests the Executive
Secretary to find ways and neans of collaborating with this inititative and
ensure conplenmentarity with the initiative foreseen to be undertaken by the
United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization and the
Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity to increase scientific
know edge and public awareness of the crucial role of biodiversity for
sust ai nabl e devel opnent ;

(f) Wl cones and endorses the second joint work plan (2000-2001)
bet ween t he Convention on Biological Diversity and the Ranmsar Convention on
Wet | ands, and conmends it as a useful exanple of future cooperation between
t he Convention on Biological Diversity and other environmental conventions;

(9) Notes that the second joint work plan between the Convention on

Bi ol ogi cal Diversity and the Ransar Convention on Wetlands includes a range of
cooperative actions in relation to several ecosystemthenes and cross-cutting
i ssues of the Convention on Biological Diversity, as well as proposing actions
to harnoni ze institutional processes, and requests the Subsidiary Body on
Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice and the Executive Secretary to
take these actions fully into consideration in furthering the respective
programes of work for these areas.
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V/2. Pilot phase of the clearing-house nmechani sm

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice

1. Acknowl edges the contributions and val uable role that have been
provided by the Informal Advisory Conmittee in the fornulation of the
i ndependent review of the pilot phase of the clearing-house nmechanismy(), its
strategi c plan (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ I NF/ 2) and | onger-term progranme of work
(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ | NF/ 3) ;

2. Acknow edges the progress nade in devel oping the clearing-house
mechanismin its pilot phase, and calls for the continued engagenent and
support of the Executive Secretary in the further devel opnment of the clearing-
house nechani sm

3. Reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth
neeting:

(a) Notes with appreciation the report of the independent review of
the pilot phase of the clearing-house nmechanism as contained in
docunent UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ | NF/ 1;

(b) Endorses the i medi ate i nplenentation of the strategic plan for
t he cl eari ng-house nechani sm as contained in
docunment UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 1 NF/ 2, and takes into consideration that it would
formpart of an overall strategic planning of the Convention on Biol ogica
Diversity;

(c) Al so endorses the |onger-term programe of work for the clearing-
house mechani sm as contai ned i n docunment UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 1 NF/ 3, while
recogni zing that the role of the Informal Advisory Conmittee is l[inmited to
advi sing the Executive Secretary;

(d) As priorities for the biennium 2001-2002, recomends Parties and
Covernnments, subject to availability of resources and rel evance, to:

(i) Establish a national directory of scientific institutions and
experts working on specific thematic areas of the Convention
on Biological Diversity and make it avail abl e through the
cl eari ng- house nechani sm

(i) Conduct a survey to establish a national baseline of existing
scientific and technical cooperation initiatives relevant to
the inplenentati on of the provisions of the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity;

(iii) Establ i sh, through the national clearing-house nechani smfoca
poi nts, links to non-governnental organizations and ot her
institutions holding inmportant rel evant databases or
undert aki ng significant work on biodiversity;

(iv) Establ i sh regi onal or subregional clearing-house nmechani sm
focal points;

(v) Establ i sh national, regional and subregional clearing-house
nmechani smthemati c focal points;
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Further develop the clearing-house nechanismto assi st
devel opi ng countries in gaining access to information in the
field of scientific and technical cooperation, in particular
on:

a. Fundi ng opportunities;

b. Access to and transfer of technol ogi es;

C. Research cooperation facilities;

d. Repatriation of information;

e. Trai ni ng opportunities; and

f. Pronoting and facilitating contact with rel evant

institutions, organizations, and the private sector
provi di ng such services;

Consi der information providers as primary partners to ensure
that a critical mass of scientific and technical information
i s made avail abl e;

Consi der the general public as an inportant target audi ence of
users of the clearing-house nechani sm

Develop initiatives to make information available through the
cl eari ng- house nechani sm nore useful for researchers and
deci si on makers;

Devel op, provide and share services and tools for the purposes
of enhancing and facilitating the inplenmentation of the

cl eari ng- house nechani sm and further inproving synergies with
the biodiversity-related and Ri o conventi ons;

Undert ake cost-efectiveness anal yses regarding the effective
i mpl enentati on of the clearing-house nmechanism taking into
account investnents related to institutional, human
financial, technol ogical and infornational resources;

Requests the Executive Secretary, in consultation with the

I nformal Advisory Conmittee and ot her rel evant bodies, to:
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(vi)
(vii)
(viii)
(ix)
(x)
(xi)
(e)
(i)
(i)
(iii)

Devel op ways and nmeans to ensure a broader understandi ng of
the role of, and val ue added by, the clearing-house nmechani sm

Further devel op non-Internet-based tools to assist Parties in
their national inplenmentation efforts;

Identify and establish cooperative arrangenents wth

i nternational thematic focal points, which can provide
rel evant and appropriate thematic information, using the
following criteria:

a. Expertise on thenmes directly relevant to the Convention
on Biol ogi cal Diversity;



(iv)

(v)
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b. Experience and expertise at the international |evel;
C. Endor senent of proposed thematic focal points by at
| east three national focal points;
d. Desi gnation of a specific theme and a defined period of
tine;
e. Sel ecti on between one or nore thematic focal points for

each t hene;

f. Ability to leverage infrastructure
g. Provi sion of relevant content;
h. Experience with specific issues;

i Ability to advance the cl earing-house nmechani sni s
obj ecti ves;

j- Ability to advance partner's objectives;
k. Provi si on of open access to infornmation

l. Al l owance for the custodianship to remain with the
provider of information, as well as the provision of
netadata in the public domain;

Convene regi onal workshops to support capacity-building for
cl eari ng- house nechani smactivities, training and awareness,
with a focus on cooperation in biodiversity infornmation
related to the inplenentati on and managenent of the clearing-
house nmechani sm at the national, subregional, bio-geographic
and regional |evels, as appropriate;

Develop a pilot initiative for supporting the thenmatic issues
directly linked to the work programme of the Subsidiary Body
on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice, including:

a. Identification of national institutions and experts
wor ki ng on that specific thene by national foca
poi nts, including through inter-Ilinkages with the rosters
of experts in the relevant fields of the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity;

b. Provision of particular information to the Subsidiary
Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice by
nati onal focal points;

C. Use of the clearing-house mechanismto facilitate a
consul tation process for rel evant assessnents;

d. I dentification of needs for scientific and technica
cooperation at the national |level to ensure the
i mpl ementation of pilot initiatives;
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(vi)

(vii)

(viii)

(i x)

(x)

(xi)

Propose options for inproving the neans for facilitating
access to and transfer of technol ogy by the clearing-house
nmechani sm

Develop a |ist of best practices and identify potenti al
functions reconmended for inplenmentation by clearing-house
nmechani sm nati onal focal points;

I dentify possible formats, protocols and standards for the
i mproved exchange of biodiversity-related data, information
and know edge, including national reports, biodiversity
assessnents and G obal Biodiversity Qutlook reports, and
convene an informal neeting on this issue;

Identify options and expl ore cooperative arrangenents to
overconme | anguage barriers as regards the use of the clearing-
house nmechani sm including the devel opment or consolidation of
tool s and servi ces;

Devel op a gl obal electronic platformfor scientific and
techni cal cooperation in biodiversity on the Internet to match
t he denands and needs of Parties with respect to Article 18 of
t he Convention, as a transparent, open and publicly accessible
forum

Encourage t he establishnent and mnai ntenance of nirror sites of
the Secretariat's website, within the other United Nations
regions, as appropriate, in order to expedite access to

I nternet-based information
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V/ 3. Review of the d obal Taxonony |nitiative

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice

1. Reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth
neeting:

(a) Est abl i shes a A obal Taxonomny Initiative coordinati on mechanismto
assi st the Executive Secretary to facilitate international cooperation and
coordi nate activities under the d obal Taxonony Initiative. The coordination
nmechani sm shoul d i ncl ude representatives fromkey taxonom c institutions
(regionally balanced) and initiatives, the International Council of Scientific
Uni ons, the d obal Biodiversity Information Facility, the Food and Agriculture
Organi zation of the United Nations, the United Nations Environnment Progranme
and the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural O ganization. The
G obal Taxonony Initiative coordi nati on mechani sm should work closely with the
cl eari ng- house nechani sm

(b) Urges Parties, Governnents and rel evant organi zati ons to undertake
the following priority activities to further the @ obal Taxonomny Initiative

(i) The identification of national and regional priority taxonomnc
i nformati on requirenents;

(i) Assessnents of national taxonomic capacity to identify and,
where possible, quantify national and regional-1evel taxonomc
i mpedi ments and needs, including the identification of
taxononmic tools, facilities and services required at al
| evel s, and nechanisns to establish, support and naintain such
tools, facilities and services;

(iii) Est abl i shment or consolidation of regional and nationa
taxononi c reference centres;

(iv) The buil ding of taxonomi c capacity in particular in devel oping
countries, including through partnerships between national
regi onal and international taxonom c reference centres;

(v) Communi cate to the Executive Secretary and d obal Taxonony
Initiative coordination nechani sm suitable programes,
projects and initiatives for consideration as pilot projects
under the d obal Taxonony Initiative

(c) Requests that the Executive Secretary, with the assistance of the
d obal Taxonomny Initiative coordi nati on nechani sm

(i) Draft as a component of the strategic plan for the Convention
on Biological Diversity, a work progranme for the d oba
Taxonony Initiative defining tinmetables, goals, products and
pilot projects, enphasizing its role in underpinning
conservation, sustainable use and equitable sharing of
benefits, for consideration by the Subsidiary Body on
Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice;

(ii) Initiate short-termactivities, in particular regiona
neetings of scientists, managers and policy nakers to
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prioritize the nost urgent global taxonom c needs, and
facilitate the formulation of specific projects to neet the
needs identified, and to report thereon to the Conference of
the Parties at its sixth neeting;

(iii) Synt hesi ze the findings of previous nmeetings of experts on the
d obal Taxonomy Initiative (as contained in the note by the
Executive Secretary on the review of the d obal Taxonony
Initiative (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/4)), relevant sections of
nati onal reports subnmitted to the Conference of the Parties
and recommendati ons of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific,
Techni cal and Technol ogi cal on the d obal Taxonony Initiative
as advice for the proposed regi onal neetings;

(iv) Use the d obal Taxonomy Initiative as a forumto pronote the

i mportance of taxonony and taxonomi c tools in the
i mpl enent ati on of the Convention;

(d) Requests all Parties and Governnents to designate a nationa
d obal Taxonony Initiative focal point, linked to other national focal points,
and participate in the devel opnent of regional networks to facilitate
i nformation-sharing for the d obal Taxonony Initiative

2. Requests the Executive Secretary to devel op terns of reference for
the G obal Taxonony Initiative coordinati on nmechani smfor submission to the
Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting.
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V/I4. Alien species: quiding principles for the prevention, introduction and
m tigation of inpacts

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advi ce,

Acknowl edgi ng that the definition of alien species for this work
programe has to be devel oped,

Reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting:

1. Invites Parties to take into account the interimguiding
principles contained in annex | to the present recomendation in the context
of activities ainmed at inplenmenting Article 8(h) of the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity;

2. Adopts the outline for case-studies contained in annex Il of the
present recomendati on;

3. Invites Parties to submit case-studies particularly focusing on
thematic assessnments to the Executive Secretary on the basis of the outline
contained in annex Il to the present reconmendation

4, Requests the clearing-house nechanismto dissem nate and conpil e

t hese case-studi es;

5. Requests the Executive Secretary, in close collaboration with the
d obal Invasive Species Progranmre, relevant organi zati ons and ot her rel evant
i nternational and regional binding and non-binding instrunents to ensure
consi stency with the devel opnent of standard term nol ogy on alien species (as
referred to in recommendation |V/ 4, paragraphs 4 (f) and 4 (i)), and to
further elaborate the interimguiding principles on the prevention
i ntroduction and mitigation of the inpacts of alien species, to be considered
by the Subsidiary Body at its sixth neeting, in preparation for the sixth
neeting of the Conference of the Parties;

6. Requests Parties, other Governnments, relevant bodi es and ot her
rel evant international and regional binding and non-binding instrunments, in
the Iight of discussions by the Subsidiary Body at its fifth neeting, to
submit to the Executive Secretary witten comments on the interimguiding
principles, to be taken into account, together with the case-studies, in the
further el aboration of the interimguiding principles, to be considered by the
Subsidiary Body at its sixth neeting, and requests the Executive Secretary to
di stribute those coments through the national focal points;

7. Invites the A obal Invasive Species Progranme to report on its
Sept enber 2000 neeting on the "synthesis of G SP phase 1" to the Subsidiary
Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice at its sixth neeting;

8. Requests the Executive Secretary to cooperate with other
i nternational bodies and other relevant international and regi onal binding and
non- bi ndi ng i nstrunments, such as the Convention on the Conservation of
M gratory Species of Wld Animals, the Convention on International Trade in
Endanger ed Species of WId Fauna and Flora, the Convention on Wtl ands of
International Inmportance especially as Waterfow Habitat (Ransar), the
Convention on the Conservation of European WIldlife and Natural Habitats, the
International Plant Protection Convention and regional plant protection
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organi zati ons, Codex Alinmentarius, D VERSITAS, the Ofice International des
Epi zooti es, the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cul tural

Organi zation, and the organi zations nmentioned in paragraph 4 (f) of
recommendation IV/4, with the aimto coordinate work on alien species, and to
report on potential joint programmes of work to the Subsidiary Body at its

si xth neeting;

9. Requests the Executive Secretary to devel op a paper, for
consi deration at the sixth neeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific,
Techni cal and Technol ogi cal Advice and the sixth neeting of the Conference of
the Parties, setting out options for future work of the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity on alien species, which would provide practical support
to Parties, CGovernnents and organi zations in the inplenentation of
Article 8(h) of the Convention and the guiding principles on alien species;

10. Urges Parties, other Governnments and rel evant bodies to give
priority to the inplenmentation of alien invasive species strategies and
actions plans, as soon as they are devel oped.

Annex |

I NTERI M GUI DI NG PRI NCI PLES FOR THE PREVENTI ON, | NTRODUCTI ON
AND M Tl GATI ON OF | MPACTS OF ALI EN SPECI ES

It should be noted that in the interimguiding principles below terns
are used for which a definition has not yet been devel oped, pending a decision
by the Conference of Parties on the devel opnent of a standardi zed terni nol ogy
on alien species, as nentioned in paragraph 5 of recomendation V/4. 1In the
interimand for the purpose of these interimprinciples, to avoid confusion
the following definitions are used: (i) "alien" or "alien species" refers to a
speci es occurring outside its normal distribution; and (ii) "alien invasive
speci es" refers to those alien species which threaten ecosystens, habitats or
speci es.

A.  Ceneral

GQuiding principle 1: Precautionary approach

G ven the unpredictability of the inpacts on biological diversity of
alien species, efforts to identify and prevent unintentional introductions as
wel | as decisions concerning intentional introductions should be based on the
precautionary approach. Lack of scientific certainty about the environnental
soci al and economic risk posed by a potentially invasive alien species or by a
potential pathway should not be used as a reason for not taking preventative
action against the introduction of potentially invasive alien species.

Li kewi se, lack of certainty about the long-terminplication of an invasion
shoul d not be used as a reason for postponing eradication, containnent or
control rmeasures.

Guiding principle 2: Three-stage hierarchical approach

Prevention is generally far nore cost effective and environnental ly
desirabl e than neasures taken follow ng introduction of an alien invasive
species. Priority should be given to prevention of entry of alien invasive
speci es (both between and within States). |If entry has already taken pl ace,
actions shoul d be undertaken to prevent the establishnment and spread of alien

[
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species. The preferred response would be eradi cation at the earliest possible
stage (principle 13). |In the event that eradication is not feasible or is not

cost-effective, containnment (principle 14) and long-termcontrol mneasures
(principle 15) should be considered. Any exam nation of benefits and costs
(both environnental and economi c) should be done on a | ong-term basis.

Gui di ng principle 3: Ecosystem approach

Al nmeasures to deal with alien invasive species should be based on the
ecosystem approach, in line with the rel evant provisions of the Convention and
t he deci sions of the Conference of the Parties.

GQuiding principle 4. State responsibility

States should recognize the risk that they nay pose to other States as a
potential source of alien invasive species, and should take appropriate
actions to mnimze that risk. |In accordance with Article 3 of the Convention
on Biological Diversity, and principle 2 of the 1992 R o Declaration on
Envi ronnent and Devel opnent, States have the responsibility to ensure that
activities within their jurisdiction or control do not cause damage to the
envi ronnent of other States or of areas beyond the limts of nationa
jurisdiction. In the context of alien invasive species, activities that could
be a risk for another State include:

(a) The intentional or unintentional transfer of an alien invasive
species to another State (even if it is harmess in the State of origin); and

(b) The intentional or unintentional introduction of an alien species
into their own State if there is a risk of that species subsequently spreadi ng
(with or without a human vector) into another State and becomni ng invasive.

GQuiding principle 5: Research and nonitoring

In order to devel op an adequate know edge base to address the probl em
States shoul d undertake appropriate research on and nonitoring of alien
i nvasi ve species. This should docunment the history of invasions (origin,
pat hways and tine-period), characteristics of the alien invasive species,
ecol ogy of the invasion, and the associ ated ecol ogi cal and econom ¢ inpacts
and how they change over tine. Monitoring is the key to early detection of
new alien species. It requires targeted and general surveys, which can
benefit fromthe involvenent of |ocal comunities.

Quiding principle 6: Education and public awareness

States should facilitate educati on and public awareness of the risks
associated with the introduction of alien species. Wen nitigation nmeasures
are required, education and public-awareness-oriented programres shoul d be set
in nmtion so as to informlocal conmunities and appropriate sector groups on
how to support such neasures.

B. Prevention

GQuiding principle 7: Border control and guaranti ne neasures

1. States shoul d i npl enent border control and quaranti ne neasures to ensure
t hat :
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(a) Intentional introductions are subject to appropriate authorization
(principle 10);

(b) Uni ntentional or unauthorized introductions of alien species are
nm ni m zed.

2. These neasures shoul d be based on an assessnent of the risks posed by
alien species and their potential pathways of entry. Existing appropriate
governnental agencies or authorities should be strengthened and broadened as
necessary, and staff should be properly trained to inplenment these neasures.
Early detection systens and regional coordination nmay be useful

Gui di ng principle 8 Exchange of information

States shoul d support the devel opnent of database(s), such as that
currently under devel opnent by the d obal |nvasive Species Progranmme, for
conpilation and di ssemination of information on alien species that threaten
ecosystens, habitats or species, to be used in the context of any prevention
introduction and mitigation activities. This information should include
incident lists, information on taxonony and ecol ogy of invasive species and on
control methods, whenever available. The wi de dissenination of this
i nformation, as well as national, regional and international guidelines,
procedures and recomendati ons such as those being conpiled by the d oba
I nvasi ve Species Programe should also be facilitated through, inter alia, the
cl eari ng- house nechani sm

Quiding principle 9: Cooperation, including capacity-building

Dependi ng on the situation, a State's response mght be purely interna
(within the country), or may require a cooperative effort between two or nore
countries, such as:

(a) Where a State of origin is aware that a speci es being exported has
the potential to be invasive in the receiving State, the exporting State
shoul d provide informati on, as available, on the potential invasiveness of the
species to the inporting State. Particular attention should be paid where
exporting Parties have similar environnents;

(b) Agreenents between countries, on a bilateral or nultilatera
basi s, should be devel oped and used to regulate trade in certain alien
species, with a focus on particularly danagi ng i nvasi ve speci es;

(c) States shoul d support capacity-building progranmes for States that
| ack the expertise and resources, including financial, to assess the risks of
i ntroducing alien species. Such capacity-building may invol ve technol ogy
transfer and the devel opnent of training programes.

C. Introduction of species

Guiding principle 10: Intentional introduction

No i ntentional introduction should take place w thout proper
aut hori zation fromthe rel evant national authority or agency. A risk
assessnent, including environnmental inmpact assessnent, should be carried out
as part of the evaluation process before conming to a decision on whether or
not to authorize a proposed introduction. States should authorize the
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i ntroduction of only those alien species that, based on this prior assessnent,
are unlikely to cause unacceptable harmto ecosystens, habitats or species,
both within that State and in nei ghbouring States. The burden of proof that a
proposed introduction is unlikely to cause such harm should be with the
proposer of the introduction. Further, the anticipated benefits of such an

i ntroduction should strongly outwei gh any actual and potential adverse effects
and related costs. Authorization of an introduction may, where appropriate,
be acconpani ed by conditions (e.g., preparation of a mitigation plan

noni toring procedures, or containnment requirenments). The precautionary
approach shoul d be applied throughout all the above-nenti oned neasures.

GQuiding principle 11: Unintentional introductions

1. Al States should have in place provisions to address unintentiona

i ntroductions (or intentional introductions that have established and becone
i nvasive). These include statutory and regul atory nmeasures, institutions and
agencies with appropriate responsibilities and with the operational resources
required for rapid and effective action

2. Common pat hways | eading to unintentional introductions need to be
identified and appropriate provisions to mnimnmze such introductions should be
in place. Sectoral activities, such as fisheries, agriculture, forestry,
horticul ture, shipping (including the discharge of ballast waters), ground and
air transportation, construction projects, |andscaping, ornanenta

aquacul ture, tourismand gane-farning, are often pathways for unintentiona

i ntroductions. Legislation requiring environnmental inpact assessnent of such
activities should al so require an assessnment of the risks associated with

uni ntentional introductions of alien invasive species.

D. Mtigation of inpacts

GQuiding principle 12: Mtigation of inpacts

Once the establishnment of an alien invasive speci es has been detected,
States should take steps such as eradication, containment and control, to
nmtigate the adverse effects. Techniques used for eradication, contai nment or
control should be cost-effective, safe to the environnment, humans and
agriculture, as well as socially, culturally and ethically acceptable.

M tigation neasures should take place in the earliest possible stage of

i nvasi on, on the basis of the precautionary approach. Hence, early detection
of new introductions of potentially invasive or invasive species is inportant,
and needs to be conbined with the capacity to take rapid foll owup action

Guiding principle 13: Eradication

VWhere it is feasible and cost-effective, eradication should be given
priority over other neasures to deal with established alien invasive species.
The best opportunity for eradicating alien invasive species is in the early
stages of invasion, when popul ations are small and | ocalized; hence, early
detection systens focused on high-risk entry points can be critically useful
Conmuni ty support, built through conprehensive consultation, should be an
integral part of eradication projects.
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Gui di ng principle 14: Contai nnent

When eradication is not appropriate, limtation of spread (contai nnent)
is an appropriate strategy only where the range of the invasive species is
limted and contai nment within defined boundaries is possible. Regular
noni toring outside the control boundaries is essential, with quick action to
eradi cat e any new out br eaks.

Gui di ng principle 15: Control

Control rmneasures should focus on reducing the damage caused rather than
on nerely reducing the nunbers of the alien invasive species. Effective
control will often rely on a range of integrated techniques. Most control
neasures will need to be regularly applied, resulting in a recurrent operating
budget and the need for a long-termcomitnent to achi eve and naintain
results. In sone instances, biological control may give |ong-term suppression
of an alien invasive species without recurrent costs, but should al ways be
implemented in line with existing national regulations, international codes
and principle 10 above.

Annex 11
QUTLI NE FOR CASE- STUDI ES ON ALI EN SPECI ES

To the extent possible, case-studies should be short and succinct
sunmari es of experience on alien species at the country and regi onal |evels.
A case-study should focus on the prevention of introduction, control, and
eradication of alien species that threaten ecosystens, habitats or species.

Case-studi es should include the follow ng sections (a summary of the
i nformati on may be provided under each heading, and a nore detail ed paper mnay
be attached; if the information were not available, this should be indicated
in the appropriate section):

1. Description of the problem

(a) Location of the case-study

(b) Hi story (origin, pathway and dates, including tinme-period between
initial entry/first detection of alien species and devel opnent of
i mpacts) of introduction(s)

(c) Description of the alien species concerned: biology of the alien
species (the scientific name of species should be indicated if
possi bl e) and ecol ogy of the invasion(s) (type of and potenti al
or actual inmpacts on biological diversity and ecosysten(s)

i nvaded or threatened, and stakehol ders invol ved)

(d) Vector(s) of invasion(s) (e.g. of deliberate inportation
contam nati on of inported goods, ballast water, hull-fouling and
spread from adjacent area. It should be specified, if known,
whet her entry was deliberate and legal, deliberate and ill egal
accidental, or natural)
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Assessnent and nmonitoring activities conducted and et hods
applied, including difficulties encountered (e.g. uncertainties
due to nissing taxonom ¢ know edge)

consi dered to address the probl em

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Description of the decision-naking process (stakehol ders
i nvol ved, consultation processes used, etc.)

Type of measures (research and nonitoring; training of
speci alists; prevention, early detection, eradication
control /contai nnent neasures, habitat and/or natural comunity
restoration; |egal provisions; public education and awareness)

Options selected, time-frane and reasons for selecting the
options

Institutions responsible for decisions and actions

| npl enentati on of neasures, including assessnent of effectiveness

(a) Ways and neans set in place for inplenentation

(b) Achi everrent s (speci fy whether the action was fully successful
partially successful, or unsuccessful), including any adverse
effects of the actions taken on the conservation and sustai nabl e
use of biodiversity

(c) Costs of action

Lessons learned fromthe operation and other concl usions
(a) Further measures needed, including transboundary, regional and

(b)

(c)

nmultil ateral cooperation

Replicability for other regions, ecosystens or groups of
or gani sns

I nformation conpilation and di sseninati on needed
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V/I5. |Inland water biological diversity

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advi ce,

Noting with appreciation the fruitful cooperation between the
Secretariat and organi zations, institutions, and conventions working on topics
related to inland water biological diversity in the inplenmentation of genera
activities pertaining to the programe of work on inland water biologica
di versity,

Noting the need to broaden this cooperation by involving organizations
and activities such as the dobal International Waters Assessnent, the d oba
Action Plan on Peatlands, the Wrld Resources Institute, as well as to take
into account, as appropriate, the finalized Water Policy Strategy of the
United Nations Environment Programe, and to nmake use of the experience of
organi zati ons such as the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nati ons and | UCN- The Worl d Conservation Union in the devel opnent of databases
and in the identification of indicators for inland water biological diversity,

Noting also the need to cooperate, as appropriate, with other non-
governnental organizations devel oping activities relevant to the programme of
wor k,

Reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting:

1. Not es the various ways and neans to inplenent the programe of
work on inland water biological diversity and obstacles in inplenmenting sone
aspects of the work plan of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technol ogi cal Advi ce;

2. Endor ses the proposed joint work plan 2000-2001 of the Convention
on Biological Diversity and the Ransar Convention on Wtlands of Internationa
| mportance especially as Waterfow Habitat (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ NF/ 12), bearing
in mnd that not all Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity are
Parties to the Ranmsar Conventi on;

3. Encourages Parties to address the |lack of information on the
status of inland water biological diversity at the national level and to
include this information in their national reports;

4, Requests the Executive Secretary to conpile systematically
i nformati on on the inplenmentation of the programre of work on inland water
bi ol ogi cal diversity for dissenination through the clearing-house nmechani sm
and to report on it as part of the review of the work programe that the
Subsi di ary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogical Advice will carry
out at its eighth neeting;

5. Invites relevant organi zations and activities, in particular the
d obal International Waters Assessnent, to contribute to the assessnent of
i nl and water biological diversity and to fully integrate a biol ogica
di versity conponent in its nethodol ogy protocol
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V/6. Marine and coastal biological diversity: inplenentation
tools for the programme of work and anal ysis of cora

bl eachi ng

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice,

Conmrendi ng the Executive Secretary for the excellent quality of the
results of the Expert Consultation on Coral Bl eaching organized under his
auspices in Manila from1l to 13 Cctober 1999,

Reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting:

1. Takes note of the tools that have been used for the inplenentation
of the programme of work on the conservation and sustainabl e use of marine and
coastal biological diversity and requests the Executive Secretary to report to
future neetings of the Subsidiary Bodies on the application of these tools;

2. Endorses the results of the Expert Consultation on Cora
Bl eachi ng, as contained in the annex to the present recomendati on

3. Requests the Executive Secretary to integrate fully the issue of
coral bleaching in the programme of work on the conservati on and sustai nabl e
use of marine and coastal biological diversity and to devel op and inplenent a
specific work plan on coral bleaching, taking into account the reconmendations
in the annex to the present recommendati on, as appropriate, and invites
Parties, other Governments and rel evant bodies to contribute to its
i mpl ementation. In conducting his work on coral bleaching, the Executive
Secretary will liaise with, inter alia, the United Nations Franmework
Convention on dinmate Change, the Convention on Wtlands, the United Nations
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (including the Wrld
Heritage Convention), the Food and Agriculture O ganization of the United
Nati ons, regional fisheries organizations, the Intergovernnental Panel on
Cimate Change, the dobal International Waters Assessnent, the d obal Cora
Reef Monitoring Network, and the International Coral Reef Initiative;

4, Notes that there is significant evidence that clinate change is a
primary cause of the recent and severe extensive coral bleaching, and that
this evidence is sufficient to warrant renedi al neasures being taken in line
with the precautionary approach and transnits that viewto the United Nations
Framewor k Convention on Cinmate Change and urges the United Nations Franmework
Convention on Cinmate Change to take all possible actions to reduce the effect
of climte change on water tenperatures and to address the soci o-econonic
i mpacts on the countries and conmunities nost affected by coral bl eaching;

5. Urges Parties, other Governnments and rel evant bodies to inplenment
response nmeasures to the phenonenon of coral bl eaching by:

(a) Identifying and instituting additional and alternative neasures
for securing the livelihoods of people who directly depend on coral -reef
servi ces;

(b) Encour agi ng and supporting rulti-disciplinary approaches to action
relating to coral -reef nmanagenment, research and nonitoring, including the use
of early-warning systens for coral bleaching, and collaborating with the
International Coral Reef Initiative and the dobal Coral Reef Monitoring
Net wor k;
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(c) Bui | di ng st akehol der partnerships, community participation
programes, and public education canpai gns and i nfornati on products that
address the causes and consequences of coral bl eaching;

(d) Usi ng appropriate policy franeworks to inplenent integrated narine
and coastal area nanagenent plans and progranmes that suppl enment marine and
coastal protected areas and the multiple conservation neasures outlined in the
Renewed Call to Action of the International Coral Reef Initiative;

(e) Supporting capacity-building neasures, including training of and
career opportunity for marine taxonom sts, ecologists, and nenbers of other
rel evant disciplines, particularly at the national |evel;

(f) | npl enenti ng and coordinating targeted research progranmes,
i ncluding predictive nodeling, in the context, as appropriate, of ongoing
activities referred to in paragraph 3 of the present recommendation

6. Invites Parties, other Governnents and rel evant bodies to submit
case-studi es on the coral bl eachi ng phenonenon to the Executive Secretary, for
di ssem nati on through the cl earing-house nechani sm

7. Consi ders the need for arrangenents to nmake resources available to
support the inplenentation of specific actions identified in paragraph 5 of
t he present recomendati on

Annex

CONCLUSI ONS AND RECOMVENDATI ONS OF THE EXPERT CONSULTATI ON ON CORAL BLEACHI NG
ON PRI ORI TY AREAS FOR ACTI ON

A | nf or mat i on- gat heri ng

| ssue: Qur ability to adequately project, and thus mtigate, the inpacts of
gl obal warming on coral -reef ecosystens and the human communi ti es whi ch depend
upon coral -reef services is limted by the paucity of information on

(a) The taxonom c, genetic, physiological, spatial, and tenpora
factors governing the response of corals, zooxanthellae, the coral-
zooxant hel | ae system and ot her coral -reef-associ ated species to increases in
sea-surface tenperature;

(b) The role of coral reefs as critical habitat for narine species and
natural resources for human comuniti es;

(c) The current status of coral-reef health and threats to cora
reefs; and
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(d) The potential capacity of recovery 1/ of corals and resilience of
the ecosystem after mass nortality.

Response:

(a) | mpl enent and coordi nate targeted research programes, including
predi ctive nodeling, that investigate: (1) the tolerance lints and
adaptation capacity of coral-reef species to acute and chronic increases in
sea-surface tenperature; (2) the relationship anong |arge-scale coral -
bl eachi ng events, global warning, and the nore |ocalized threats that already
pl ace reefs at risk; and (3) the frequency and extent of coral-bleaching and
nortality events, as well as their inpacts on ecol ogical, social and econonic
syst ens;

(b) Inplenment and coordinate baseline assessnents, |ong-term
nonitoring, and rapid response teans to neasure the biological and
net eor ol ogi cal variables relevant to coral bleaching, nortality and recovery,
as well as the socio-econonic paraneters associated with coral -reef services.
To this end, support and expand the d obal Coral Reef Monitoring Network
(GCRWN) and regional networks, and data-repository and di ssem nation systens
i ncl udi ng ReefBase - the G obal Coral Reef Database. Also, the current
conbi ned Si da- SAREC and Worl d Bank progranme on coral reef degradation in the
I ndian Ccean (CORDIO), as a response to the 1998 coral - bl eachi ng event, could
be used as an exanpl e;

(c) Develop a rapid response capability to docunent coral bleaching
and nortality in devel oping countries and renote areas. This would involve
the establishnent of training programes, survey protocols, availability of
expert advice, and the establishment of a contingency fund or rapid rel ease of
speci al project funding;

(d) Encourage and support countries in the devel opnent and
di ssem nation of status of the reefs reports and case studies on the
occurrence and inpacts of coral bl eaching.

| ssue: The renmoteness of many coral reefs and the paucity of funding and
personnel to support on-site assessnents of coral reefs requires that renote-
sensi ng technol ogi es are devel oped and applied in the evaluation of coral-

bl eachi ng events.

Response: Extend the use of early-warning systenms for coral bleaching by:

(a) Enhanci ng current NOAA AVHRR Hot Spot mappi ng by increasing
resolution in targeted areas and carry out ground-truth validation exercises;

1/ Recovery is the return of a coral colony to a state of health, including a
synbiotic relationship with zooxanthellae, after the health and/or synbiotic
rel ati onship has been disrupted by a stress or perturbation. Recovery may involve a
change in the genetic conposition of species of the zooxanthellae. Resilience is
the return of a coral reef ecosystemto a state in which living, reef-building
corals play a prominent functional role, after this role has been disrupted by a
stress or perturbation. A shift toward high domi nance by frondose al gae acconpani ed
by a reduction in the functional role of coral would indicate a situation of |ow
resilience.
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(b) Encour agi ng space agencies and private entities to maintain
depl oynent of relevant sensors and to initiate design and depl oynment of
speci al i zed technol ogy for shall ow oceans nonitoring; and

(c) Maki ng the products of renote sensing readily accessible to cora
reef scientists and nanagers worldwide with a viewto those scientists and
nmanagers that are based in devel opi ng countries.

B. Capacity-building

I ssue: There is a substantial |ack of trained personnel to investigate the
causes and consequences of coral bl eaching events.

Response: Support the training of and career opportunities for marine
taxononi sts, ecol ogi sts, and nenbers of other relevant disciplines,
particularly at the national and regional |evel.

| ssue: Coral bleaching is a conplex phenonenon. Understanding the causes and
consequences of coral bleaching events requires the know edge, skills, and
technol ogi es of a wide variety of disciplines. Any action ained at addressing
the i ssue should bear in mnd the ecosystem approach, incorporating both the
ecol ogi cal and soci etal aspects of the problem

Response: Encourage and support nultidisciplinary approaches to coral -reef
research, nonitoring, socio-econoncs and managenent.

| ssue: Public awareness and education are required to build support for
ef fective research, nonitoring, and managenent programes, as well as policy
neasur es.

Response: Build stakehol der partnerships, community participation progranmnes,
and public education canpai gns and information products that address the
causes and consequences of coral bl eaching.

C. Policy devel opnent/inpl enentation

Issue: Nearly 60 per cent of the world's coral reefs are threatened by

| ocal i zed, human activities that have the potential to exacerbate the inpacts
of coral -bl eaching events. Evaluations of the 1998 coral - bl eachi ng events
suggest that marine protected areas al one may not provi de adequate protection
for at | east some corals and ot her reef-associ ated speci es as sea-surface-
tenperature rise

Response: Use existing policy frameworks to inplenment the nultiple
conservation nmeasures outlined in the Renewed Call to Action of the
International Coral Reef Initiative, and devel op and i npl enent conprehensive
local to national scale integrated marine and coastal area managenent pl ans
t hat suppl enent marine protected areas.

| ssue: Most coral reefs are located in devel oping countries, and the majority
of the people living near coral reefs are often extrenely poor. Thus, even

m nor declines in the productivity of coral -reef ecosystens as a result of
coral bleaching events coul d have dramati c soci o-econoni ¢ consequences for

| ocal peopl e who depend on coral -reef services.

Response: ldentify and institute additional and alternative nmeasures for
securing the livelihoods of people who directly depend on coral -reef services.
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| ssue: Coral bleaching is relevant not only to the Convention on Biol ogi ca
Diversity but also the United Nations Framework Convention on Cinmate Change
and the Convention on Wetlands. The ultinate objective of the United Nations
Framewor k Convention on Cimate Change is to reduce emnissions in a nanner that
"all ows ecosystens to adapt 'naturally' to clinate change". The United
Nat i ons Framework Convention on Cinmate Change calls upon Parties to take
action in relation to funding, insurance, and technol ogy transfer to address
the adverse effects of climte change. The Convention on Wtl ands provides
gui dance on the conservation and wi se use of wetlands, including coral reefs.

Response: Initiate efforts to develop joint actions anong the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity, the United Nations Framework Convention on Cimate
Change, and the Convention on Wtlands to:

(a) Devel op approaches for assessing the vulnerability of coral reef
speci es to gl obal warm ng;

(b) Buil d capacity for predicting and nonitoring the inpacts of cora
bl eachi ng;

(c) I dentify approaches for devel opi ng response neasures to cora
bl eachi ng; and

(d) Provi de guidance to financial institutions, including the d oba
Environnent Facility, to support such activities.

| ssue: Coral bleaching has the potential to inmpact |local fisheries, as well
as certain high-value comercial pelagic fisheries and coastal ecosystens.

Response: Encourage the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United

Nati ons and regional fisheries organizations to develop and inpl enent neasures
to assess and nitigate the inpacts of sea surface tenperature rise on
fisheries.

| ssue: Coral -bleaching events are a warni ng of even nore severe inpacts to

mari ne systens. |f anonal ous sea-water tenperatures continue to rise, becone
nore frequent, or are prolonged, the physiological thresholds of other
organisns will be surpassed. Not only will |ocal fisheries be inpacted, but

certain high-value commercial pelagic fisheries and coastal ecosystens will be
affected as wel .

Response: Enphasize that coral bl eaching can be nonitored as an early warning
of the inpacts of global warning on nmari ne ecosystens and that the coll apse of
coral -reef ecosystens coul d inmpact ecol ogi cal processes of the larger marine
system of which coral reefs are a part.

| ssue: The observations of the 1998 coral -bl eachi ng events suggest that

coral -reef conservation can no | onger be achi eved w thout consideration of the
gl obal climate systemand that it requires efforts to nitigate accel erated

gl obal climate change.

Response: Enphasi ze the interdependenci es and uncertainties in the
rel ati onshi ps anong marine, terrestrial, and climatic systens.

D. Financing

| ssue: Because the issue of climate change is global and Iong-termin scale,
Covernnments around the world need to work together to nake funds available to

/...
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inmplement initiatives to address the causes and consequences of coral
bl eachi ng.

Response: Mobilize international programes and nechani sns for financial and
techni cal devel opnent assi stance, such as the Wrld Bank, the United Nations
Devel opnent Progranme, regional devel opnent banks, as well as national and
private sources to support inplenmentation of these priority actions.
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V/I7. Forest biological diversity: status and trends and
identification of options for conservation and
sust ai nabl e use

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice,

Noting the desire expressed to enhance progress nmade in the
i mpl enent ati on of the work programe for forest biological diversity,

Stressing that in inplenmenting the work progranme, due consideration
shoul d be given to all types of forest, including planted forests, and to the
restoration of forest ecosystens,

Recalling the need to address the underlying causes of deforestation and
forest degradation, such as poverty,

Noting the need to ensure the conservation and sustai nabl e use of
bi ol ogi cal diversity in future forest activities under the United Nations
Framewor k Convention on O i mate Change,

Reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting:

1. Urges the Parties, CGovernnents and organi zati ons to advance the
i mpl enent ati on of the work programe for forest biological diversity;

2. Consi ders expandi ng the focus of the work programme fromresearch
to practical actions in order to address urgently the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of forest biological diversity, applying the ecosystem
approach and taking into consideration the outcone of the fourth session of
t he I ntergovernmental Forum on Forests;

3. Est abl i shes an ad hoc technical expert group on forest biologica
diversity, taking into account the outcone of the Intergovernnental Forum on
Forests. |Its mandate, as proposed in reconmendation V/ 14, should | ast unti

the seventh neeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technol ogi cal Advi ce;

4, Requests Parties, countries, international organizations and ot her
rel evant bodies to provide relevant information on the inplenmentation of the
wor k programme through, inter alia, case-studies, entries in national reports
and ot her neans, as appropriate;

5. Requests the Executive Secretary to invite the Food and
Agriculture Organi zation of the United Nations and other forest-related
bodi es, institutions and processes to contribute to the assessnent of status
and trends, including gaps and priority actions needed to address threats to
forest biological diversity;

6. Requests the Executive Secretary to liaise with the United Nations
Framewor k Convention on Cimate Change with regard to, inter alia, the Special
Report on Land Use, Land-Use Change and Forestry of the Intergovernnenta
Panel on dimte Change, and with the Ransar Convention on Wetlands, and to
seek ways and neans to integrate consideration of forest biological diversity
in future activities of the United Nations Framework Convention on Cinmate
Change addressing forests and carbon sequestrati on.
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V/8. Biological diversity of dryland, Mediterranean, arid, sem -
arid, grassland and savannah ecosystens: options for the
devel opnent of a programme of work

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice
reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting:

1. Est abl i shes a progranme of work on the biological diversity of
dryland, Mediterranean, arid, sem-arid, grassland, and savannah ecosystens,
whi ch may al so be known as the progranme on "dry and sub-humid | ands", bearing
in mnd the close |inkages between poverty and | oss of biological diversity in
t hese areas;

2. Endorses a first phase of the progranme of work, contained in the
annex to this recomendation, and urges Parties, countries, international and
regi onal organizations, major groups and other rel evant bodies to inplenent
it;

3. Consi ders the need to provide the necessary financial support, in
accordance with Articles 20 and 21 of the Convention on Biological Diversity,
for activities required for the inplenentation of the programe of work, and
for capacity-buil ding;

4, Requests the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technol ogi cal Advice to review and assess periodically (initially after two
years, thereafter every four years) the status and trends of the biol ogica
diversity of dry and sub-humi d | ands on the basis of the outputs of the
activities of the programme of work, and nake recomendati ons for the further
el aboration of the progranme of work, as appropriate;

5. Requests the Executive Secretary to collaborate with the
Secretariat of the Convention to Conbat Desertification, including through the
devel opnent of a joint work programme, as well as with other rel evant bodi es,
in the inplenentation and further el aboration of the programe of work;

6. Requests the Executive Secretary to establish a roster of experts
on the biological diversity of dry and sub-humid [ ands and to explore the
possibility of establishing an ad hoc technical expert group to assess the
| oss of biological diversity of dry and sub-hum d | ands;

7. Requests the Executive Secretary to nake avail able rel evant
i nfornmati on on the biological diversity of dry and sub-hunid | ands through

various neans, including the clearing-house nechanism including the
devel opnent in the clearing-house nmechani smof a database on dryl ands.

Annex
DRAFT PROGRAMVE COF WORK ON DRY AND SUB- HUM D LANDS
I. | NTRODUCTI ON

1. The overall aimof the programme of work is to pronote the three
obj ectives of the Convention in dry and sub-hunmi d | ands.

2. The el aboration and inplenentation of the progranme of work shoul d:
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(a) Bui |l d upon existing know edge and ongoi ng activities and
managenent practices, and pronote a concerted response to fill know edge gaps

whi | e supporting best managenment practices through partnership anong countries
and institutions;

(b) Ensure harnony with the other relevant thematic programes of work
under the Convention on Biological Diversity, as well as the work on cross-
cutting issues;

(c) Pronot e synergy and coordi nati on, and avoi d unnecessary
duplication, between related conventions, particularly the Convention to
Conbat Desertification, and the progranmes of various internationa
organi zations, while respecting the nmandates and exi sting progranmes of work
of each organi zation and the intergovernmental authority of the respective
governi ng bodi es;

(d) Pronmot e effective stakehol der participation, including the
identification of priorities, in planning, in research and in nmonitoring and
eval uating research

(e) Respond to national priorities through the inplenmentation of
specific activities in a flexible and denand-driven manner

(f) Support the devel opment of national strategies and progranmes and
pronote the integration of biological-diversity concerns in sectoral and
cross-sectoral plans, progranmes and policies, in furtherance of Article 6 of
the Convention on Biol ogical Diversity, in seeking harnonization and avoi di ng
duplication when undertaking activities relevant to other rel ated conventi ons,
in particular the United Nations Convention to Conbat Desertification

3. The el aboration and i nplenmentation of the progranme of work shoul d ai m
at applying the ecosystem approach adopted under the Convention on Biol ogi ca
Diversity. Inplenmentation of the progranme of work will also build upon the
know edge, innovations and practices of indigenous and | ocal comunities
consistent with Article 8(j) of the Convention

1. PROPOSED PROGRAMMVE COF WWORK

4. The proposed programe of work is divided in tw parts, "Assessments"
and "Targeted actions in response to identified needs", to be inplenented in
parallel. Know edge gai ned through the assessnments will help guide the

responses needed, while |l essons learned fromactivities will feed back into
t he assessnents.

Part A. Assessnents

Qper ational objective

5. To assenbl e and anal yse infornation on the state of the biol ogica
diversity of dry and sub-humid [ ands and the pressures on it, to disseminate
exi sting knowl edge and best practices, and to fill know edge gaps, in order to

det erm ne adequate activities.
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Rati onal e

6. Ecosystens of dry and sub-hunmid I ands tend to be naturally highly
dynam c systens. Assessnment of the status and trends of the biologica
diversity of dry and sub-humid lands is therefore particularly challenging. A
better understandi ng of the biological diversity of dry and sub-humnid | ands,
their dynanmics, their socio-econonic value and the consequences of their |oss
and change is needed. This also includes the nerits of short-term adaptive
managemnment practices conpared with |ong-term managenent planning. This should
not, however, be seen as a prerequisite for targeted actions for the
conservation and sustai nabl e use of the biological diversity of dry and
sub-humi d [ands. Indeed, |essons |earned frompractices, including indigenous
and | ocal conmunities practices, contribute to the know edge base.

Activities

Activity 1. Assessnent of the status and trends of the biol ogical
diversity of dry and sub-hunmi d I ands, including |andraces, and the
ef fecti veness of conservati on neasures.

Activity 2. ldentification of specific areas within dry and sub-humd
| ands of particular value for biological diversity and/or under particul ar
threat, such as, inter alia, endenic species and |ow |ying wetlands, with
reference to the criteria in Annex | to the Convention on Biol ogica
Diversity.

Activity 3. Further devel opment of indicators of the biologica
diversity of dry and sub-hunmid [ands and its loss, for use in the assessnent
of status and trends of this biological diversity.

Activity 4. Building know edge on ecol ogi cal, physical and soci al
processes that affect the biological diversity of dry and sub-hum d | ands,
especi ally ecosystem structure and functioning (e.g., grazing, droughts,
floods, fires, tourism agricultural conversion or abandonment).

Activity 5. Identification of the | ocal and gl obal benefits derived
fromthe biol ogical diversity of dry and sub-hum d | ands, and assessnent of
t he soci o-economic inpact of its |oss.

Activity 6. Identification and dissenination of best managenent
practices, including know edge, innovations and practices of indigenous and
[ ocal conmunities that can be broadly applied.

Ways and neans

7. The activities of part A are to be carried out through

(a) Consol i dation of information from various ongoi ng sources,
i ncl udi ng those under the Convention to Conbat Desertification and ot her
i nternational conventions, the d obal Cbserving Systens, and other progranmes.
This process woul d draw upon ongoi ng work of these existing progranmes, wth
additional catalytic activities, such as workshops, further use of the
cl eari ng- house nechani sm under the Convention on Biological Diversity, and
part nershi ps between organi zati ons, including, where appropriate, joint
activities of the secretariats of the Convention on Biological Diversity and
of the Convention to Conbat Desertification
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(b) Targeted research, including existing programmes of internationa
and national research centres and research systens and other rel evant
i nternational or regional progranmes, with additional funding for priority
wor k needed to overcone barriers to the conservation and sustai nabl e use of
t he biol ogical diversity of dry and sub-hum d | ands;

(c) Case-studi es on managenent practices, carried out primarily by
nati onal and regional institutions, including civil-society organizations and
research institutions, with support frominternational organizations for
catal ysing the preparation of studies, nobilizing funds, disseninating
results, and facilitating feedback and | essons | earned to case-study providers
and policy nakers. New resources could be needed to pronmpte such studies to
anal yse the results and to provi de necessary capacity-building and
human-r esour ce devel opnent ;

(d) Di sseni nation of information and capacity-building required by
assessnent activities.

Part B: Targeted actions in response to identified needs

Oper ational objective

8. To pronote the conservation of the biological diversity of dry and
sub-hum d | ands, the sustainable use of its conponents and the fair and

equi tabl e sharing of the benefits arising out of the utilization of its
genetic resources, and to conbat the |oss of biological diversity in dry and
sub-hum d lands and its soci o-econoni ¢ consequences.

Rati onal e

9. The activity needed to pronote the conservation and sustai nabl e use of
t he biol ogical diversity of dry and sub-hunmid [ands will depend on the state
of the dry and sub-humid | ands resources and the nature of the threats.
Hence, a range of options needs to be considered, fromsustainable use to in
situ and ex situ conservation

10. Many dry and sub-humid | and resources nust be managed at the |evel of
wat er sheds, or at higher spatial levels, inplying conmunity or
inter-conmunity, rather than individual, managenent. This is often further
conplicated by nultiple user groups (e.g., agriculturalists, pastoralists and
fisherfolk) and the migratory habits of sonme ani nal species and users of

bi ol ogi cal diversity. Institutions need to be devel oped or strengthened to
provi de for biological diversity managenent at the appropriate scale and for
conflict resolution.

11. Sust ai nabl e use of biological diversity in dry and sub-hum d | ands nay
requi re the devel opnent of alternative livelihoods, and the creation of
mar ket s and ot her incentives to enable and pronote responsi bl e use.

Activities
Activity 7. Pronotion of specific nmeasures for the conservation and

sust ai nabl e use of the biological diversity of dry and sub-hunid | ands,
through, inter alia:
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(a) The use and the establishnment of additional protected areas and
t he devel opnent of further specific neasures for the conservation of the
bi ol ogi cal diversity of dry and sub-humid | ands, including the strengthening
of measures in existing protected areas; investnents in the devel opnent and
pronoti on of sustainable |ivelihoods, including alternative Iivelihoods, and
conservati on neasures;

(b) The rehabilitation or restoration of the biological diversity of
degraded dry and sub-hunid | ands;

(c) The managenent of invasive alien species;

(d) The sust ai nabl e managenent of dry and sub-humid [ and production
syst ens;

(e) Where necessary, the conservation in situ as well as ex situ, as a
conplenment to the latter, of the biological diversity of dry and sub-hum d
| ands, taking due account of better understanding of climate variability in
devel opi ng effective in situ biological conservation strategies;

(f) The econoni ¢ val uation of the biological diversity of dry and
sub-humi d lands, as well as the devel opnment and the use of econonic
instruments and the pronotion of the introduction of new technol ogi es t hat
enhance productivity of dry and sub-hum d | ands ecosyst ens;

(9) The sustai nabl e harvesting of plant biomass and appropriate fornms
of animal husbandry that take into account their natural potential and
[imtations as well as socio-econonic factors and, on the other hand,
sust ai nabl e pastoralism

(h) The establishnent and pronotion of educational and public-
awar eness progranmes;

(i) The facilitation and i nprovenent of the availability, the
accessi bility and exchange of infornmation on sustainable use of the biologica
diversity of dry and sub-hunid | ands;

(j) The establishnent and pronotion of research and devel opnment
programes with a focus on, inter alia, building |ocal capacity for effective
conservation and sustai nabl e use of the biological diversity of dry and sub-
hum d | ands;

(k) The cooperation with the Ranmsar Convention on Wetl ands of
International Inportance especially as Waterfow Habitat and the Convention on
t he Conservation of Mgratory Species of Wld Aninmals with regard to, inter
alia, the creation of migratory-species corridors across dry and sub-hunid
| ands during seasonal periods, as well as with the Convention on Internationa
Trade in Endangered Species of Wirld Fauna and Flora (CITES) with regard to
rare and endangered species in dry and sub-humni d | ands;

(1) Cooperation with all relevant conventions, in particular with the
Convention to Conbat Desertification with respect to, inter alia, the
sust ai nabl e use of the biological diversity of dry and sub-hum d | ands, the
ecosystem approach, the assessnent of the status and trends of this biologica
diversity as well as to its threats.
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Activity 8. Pronotion of responsible resource nmanagenent, at
appropriate |levels, applying the ecosystem approach, through an enabling
policy environment, including, inter alia:

(a) Decentralization of managenent to the | owest |evel, as
appropriate, keeping in mnd the need for conmmon resource managenent and wth
due consideration to, inter alia, involving indigenous and |ocal conmunities
i n planni ng and nmanagi ng proj ects;

(b) Creating or strengthening appropriate institutions for |land tenure
and conflict resolution;

(c) Encouragi ng bilateral and subregi onal cooperation to address
transboundary issues (such as facilitating access to transboundary
rangel ands) ;

(d) Har moni zi ng sectoral policies and instrunments to pronote the
conservation and the sustai nabl e use of biological diversity of dry and sub-
humi d lands, including by, inter alia, taking advantage of the existing
nati onal action programes under the Convention to Conbat Desertification
frameworks at the country level, as well as, as appropriate, of other existing
and rel evant sectoral plans and policies.

Activity 9. Support for sustainable |ivelihoods through, inter alia:

(a) Di versifying sources of incone to reduce the negative pressures on
t he biol ogical diversity of dry and sub-hum d | ands;

(b) Pronoti ng sustai nabl e harvesting as well as ranching;

(c) Expl ori ng i nnovative sustai nabl e uses of the biological diversity
of dry and sub-humid lands for local income generation, and pronoting their
wi der application;

(d) Devel opi ng | ocal markets for products derived fromthe sustainable
use of biological diversity in dry and sub-humi d | ands, adding value to
harvest ed produce; and

(e) Pronmoting fair and equitable sharing of the benefits arising out
of the utilization of the genetic resources of dry and sub-hum d | ands,
i ncl udi ng bi oprospecti ng.

Ways and neans

The activities of part B to be carried out through

(a) Capacity-building, particularly at the national and | ocal |evels,
as well as investnents in the devel opment and pronotion of sustainable
l'ivelihoods, including alternative livelihoods, and conservati on nmeasures,

t hrough partici patory and bottom up processes, with funding frombilateral and
nmultilateral sources, and catal ytic support frominternational organizations;

(b) Est abl i shment of an international network of designated
denonstration sites to facilitate the sharing of information and experience in
i mpl ementing the progranme of work, as well as to denonstrate and to pronote
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conservation and sustainabl e use integration on the context of dry and sub-
hum d | ands;

(c) Case-studi es on successful managenent of dry and sub-humi d | ands
that could be dissem nated through, inter alia, the clearing-house nmechani sm

(d) | mproved consul tation, coordi nati on and i nfornation-shari ng,
including, inter alia, docunentation on know edge and practices of indigenous
and | ocal conmunities, within countries anong respective focal points and | ead
institutions relevant to the inplenentation of the Convention to Conbat
Desertification, the Convention on Biological Diversity and other relevant
gl obal conventions and programmes, facilitated by the secretariats of the
various conventions and other international organizations;

(e) Enhanced interacti on between the work progranmes of the Convention
on Biological Diversity and the Convention to Conbat Desertification, through
inter alia, the regional networks and action plans of the latter; and

(f) Part nershi ps between all relevant stakeholders at all |evels,
i ncludi ng international organizati ons and progranmes, as well as national and
| ocal partners, scientists and | and users.

[11. REPORTI NG FRAMEWORK

12. It is proposed that Parties and ot her bodies be requested to report on
the inplenentation of the progranme of work through, inter alia:

(a) Appropriate sections of the national reports on biologica
diversity prepared for the Conference of the Parties under Article 26 of the
Convention on Biological Diversity; and/or

(b) Reports made in the context of the Convention to Conbat
Desertification and other relevant conventions, with due regard to, inter
alia, pronoting harnonization, avoiding duplication, and enhanci ng
t ransparency;

13. The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice is
to review such reports after two years, and make reconmendation for the
further elaboration of the progranme of work at that time. Thereafter, it is
proposed that the inplenentation of the programe be reviewed every four
years.
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V/I9. Agricultural biological diversity: assessnent of ongoing
activities and priorities for a progranme of work

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice
reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting:

1. Endorses the progranme el enments, contained in the annex to this
recomendati on, contributing to the inplenentation of decision Il11/11 of the
Conference of the Parties;

2. Urges Parties, Governnents, international and regiona
organi zations, civil-society organi zati ons and other rel evant bodies to
pronote, and, as appropriate, carry out, the programe of work and to pronote
regi onal and themati c cooperation, as appropriate, within this framework;

3. Consi ders the need for arrangenents to provide financial support,
in accordance with Article 21 of the Convention, for activities and capacity
buil ding for the inplenmentation of the programre of work;

4, Requests the Executive Secretary to invite the Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations to continue to work together
with other relevant bodies, and also to expand cooperation by inviting other
rel evant organi zations (such as the United Nations Devel opment Programme, the
United Nations Environment Progranme, the Wrld Bank, regional devel oprment
banks, the centres of the Consultative G oup on International Agricultura
Research and other international agricultural research centres, and | UCN The
Worl d Conservation Union), in supporting the inplenentation of the programe
of work, and to avoid duplication of activities.

Annex
DRAFT PROGRAMVE OF WORK ON AGRI CULTURAL BI ODI VERSI TY

A. Overall objectives, approach and quiding principles

1. The overall aimof the programme of work is to pronote the objectives of
the Convention in the area of agricultural biodiversity, inline with relevant
deci sions of the Conference of Parties, notably decisions I1/15, 111/11 and

IV/6. This programre of work will also contribute to the inplenmentation of
chapter 14 of Agenda 21 (Sustainable agriculture and rural devel opnent). The
scope of agricultural biodiversity is described in the appendi x hereto.

2. More specifically, the objectives, as spelt out in paragraph 1 of
decision I11/11 of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity, are:

(a) To pronote the positive effects and nmitigate the negative inpacts
of agricultural systens and practices on biological diversity in agro-
ecosystens and their interface with other ecosysterns;

(b) To pronote the conservation and sustai nabl e use of genetic
resources of actual and potential value for food and agriculture;

(c) To pronote the fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising out
of the use of genetic resources.
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3. The proposed el enents of the progranme of work have been devel oped
bearing in mnd the need:

(a) To support the devel opnent of national strategies, programes and
action plans concerning agricultural biodiversity, in line with decision
I11/11 of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biol ogica
Diversity, and to pronote their integration in sectoral and cross-sectora
pl ans, progranmes and policies;

(b) To build upon existing international plans of action, programes
and strategies that have been agreed by countries, in particular, the d oba
Pl an of Action for the Conservation and Sustainable Utilization of Plant
Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture, the G obal Strategy for the
Managenent of Farm Ani mal Genetic Resources, and the International Plant
Protecti on Convention (IPPC);

(c) To ensure harnmony with the other relevant progranmes of work under
t he Convention on Biological Diversity, including those relating to forest
bi ol ogi cal diversity, inland water biological diversity, marine and coasta
bi ol ogi cal diversity, and dry and sub-humid [ands, as well as with cross-
cutting issues such as access and benefit-sharing, sustainable use,
i ndi cators, alien species, the dobal Taxonony Initiative, and issues related
to Article 8(j);

(d) To pronote synergy and coordi nation, and to avoid duplication
bet ween rel evant progranmes of various international organizations and between
programes at the national and regional |evels established under the auspices
of international organizations, while respecting the mandates and exi sting
programes of work of each organi zation and the intergovernmental authority of
t he respective governi ng bodi es, conm ssions and ot her foruns.

4, In inplenenting the programe of work, the ecosystem approach adopted
under the Convention on Biological Diversity will be applied. The application
of this approach inplies, inter alia, intersectoral cooperation
decentralizati on of nanagenent to the | owest |evel appropriate, equitable

di stribution of benefits, and the use of adaptive managenent policies that can
deal with uncertainties and are nodified in the |light of experience and
changi ng conditions. The inplenmentation process will also build upon the

know edge, innovations and practices of local comunities and thus conpl enent
Article 8(j) of the Convention. A multi-disciplinary approach that takes into
account scientific, social and econonic issues is required.

5. The proposed progranme of work has been devel oped in the light of the
basis for action annexed to decision Il11/11. |Its inplenentation, particularly
the inplenentati on of programme elenent 1, will shed further light on the
status and trends of agricultural biodiversity.

B. Proposed el enents of a programe of work

6. Based on the above, the following elenments for a programme of work are
proposed as options to be considered by the Conference of the Parties. It is
i mportant to note that the four programe elenents are intended to be nutually
reinforcing: outputs of certain elenents would feed into others.

Accordingly, the ordering of the elenents does not inply sequenti al

i mpl ementation. However prioritization of activities within each progranme
elemrent will be necessary as set out in the sections on ways and neans and

[
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timng of expected outputs. Wthin the framework of this programre of work,
targeted cooperative initiatives may be | aunched. For exanple, an
"International Pollinators Initiative" is proposed based on the
reconmendati ons of the Sao Paul o International Wrkshop on the Conservation
and Sustai nable Use of Pollinators in Agriculture, with Enphasis on Bees.

Programme elenent 1. Assessnents

Oper ational obj ective

To provide a conprehensive analysis of status and trends of the world's
agricultural biodiversity and of their underlying causes (including a focus on
t he goods and services agricultural biodiversity provides), as well of |oca
know edge of its managenent.

Rati onal e

Processes for country-driven assessnments are in place, or under
devel opnent, for the crop and farm ani nal genetic resources conponents. The
assessnments draw upon, and contribute to, conprehensive data and i nformation
systens. There is also nmuch information about resources that provide the
basis for agriculture (soil, water), and about |and cover and use, clinmatic
and agro-ecol ogi cal zones. However, further assessnents may be needed, for
exanpl e, for microbial genetic resources, for the ecosystem services provided
by agricultural biodiversity such as nutrient cycling, pest and disease
regul ati on and pollination, and for social and econonic aspects related to
agricultural biodiversity. Understanding of the underlying causes of the |oss
of agricultural biodiversity is limted, as is understanding of the
consequences of such loss for the functioning of agricultural ecosystens.
Mor eover, the assessnents of the various conponents are conducted separately;
there is no integrated assessnent of agricultural biodiversity as a whole.
There is also lack of widely accepted indicators of agricultural biodiversity
and its various conponents. The further devel opment and application of such
i ndicators, as well as assessnent nethodol ogi es, are necessary to all ow an
anal ysis of the status and trends of agricultural biodiversity and its various
conponents and to facilitate the identification of biodiversity-friendly
agricultural practices (see programe el enent 2).

Activities

1.1. Support the ongoing or planned assessnents of different conponents of
agricultural biodiversity, for exanple, the reports on the state of the
world's plant genetic resources for food and agriculture, 2/ and the state of
the worl d's animal genetic resources for food and agriculture, as well as
other relevant reports and assessnents by FAO and ot her organi zati ons,

el aborated in a country-driven manner through consultative processes.

1.2. Pronote and devel op specific assessnents of additional conponents of
agricultural biodiversity that provide ecol ogi cal services, draw ng upon the
out puts of progranme elenment 2. This night include targeted assessnents on

2/ It should be noted that the FAO Conmi ssion on Genetic Resources for Food
and Agriculture has decided that the second report on the state of the world's plant
genetic resources will be prepared, only once the negotiations for the revision of
the International Undertaking have been conpl et ed.
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priority areas (for exanple, loss of pollinators, pest nanagenment and nutrient
cycling).

1.3. Develop nmethods and techni ques for assessing and nonitoring the status
and trends of agricultural biodiversity, including:

(a) For a limted set of criteria, indicators of agricultura
bi odiversity to facilitate nonitoring and assessnent of the status and trends
in different production systens and environnents, and the inpacts of various
practices, building wherever possible on existing work, in accordance wth
SBSTTA reconmendati on V/ 11, on the devel opnent of indicators on biol ogica
di versity;

(b) An agreed term nol ogy and cl assification for agro-ecosystens and
production systens to facilitate the conparison and synthesis of various
assessnents and nonitoring of different conmponents of agricultura
bi odi versity, at all levels and scal es, between countries and partner
organi zati ons; 3/

(c) Data and informati on exchange on agricultural biodiversity, in
particul ar through the cl earing-house nmechani sm under the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity, building on existing networks, databases, and
i nformati on systens;

(d) Met hodol ogy for analysis of the trends of agricultura
bi odi versity and its underlying causes, including socio-econom ¢ causes.

Ways and neans

Exchange and use of experiences, information and findings fromthe
assessnents shall be facilitated by Parties, Governnents and networks wth
consul tation between countries and institutions, including use of existing
net wor ks.

Country-driven assessnments of genetic resources of inportance for food
and agriculture (activity 1.1) shall be inplenmented, including through
programes of FAO and in close collaboration with other organizati ons, such as
CAd AR Resources may need to be identified to support additional assessnents
(activity 1.2), which would draw upon el enents of existing progranmes of
i nternational organizations, and the outputs of programe el ement 2.

This programre el enent, particularly activity 1.3, will be supported
through catalytic activities, building upon and bringing together existing
programes, in order to develop agricultural biodiversity indicators, agreed
term nol ogy, etc., through, inter alia, technical workshops, neetings and
consul tations, e-mail conferences, preparation of discussion papers, and

3/ This would draw upon, and not seek to replace, existing classification
systens for ecosystens and farm ng systens (e.g. eco-region, agro-ecol ogical zones,
| andscapes, | and eval uati on systens, production systens/environments, farmng
systens and farmtypol ogies, etc.), taking into account physical resources (air,
climte, land, water, vegetation types), human resource attributes (popul ation
intensity, land-use pressures, settlenment patterns), and degree of narket
i ntegration.
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travel. Funding of these catalytic activities would be through the
Secretariat, with in-kind contributions from participating organi zations.

Timi ng of expected outputs

A key set of standard questions and a nmenu of potential indicators of
agricultural biodiversity that may be used by Parties at their national |evel,
and agreed term nol ogy of production environnents by 2002.

Reports on the state of the world' s genetic resources, as programed,
| eadi ng progressively towards a conprehensive assessnent and under st andi ng of
agricultural biodiversity, with a focus on the goods and services it provides,
by 2010.

Programme el enent 2. Adaptive managenent

Qoer ational objective

To identify managenment practices, technol ogies and policies that pronote
the positive and nitigate the negative inpacts of agriculture on biodiversity,
and enhance productivity and the capacity to sustain livelihoods, by expanding
know edge, understandi ng and awareness of the nultiple goods and services
provided by the different levels and functions of agricultural biodiversity.

Rati onal e

There are large and fairly well-defined research agendas for genetic
resources for food and agriculture. These include the devel opment of
conpl ementary conservati on and use strategies, and a focus on devel oping the
conservation and use of under-utilized species. There are also an increasing
nunber of case-studies on, for exanple, farmand in situ conservation of
genetic resources, and conmunity integrated pest nanagenent. However, far
nore understanding is needed of the nultiple functions of biodiversity in
producti on systenms. Mich nore research is needed, for exanple, to exam ne the
rel ati onship between diversity, resilience and production in agro-ecosystens.

A blend of traditional and newer practices and technologies is used in
agriculture, which utilize, or inpact on, agricultural biodiversity in
different ways, with particular consequences for biological diversity and for
the sustainability and productivity of agricultural systems. A better
under st andi ng and application of these conplex interactions could help to
optim ze the managenent of agricultural biodiversity in production systens.

Such work is essential in order to neet the objectives of decision
I11/11 of the Conference of the Parties to pronote the positive and mtigate
t he negative inpacts of agriculture on biological diversity, and enhance
productivity and capacity to sustain |livelihoods.

Activities

2.1. Carry out a series of case-studies, in a range of environments and
producti on systens, and in each region

(a) To identify key goods and services provided by agricultura
bi odi versity, needs for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of conmponents of
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this biological diversity in agricultural ecosystens, and threats to such
di versity;

(b) To identify best managenent practices; and

(c) To nonitor and assess the actual and potential inpacts of existing
and new agricul tural technol ogies.

This activity woul d address the functions of agricultural biodiversity
and the interaction between the various conponents, as set out in the appendi x
hereto with a focus on certain specific and cross-cutting i ssues, such as:

(a) The role and potential of wild, under-utilized and negl ected
speci es and products;

(b) The role of genetic diversity in providing resilience, reducing
vul nerability, and enhancing adaptability of production systens to changi ng
envi ronnents and needs;

(c) The synergies and interactions between different conmponents of
agricultural biodiversity;

(d) The role of pollinators, with particular reference to their
econom ¢ benefits, and the effects of introduced species on indigenous
pol linators and ot her aspects of biological diversity;

(e) The role of soil and ot her bel ow ground biodiversity in supporting
agricultural production systens, especially in nutrient cycling;

(f) Pest and di sease control mechani sns, including the role of natura
enem es and other organisns at field and | andscape | evels, host plant
resi stance, and inplications for agro-ecosystem managenent;

(9) The wi der ecosystem services provided by agricultura
bi odi versity;

(h) The role of different tenporal and spatial patterns in nosaics of
I and use, including conplexes of different habitats;

(i) Possibilities of integrated | andscape managenent as a neans for
the conservation and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity.

2.2. ldentify and pronote the dissemnm nation of information on cost-effective
practices and technol ogies, and related policy and incentive nmeasures that
enhance the positive and nitigate the negative inpacts of agriculture on

bi ol ogi cal diversity, productivity and capacity to sustain livelihoods,

t hr ough:

(a) Conpr ehensi ve anal yses in sel ected production systenms of the costs
and benefits of alternative nanagenent practices as identified fromactivity
2.1, and the valuation of the goods and services provided by agricultura
bi odi versity;

(b) Conpr ehensi ve anal yses of the inpacts of agricultural production
including their intensification and extensification, on the environnent and
identification of ways to nitigate negative and pronote positive inpacts;
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(c) Identification, at international and national levels, in close
collaboration with relevant international organizations, of appropriate
marketing and trade policies, |legal and economnm ¢ neasures which may support
beneficial practices:

(i) Pronoti on of neglected and under-utilized crops;
(ii) Pronotion of | ocal and indi genous know edge;
(iii) Measures to add value to products of production systens that

sustain biodiversity, and to diversify market opportunities;

(iv) Access and benefit-sharing neasures and intellectual property
i ssues;
(v) Economical ly and socially sound neasures that act as

i ncentives, in accordance with Article 11 and consistent with
Article 22; and

(vi) Trai ning and capacity-building in support of the above.

Ways and neans

Case-studies will be carried out by national institutions, civil-society
organi zations, and research institutes, with support frominternationa
organi zations for catal ysing preparati on of studies, nobilizing funds,
di sseminating results, and facilitating feedback and | essons | earned to case-
study providers and policy nakers. Resources nmay need to be identified to
pronote such studies, to analyse the results and to provi de necessary
capaci ty-buil di ng and human-resource devel opnment, especially at the inter-
comunity or district level. Were a need is identified, for exanple, through
| essons learned fromearlier case-studies, the Subsidiary Body on Techni cal
Technol ogi cal Advice or the Conference of the Parties will be consulted to
consi der the pronotion of regional or global progranmes of case-studies, or
focused research activities.

Tim ng of expected outputs

Thirty sel ected case-studi es published, anal ysed and di ssem nated by
2005. The case-studies should be representative of regional issues and
prioritize best practices and | essons |earned that can be broadly applied.

Programme el enent 3. Capacity-buil ding

Qoer ational objective

To strengthen the capacities of farners, their comunities, and
organi zati ons and ot her stakehol ders, including agro-enterprises, to manage
agricultural biodiversity so as to increase the benefits they derive fromthe
sust ai nabl e use of agricultural biodiversity, and to pronote increased
awar eness and responsi bl e action

Rati onal e

The managenent of agricultural biodiversity involves nany stakehol ders
and often inplies transfers of costs and benefits between stakehol der groups.

/...
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It is therefore essential that nmechani sns be devel oped not only to consult
st akehol der groups, but also to facilitate their genuine participation in
deci si on-maki ng and in the sharing of benefits.

The sust ai nabl e managenent of agricultural biodiversity by farnmers and
their comunities, in particular, is a prerequisite to achi eving sustai nabl e
increases in food and livelihood security and to protecting natural resources.
Decision I11/11, paragraph 17 (c), of the Conference of the Parties encourages
Parties to pronote the "nobilization of farm ng comunities, including
i ndi genous and | ocal communities for the devel opnent, maintenance and use of
their know edge and practices in the conservation and sustai nabl e use of
bi ol ogi cal diversity in the agricultural sector". By paragraph 15 of the sane
deci sion, countries are encouraged "to set up and naintain |ocal-Ievel foruns
for farmers, researchers, extension workers and ot her stakehol ders to evol ve
genui ne partnerships". There is a largely unrealized potential to inprove the
managenent of various aspects of agricultural biodiversity at the |Ievel of the
agro-ecosystem through, for exanple, participatory breeding and sel ecti on
strategi es. Farner groups, and other producer organizations, can be
instrunmental in furthering the interests of farners in optimzing sustainabl e,
di versified, production systens and consequently in pronoting responsible
actions concerning the conservation and sustai nabl e use of agricultura
bi odi versity. Consuner organi zations are also increasingly influential in
this regard.

Activities

3.1 Pronot e enhanced capabilities to manage agricul tural biodiversity by
pronoting partnershi ps anong researchers, extension workers and farners in
research and devel opnent progranmes for biological diversity conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of biological diversity in agriculture. To achieve this,
countries should be encouraged to set up and maintain, inter alia, |ocal |evel
forunms for farners, including indigenous farmers using traditional know edge,
researchers, extension workers and ot her stakehol ders to evol ve genui ne
partnerships, including training and education progranmes.

3.2 Enhance the capacity of indigenous and | ocal conmmunities for the

devel opnent of strategi es and net hodol ogies for in situ conservation
sust ai nabl e use and managenent of agricul tural biological diversity, building
on i ndi genous know edge systens.

3.3. Provide opportunities for farnmers and | ocal communities, and other

st akehol der groups, to participate in the devel opnment and i npl enentati on of
nati onal strategies, plans and programes for agricultural biodiversity,

t hrough decentralized policies and plans, and |ocal governnent structures.

3.4. ldentify and pronote possible inprovenents in the policy environnent,
i ncludi ng benefit-sharing arrangenents and incentive nmeasures, to support
| ocal -1 evel managenent of agricultural biodiversity.

3.5 Pronot e awar eness about the value and functions of agricultura

bi odi versity for sustainable productivity anmongst producer organi zations,
agricultural cooperatives and enterprises, and consuners, with a viewto
pronoting responsi bl e practices.

3.6 Pronote networks of farners and farners' organizations at regional |evel
for exchange of information and experiences.
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Ways and neans

This programe elenent is to be inplenented primarily through
initiatives within countries, including through extension services, |oca
governnent, educational and civil-society organizations, including
farmer/ producer and consuner organi zations and nmechani snms enphasi zi ng farner-
farmer exchange. This programme el ement woul d engage the wi dest possible
range of civil-society organizations, including those not normally linked to
bi odi versity initiatives.

Funding is likely to be on a project or programe basis. Catalytic
support may need to be provided through national, regional and gl oba
programmes, organizations, facilities and fundi ng mechanisns, in particular to
support capacity-buil ding, exchange and feedback of policy and narket
i nformati on, and of |essons |learned fromthis and programe el enent 2, between
| ocal organizations and policy nmakers, nationally, regionally and gl obally.

Tim ng of expected outputs

Progressive establishment of |ocal-level forunms and regional networks,
with a coverage target of at least 1,000 communities by 2010.

Exanpl es at country | evel of operational mechanisnms for participation by
a wi de range of stakehol der groups including civil-society organizations, by
2002.

I nvol verrent of farners and | ocal communities in the majority of national
programes by 2010.

Programme el enent 4. Mai nstreani ng

Qper ational objective

To support the devel opnent of national plans or strategies for the
conservation and sustai nabl e use of agricultural biodiversity and to pronote
their nmainstream ng and integration in sectoral and cross-sectoral plans and
pr ogr ames.

Rati onal e

Many countries are now devel opi ng bi odiversity strategi es and action
plans in the context of the Convention on Biological Diversity, and nmany al so
have a nunmber of other policies, strategies and plans related to agriculture,
t he environnent and national devel opnent. 4/ Moreover, countries have agreed
on gl obal action plans for major conponents of biological diversity, such as
pl ant genetic resources for food and agriculture, and, in Agenda 21 and the
Wrld Food Sunmit Plan of Action, on plans for sustainable devel opnment and
food security in general

In nost countries, activities related to agricultural biodiversity are
undertaken primarily by ministries responsible for agriculture. There is

4/ These include agricultural sector plans, national environment action
pl ans, national sustainabl e devel opnent strategies, national forestry action plans,
Worl d Bank plans for structural adjustnent, etc
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clearly a need to nmainstreamthe action plans for conmponents of agricultura

bi odi versity in sectoral devel opnment plans concerned with food, agriculture,
forestry and fisheries, and to pronote synergy and avoi d duplication between
the plans for the various conponents. Together with other thematic progranmes
of work, this could contribute to the integration of biodiversity

consi derations in national plans.

Devel opnent and i npl ementati on of action plans requires reliable and
accessi bl e information, but many countries do not have well devel oped
i nformati on, communi cation or early-warning systens or the capacity to respond
to identified threats.

Activities

4.1. Support the institutional framework and policy and planni ng nmechani sns
for the mai nstreani ng of agricultural biodiversity in agricultural strategies
and action plans, and its integration into w der strategies and plans for

bi ol ogi cal diversity, through

(a) Support for relevant institutions in the conduct of assessnments on
the status and trends of agricultural biodiversity within the context of
ongoi ng bi odiversity and sectoral assessnents;

(b) Devel opnent of policy and planni ng gui delines, and training
materials, and support for capacity-building initiatives at policy, technica
and local levels in agricultural and environmental foruns for the devel opnent,
i mpl enentati on, nonitoring and eval uati on of policies, programes and actions
for the conservation and sustai nable use of agricultural biodiversity; and

(c) | mproved consul tation, coordi nation, and information-sharing
wi thin countries anong respective focal points and |lead institutions, relevant
techni cal conmmittees and coordinating bodies, to pronote synergy in the
i mpl enent ati on of agreed plans of action and between ongoi ng assessnents and
i nt ergovernmental processes.

4.2. Support the devel opnent or adaptation of rel evant systens of
information, early warning and comruni cati on to enable effective assessnent of
the state of agricultural biodiversity and threats to it, in support of

nati onal strategies and action plans, and of appropriate response nmechani smns.

4.3. Pronote public awareness of the goods and services provided by
agricultural biological diversity, and the value and inportance of such
diversity for agriculture and for society in general

4. 4. Pronote ongoi ng and planned activities for the conservation, on farm
in situ, and ex situ, in particular, in the countries of origin, of the
variability of genetic resources for food and agriculture, including their
wild relatives.

Ways and neans

Activities woul d be inplenented primarily at national |evel through
enhanced comuni cation, coordi nati on mechani sms and pl anni ng processes t hat
i nvol ve all stakehol der groups, facilitated by international organizations,
and by fundi ng nechani sns.
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Thi s progranmme el ement shoul d draw upon the experience of ongoing
programes (such as UNEP's support to national biodiversity strategies and
action plans) and a critical analysis of existing practice.

Nati onal, regional and international projects and programes t hat
address policy and institutional devel opnent within specific sectors should
make provision, as appropriate, for integration across sectors. Simlarly,

t he devel opnent of guidelines should be carried out within the context of the
obj ectives of this progranme el ement.

Resources may need to be identified to further develop or adapt early-
war ni ng systens, including the capacity to identify thresholds and action
needed, and for pilot exanples of effective and sustainable response
nmechani sns to address threats at |ocal, national and supranational [evels.

Tim ng of expected outputs

Progressively increased capacity at national level for information
managenent, assessnent and communi cation. Over 100 countries to participate
in various assessnments under activities 1.1 and 1.2 by 2005.

Coordi nati on between sectoral assessnents and plans of action at
national level in the majority of countries by 2005.

Range of guidelines published at the international |level (on topics to
be deternined according to needs at national and regional |evels).

Appendi x
THE SCOPE OF AGRI CULTURAL BI ODI VERSI TY

1. Agricultural biodiversity is a broad termthat includes all conponents
of biological diversity of relevance to food and agriculture, and al
conponents of biological diversity that constitute the agro-ecosystem the
variety and variability of animals, plants and mnicro-organisns, at the
genetic, species and ecosystem| evels, which are necessary to sustain key
functions of the agro-ecosystem its structure and processes,in accordance
with annex | of decision II1/11 of the Conference of the Parties to the
Convention on Biological Diversity.

2. The Conference of Parties has recogni zed "the special nature of
agricultural biodiversity, its distinctive features, and probl ens needi ng
distinctive solutions". 5/ The distinctive features include the follow ng:

(a) Agricultural biodiversity is essential to satisfy basic hunan
needs for food and livelihood security;

(b) Agricultural biodiversity is nanaged by farmers; many conponents
of agricultural biodiversity depend on this human influence; indigenous
know edge and culture are integral parts of the managenent of agricultura
bi odi versity;

5/ See decision I1/15 of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity.
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(c) There is a great interdependence between countries for the genetic
resources for food and agricul ture;

(d) For crops and donmestic aninals, diversity within species is at
| east as inportant as diversity between species and has been greatly expanded
t hrough agricul ture;

(e) Because of the degree of human nanagenent of agricultura
bi odi versity, its conservation in production systenms is inherently linked to
sust ai nabl e use;

(f) Nonet hel ess, nuch bi ol ogi cal diversity is now conserved ex situ in
gene banks or breeders' materials;

(9) The interacti on between the environment, genetic resources and
managenent practices that occurs in situ within agro-ecosystens often
contributes to nmaintaining a dynanic portfolio of agricultural biodiversity.
3. The foll owi ng di mensions of agricultural biodiversity can be identified:

(a) Cenetic resources for food and agriculture, including:

(i) Pl ant genetic resources including pasture and rangel and
speci es and forest genetic resources; 6/

(ii) Ani mal genetic resources, including fishery genetic
resources; 7/

(iii) M crobi al and fungal genetic resources.

These constitute the nain units of production in agriculture, including
cultivated species, donesticated species and managed wild plants and ani nal s;

(b) Conponents of agricultural biodiversity that provide ecol ogi ca
services. These include a diverse range of organisnms in agricultura
producti on systens that contribute, at various scales to, inter alia:

(i) Nutrient cycling, deconposition of organic matter and
mai nt enance of soil fertility;

(i) Pest and di sease regul ation
(iii) Pol | i nati on;
(iv) Mai nt ai nance and enhancenent of local wildlife and habitats in

t heir | andscape,

6/ Forest genetic resources are considered under the work programe on forest
bi odi versity. For the purpose of the present programe of work, the focus is on
trees that are an integral part of farm ng systens.

7/  Aspects of fishery genetic resources nay be considered under the work
progranmmes on inland waters and marine and coastal biodiversity. For the purposes
of the present programme of work, the focus is on fish production that is part of
farm ng systens.
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(v) Mai nt ai nance of the hydrol ogical cycle;
(vi) Er osi on control
(vii) Cimate regul ation and carbon sequestration

(c) Abiotic factors, which have a determining effect on these aspects
of agricultural biodiversity;

(d) Soci 0- economi ¢ and cul tural dinensions since agricultura
bi odiversity is largely shaped by human activities and nanagenment practices.
These i ncl ude:

(1) Tradi tional and | ocal know edge of agricultural biodiversity,
cultural factors and participatory processes;

(ii) Tourism associated with agricultural |andscapes;

(iii) O her soci o-economic factors.
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V/ 10. Ecosystem approach: further conceptual el aboration

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice
reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting:

1. Calls upon Parties, other CGovernments, and internationa
organi zations to apply the ecosystem approach, in line with the principles and
gui dance contained in the annex to the present reconmendation, in particular
in the context of activities developed within the thematic areas of the
Convention, and national policies and |egislation

2. Endorses these principles and gui dance, as reflecting the present
[ evel of conmmon understandi ng and encourages further conceptual el aboration

3. Invites Parties, other Covernnments and rel evant bodies to identify
case-studies and inplenent pilot projects, and to organi ze, as appropriate,
regi onal, national and |ocal workshops, and consultations aimng to enhance
awar eness, share experiences, including through the clearing-house nechani sm
and strengthen regional, national and |ocal capacities on the ecosystem
appr oach;

4, Requests the Executive Secretary to prepare a synthesis of
case-studi es and | essons | ear ned;

5. Requests the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technol ogi cal Advice to prepare guidelines for the inplenentation of the
ecosystem approach, on the basis of case-studies and | essons |earned, and to
review the incorporation of the ecosystem approach into various progranmres of
wor k of the Convention; and

6. Addr esses the need for support for capacity-building to inplenent
t he ecosystem approach

Annex

A. Description of the ecosystem approach

1. The ecosystem approach is a strategy for the integrated nmanagenent of
land, water and living resources that pronotes conservation and sustai nabl e
use in an equitable way. Thus, the application of the ecosystem approach will
help to reach a bal ance of the three objectives of the Convention
conservation; sustainable use; and the fair and equitable sharing of the
benefits arising out of the utilization of genetic resources.

2. An ecosystem approach is based on the application of appropriate
scientific methodol ogi es focused on | evels of biological organization, which
enconpass the essential structure, processes, functions and interactions anong
organi sns and their environnent. It recognizes that humans, with their
cultural diversity, are an integral conponent of nany ecosystens.

3. This focus on structure, processes, functions and interactions is
consistent with the definition of "ecosystenl provided in Article 2 of the
Convention on Biological Diversity:
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Ecosysteni neans a dynam c conplex of plant, aninmal and mcro-
organi sm conmunities and their non-living environment interacting
as a functional unit."

This definition does not specify any particular spatial unit or scale, in
contrast to the Convention definition of "habitat". Thus, the term
"ecosystent does not, necessarily, correspond to the terns "bionme" or
"ecol ogi cal zone", but can refer to any functioning unit at any scale.

I ndeed, the scale of analysis and action should be determnmined by the problem
bei ng addressed. It could, for exanple, be a grain of soil, a pond, a forest,
a bionme or the entire biosphere.

4, The ecosystem approach requires adapti ve managenent to deal with the
conpl ex and dynami c nature of ecosystens and the absence of conpl ete know edge
or understanding of their functioning. Ecosystem processes are often non-
linear, and the outcone of such processes often shows tinme-lags. The result
is discontinuities, leading to surprise and uncertainty. Managenent nust be
adaptive in order to be able to respond to such uncertainties and contain

el enents of "I earning-by-doing" or research feedback. Measures may need to be
taken even when sone cause-and-effect relationships are not yet fully
established scientifically.

5. The ecosystem approach does not preclude ot her managenent and
conservati on approaches, such as bi osphere reserves, protected areas, and

si ngl e-speci es conservati on programes, as well as other approaches carried
out under existing national policy and | egislative franeworks, but could,
rather, integrate all these approaches and ot her nethodol ogies to deal with
conpl ex situations. There is no single way to inplenment the ecosystem
approach, as it depends on local, provincial, national, regional or globa
conditions. |Indeed, there are many ways in which ecosystem approaches may be
used as the franework for delivering the objectives of the Convention in
practice.

B. Principles of the ecosystem approach

6. The following 12 principles are conplenentary and interlinked, and need
to be applied as a whole.

Principle 1: The obj ectives of managenent of |and, water and |iving
resources are a matter of societal choice.

Rat i onal e: Different sectors of society view ecosystens in terns of their
own economic, cultural and societal needs. |ndigenous peoples

and other local comunities living on the |and are inportant
st akehol ders and their rights and interests should be

recogni zed. Both cultural and biol ogical diversity are
central conmponents of the ecosystem approach, and managenent
shoul d take this into account. Societal choices should be
expressed as clearly as possible. Ecosystens shoul d be managed
for their intrinsic values and for the tangible or intangible
benefits for humans, in a fair and equitable way.

Principle 2: Managenent shoul d be decentralized to the | owest appropriate
| evel .
Rati onal e: Decentralized systens may |l ead to greater efficiency,

ef fecti veness and equity. Mnagenent should involve al
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Principle 3:

Rat i onal e:

Principle 4:

Rati onal e:

Principle 5:

Rat i onal e:

st akehol ders and bal ance |l ocal interests with the w der public
interest. The closer managenent is to the ecosystem the
greater the responsibility, ownership, accountability,
participation, and use of |ocal know edge.

Ecosyst em managers shoul d consider the effects (actual or
potential) of their activities on adjacent and other
ecosyst ens.

Managenent interventions in ecosystens often have unknown or
unpredi ctabl e effects on other ecosystens; therefore, possible
i mpacts need careful consideration and analysis. This nay
requi re new arrangenents or ways of organization for
institutions involved in decision-nmaking to nake, if

necessary, appropriate conprom ses.

Recogni zi ng potential gains fromnmanagenent, there is usually
a need to understand and nanage the ecosystemin an econonic
context. Any such ecosystem managenent progranme shoul d:

(a) Reduce those narket distortions that adversely affect
bi ol ogi cal diversity;

(b) Align incentives to pronote biodiversity conservation
and sust ai nabl e use;

(c) Internalize costs and benefits in the given ecosystemto
t he extent feasible.

The greatest threat to biological diversity lies inits
repl acenent by alternative systens of |and use. This often
ari ses through market distortions, which underval ue natura
systenms and popul ati ons and provi de perverse incentives and
subsi dies to favour the conversion of land to | ess diverse
syst ens.

O'ten those who benefit from conservation do not pay the costs
associ ated with conservation and, sinmlarly, those who generate
environnental costs (e.g. pollution) escape responsibility.

Al'i gnnent of incentives allows those who control the resource
to benefit and ensures that those who generate environnenta
costs will pay.

Conservation of ecosystem structure and functioning, in order
to maintain ecosystem services, should be a priority target of
t he ecosystem approach

Ecosystem functi oning and resilience depends on a dynamc

rel ati onship w thin species, anong species and between species
and their abiotic environnent, as well as the physical and
chemical interactions within the environnent. The
conservation and, where appropriate, restoration of these

i nteractions and processes is of greater significance for the
| ong-term nmai nt enance of biol ogical diversity than sinply
protection of species.
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Rat i onal e:

Principle 7:

Rat i onal e:

Principle 8:

Rat i onal e:

Principle 9:
Rat i onal e:

Principle 10:

Rat i onal e:
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Ecosystens nmust be managed within the limts of their
functi oni ng.

In considering the likelihood or ease of attaining the
managenent objectives, attention should be given to the
environnental conditions that limt natural productivity,
ecosystem structure, functioning and diversity. The limts to
ecosystem functioning nmay be affected to different degrees by
tenmporary, unpredictable or artificially maintained conditions
and, accordi ngly, managenent shoul d be appropriately cautious.

The ecosystem approach shoul d be undertaken at the appropriate
spatial and tenporal scales.

The approach shoul d be bounded by spatial and tenporal scales
that are appropriate to the objectives. Boundaries for
managenent will be defined operationally by users, nanagers,
scientists and indigenous and | ocal peoples. Connectivity
bet ween areas should be pronoted where necessary. The
ecosystem approach is based upon the hierarchical nature of

bi ol ogi cal diversity characterized by the interaction and

i ntegration of genes, species and ecosystens.

Recogni zi ng the varying tenporal scales and | ag-effects that
characteri ze ecosystem processes, objectives for ecosystem
managenent should be set for the long term

Ecosystem processes are characterized by varying tenpora
scal es and | ag-effects. This inherently conflicts with the
tendency of humans to favour short-term gains and i mmedi ate
benefits over future ones.

Managenent mnust recogni ze the change is inevitable.

Ecosyst ens change, includi ng species conposition and

popul ati on abundance. Hence, nanagenent shoul d adapt to the
changes. Apart fromtheir inherent dynanm cs of change,
ecosystens are beset by a conplex of uncertainties and
potential "surprises" in the hunman, biological and
environnental realns. Traditional disturbance regines nmay be
i mportant for ecosystem structure and functioning, and may
need to be maintained or restored. The ecosystem approach
nmust utilize adaptive managenent in order to anticipate and
cater for such changes and events and should be cautious in
maki ng any decision that may forecl ose options, but, at the
sane time, consider mitigating actions to cope with long-term
changes such as clinmte change.

The ecosystem approach shoul d seek the appropri ate bal ance

bet ween, and integration of, conservation and use of

bi ol ogi cal diversity.

Bi ol ogi cal diversity is critical both for its intrinsic value
and because of the key role it plays in providing the
ecosystem and ot her services upon which we all ultinately
depend. There has been a tendency in the past to manage
conponents of biological diversity either as protected or non-
protected. There is a need for a shift to nore flexible
situations, where conservation and use are seen in context and
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the full range of neasures is applied in a continuumfrom
strictly protected to hunan-nmade ecosystens.

Principle 11: The ecosystem approach should consider all fornms of relevant
information, including scientific and indi genous and | oca
know edge, innovations and practices.

Rat i onal e: Information fromall sources is critical to arriving at
ef fecti ve ecosystem nanagenent strategies. A nuch better
know edge of ecosystem functions and the inpact of human use
is desirable. Al relevant information from any concerned
area should be shared with all stakehol ders and actors, taking
into account, inter alia, any decision to be taken under
Article 8(j) of the Convention on Biological Diversity.
Assunptions behi nd proposed managenent deci sions shoul d be
made explicit and checked agai nst avail abl e know edge and
vi ews of stakehol ders.

Principle 12: The ecosystem approach should involve all relevant sectors of
soci ety and scientific disciplines.

Rati onal e: Most probl ens of biol ogical-diversity managenent are conpl ex,
with many interactions, side-effects and inplications, and
t heref ore shoul d invol ve the necessary expertise and
st akehol ders at the local, national, regional and
i nternational |evel, as appropriate.

C. perational guidance for application of the ecosystem approach

7. In applying the 12 principles of the ecosystem approach, the follow ng
five points are proposed as operational guidance.

1. Focus on the functional relationships and processes within ecosystens

8. The many conponents of biodiversity control the stores and fl ows of
energy, water and nutrients within ecosystens, and provi de resistance to ngjor
perturbations. A nuch better know edge of ecosystem functions and structure,
and the roles of the conmponents of biological diversity in ecosystens, is
required, especially to understand: (i) ecosystemresilience and the effects
of biodiversity loss (species and genetic |levels) and habitat fragnentation
and (ii) determ nants of |ocal biological diversity in managenent deci sions.
Functional biodiversity in ecosystens provides nmany goods and services of
econom ¢ and social inportance. Wile there is a need to accelerate efforts
to gain new know edge about functional biodiversity, ecosystem managenent has
to be carried out even in the absence of such know edge. The ecosystem
approach can facilitate practical managenent by ecosystem managers (whet her

| ocal communities or national policy nmakers).

2. Pronpte the fair and equitable access to the benefits
derived fromthe functions of biological diversity in
ecosystens and fromthe use of its conponents

9. Benefits that flow fromthe array of functions provided by biol ogica
diversity at the ecosystem|evel provide the basis of hunman environnenta
security and sustainability. The ecosystem approach seeks that the benefits
derived fromthese functions are distributed equitably. |In particular, these
functions should benefit the stakehol ders responsible for their production and
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managenent. This requires, inter alia: capacity-building, especially at the
| evel of local comunities managi ng bi ol ogi cal diversity in ecosystens; the
proper val uation of ecosystem goods and services; the renoval of perverse

i ncentives that deval ue ecosystem goods and services; and, consistent with the
provi sions of the Convention on Biological Diversity, where appropriate, their
repl acenent with local incentives for good managenent practices.

3. Use adaptive nmanagenent practices

10. Ecosystem processes and functions are conplex and variable. Their |evel
of uncertainty is increased by the interaction with social constructs, which
need to be better understood. Therefore, ecosystem nanagenent nust involve a
| earni ng process, which hel ps to adapt nethodol ogi es and practices to the ways
in which these systens are being managed and nonitored. |nplenentation
programes shoul d be designed to adjust to the unexpected, rather than to act
on the basis of a belief in certainties. Ecosystem nmanagenent needs to
recogni ze the diversity of social and cultural factors affecting natural -
resource use. Simlarly, there is a need for flexibility in policy-naking and
i mpl ementation. Long-term inflexible decisions are likely to be inadequate
or even destructive. Ecosystem managenent shoul d be envisaged as a long-term
experiment that builds on its results as it progresses. This "l earning-by-
doing" will also serve as an inportant source of information to gain know edge
of how best to nonitor the results of nanagenent and eval uat e whet her
establ i shed goals are being attained. In this respect, it would be desirable
to establish or strengthen capacities of Parties for nonitoring.

4., Carry out nmmnagenent actions at the scale appropriate for
the i ssue being addressed, with decentralization to
| owest | evel, as appropriate

11. As noted in section A above, an ecosystemis a functioning unit that can
operate at any scal e, dependi ng upon the problemor issue being addressed.
Thi s understandi ng should define the appropriate |Ievel for managenent

deci sions and actions. Oten, this approach will inply decentralization to
the level of local comunities. Effective decentralization requires proper
enmpower nent, which inplies that the stakehol der both has the opportunity to
assune responsibility and the capacity to carry out the appropriate action

and needs to be supported by enabling policy and | egislative franeworKks.

VWhere common property resources are involved, the nost appropriate scale for
managenent deci sions and actions would necessarily be |arge enough to
enconpass the effects of practices by all the rel evant stakehol ders.
Appropriate institutions would be required for such decision-naki ng and, where
necessary, for conflict resolution. Sone problens and i ssues nmay require
action at still higher levels, through, for exanple, transboundary
cooperation, or even cooperation at global |evels.

5. Ensure intersectoral cooperation

12. As the primary framework of action to be taken under the Convention, the
ecosystem approach should be fully taken into account in devel opi ng and

revi ewi ng national biodiversity strategies and action plans. There is also a
need to integrate the ecosystem approach into agriculture, fisheries, forestry
and ot her production systens that have an effect on biodiversity. Managenent

of natural resources, according to the ecosystem approach, calls for increased
i ntersectoral conmuni cation and cooperation at a range of |evels (governnent

m ni stries, managenent agencies, etc.). This mght be pronoted through, for

/...
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exanpl e, the formation of inter-mnisterial bodies within the Governnment or
the creation of networks for sharing information and experience.

D. Gher renarks

13. The ecosystem approach should be applied in each of the thematic and
cross-cutting work programes of the Convention, based upon the 12 principles
and using the five points of operational guidance derived therefrom

14. The application of the ecosystem approach can help to pronote delivery
to people of the full array of benefits derived fromthe functions of
bi ol ogi cal diversity at the ecosystemlevel. Lessons |earned from case-

studi es on the ecosystem approach that take into account the three objectives
of the Convention should be wi dely pronoted.
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V/11. Devel opnent of indicators of biological diversity

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice,

Acknowl edgi ng that the process of indicator devel opment has to be
continued at a high speed in order to allow for coordination with, and input
to actions and initiatives such as the national reports, the d oba
Bi odi versity Qutl ook, the G obal International Waters Assessnent, the
assessnent process under the Convention on Biological Diversity and many
others that devel op or use indicators,

Acknowl edgi ng that a pragmatic approach is needed and nust be based on
sound theory and practical experience,

Reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting:

1. Requests the Executive Secretary, in broad consultation with
Parties and in collaboration with other rel evant organizations/bodi es and
processes, to carry out the pending activities set out in the work progranme
on indicators of biological diversity as approved by decision IV/1 A of the
Conference of the Parties and, in particular, to devel op

(a) A set of principles for designing national-level nonitoring
programes and i ndi cators;

(b) A key set of standard questions and a list of available and
potential indicators that nay be used by Parties at their national |evel and
in national reporting also to allow for regional and gl obal overviews on the
state and trends of biodiversity and, if possible and appropriate, any
responses from policy neasures;

2. Encourages Parties and Governments to establish or increase
regi onal cooperation in the field of indicators, nmonitoring and assessnment and
Invites the Executive Secretary to establish a process through which the
docunment s nentioned above are revi ewed and broadly di scussed at regiona
wor kshops on the basis of national case-studies;

3. Invites Parties, Covernnents and organi zati ons to undertake
appropriate actions to assist other Parties (particularly devel opi ng
countries) to increase their capacity to devel op and use indicators.
Appropriate actions may incl ude:

(a) Provi si on of training;
(b) Assisting in the devel opnent of national networks;

(c) Sharing experi ences between and anbng countries, regions and
organi zations involved in the devel opment and use of indicators;

4, Requests the Executive Secretary to produce an interimreport on
progress for consideration by the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technol ogi cal Advice at its sixth or seventh neetings and a final report on
the conclusions of this initiative to the Conference of the Parties at its
si xth neeting.
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V/ 12. Sustainable use of the conponents of biological diversity:
identification of sectoral activities that coul d adopt
bi odi versity-friendly practices and technol ogi es

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice
reconmends that the Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting:

1. Remi nds Parties to integrate, as far as possible and as
appropriate, the sustainable use of biological diversity into their relevant
sectoral or cross-sectoral plans, progranmes, policies and nationa
bi odi versity strategi es and action plans, in accordance with Articles 6(b) and
10 of the Convention, and taking into account the decisions of the Conference
of the Parties and the principles of the ecosystem approach

2. Requests the Executive Secretary to gather, conpile and
di ssenmi nate through the cl earing-house nechani smand ot her neans, case-studies
on best practices and | essons |earned fromthe use of biological diversity
under the thematic areas of the Convention, draw ng on the experience of
Parties, CGovernnents and rel evant organi zati ons such as the Food and
Agriculture Organi zation of the United Nations, the Comm ssion on Sustainable
Devel opnent and the Organi sati on for Economi ¢ Co-operation and Devel opnent,
and including, in particular, the Sustainable Use Initiative of |UCN The Wrld
Conservati on Uni on;

3. Requests the Executive Secretary to assenble, drawing from an
assessnment of the case-studies in paragraph 2 above, practical principles,
operational guidelines and associated instrunments whi ch woul d assist Parties
and Governnments to devel op ways to achi eve the sustai nabl e use of biol ogica
diversity, within the framework of the ecosystem approach

4, Notes the inmportant |inkages with the progranmes of work on
i ndi cators (recommendation V/11) and incentive neasures and that appropriate
i ndi cators and incentive nmeasures are essential elenments in devel opi ng
ef fecti ve approaches to the sustainable use of biological diversity;

5. Conmrends to the Executive Secretary the process used to devel op
t he ecosystem approach and requests the Executive Secretary to adapt that
process for the work on sustai nable use, and report on its progress under
par agraphs 2 and 3 above for discussion by the Subsidiary Body on Scientific,
Techni cal and Technol ogi cal Advice at its seventh neeting;

6. Invites Parties, Covernnents and organi zati ons to undertake
appropriate actions to assist other Parties to increase their capacity to
i mpl enent the sustai nabl e-use objective at regional, national and | oca
levels. Appropriate actions may include:

(a) Wbr kshops;

(b) Assistance to Parties in the identification of sectors where
priority action is required;

(c) Assistance to Parties in the devel opnent of appropriate action
pl ans;

(d) Information di ssem nati on and appropriate technol ogy transfer
under rmutually agreed terns.
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V/ 13. Establishment of quidelines for the second national reports,
i ncluding indicators and i ncentive neasures

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice

Notes the interimassessnment of biodiversity enabling activities
prepared by the d obal Environment Facility (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/5/INF/9); and

1. Requests the Executive Secretary, for the consideration of the
Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting, to:

(a) Revi se the matrix contained in annex | to the note by the
Executive Secretary on the establishnent of guidelines for the second nationa
reports, including indicators and incentive neasures (UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 5/ 14),
taking into account the views expressed at the fifth neeting of the Subsidiary
Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice, in particular, cross-
ref erenci ng the questions on performance with the existing capacity of
devel opi ng countries, and the need to provide information on the status of
bi ol ogi cal diversity;

(b) Propose a format for thematic reports by Parties on itens for in-
depth consideration at neetings of the Conference of the Parties, in
accordance with its programe of work;

2. Recommends that the Conference of the Parties establish guidelines
for future national reports which

(a) Request Parties to nmake use of the matrix contained in annex | to
the note by the Executive Secretary, with the revisions referred to in
paragraph 1 (a) above, in their national reports;

(b) Recomend that Parties prepare their national reports through a
consul tative process involving all relevant stakehol ders, as appropriate, or
by draw ng upon informati on devel oped through other consultative processes;

(c) Request Parties to submit their reports:
(i) Every four years;

(ii) Twel ve nmonths prior to the nmeeting of the Conference of the
Parties that will consider the report;

(iii) In a working | anguage of the Conference of the Parties;
(iv) In both hard copy and el ectronic format;

(d) Request Parties to submit their next national report by a date to
be deci ded by the Conference of the Parties, and thereafter for consideration
at alternate ordinary neetings of the Conference of the Parties, and include
themin their clearing-house nechani smnational focal point where feasible;

3. Recommends that the Conference of the Parties invites Parties to
prepare detailed thematic reports on one or nore of the itens for in-depth
consi derati on by neetings of the Conference of the Parties, and inviteS
Parties to subnmit such reports:
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(a) In accordance with the format referred to in paragraph 1 (b)
above;

(b) By a date to be determ ned by the Conference of the Parties;

(c) In a worki ng | anguage of the Conference of the Parties;
(d) In both hard copy and el ectronic format;
4, Recomends that the Conference of the Parties request the

Executive Secretary to:

(a) Prepare reports based on information contained in national reports
for consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its neetings, and nake
t hem avai |l abl e through the cl earing-house nechani sm

(b) Keep the format of national reports under review, and provide
further advice to the Conference of Parties on its revision

(c) Proceed with the further devel opment of the proposals for
streanl i ning national reporting contained in section 5.2 of the "Feasibility
study for a harnoni zed i nformati on nanagenent infrastructure for biodiversity-
related treaties", in collaboration with the secretariats of the other
bi odi versity-rel ated conventions and report on progress to the Conference of
the Parties at its sixth neeting;

5. Recommends that the Conference of the Parties invite
organi zati ons, such as the United Nations Devel opnent Progranmme and the United
Nat i ons Envi ronnent Progranme, undertaking regional or global progranmres
provi ding support to Parties in biodiversity planning, including capacity
devel opnent, to provide the Executive Secretary with information on programe
activities and | essons | earned;

6. Recomends that the Conference of the Parties consider the need
for arrangenments for naking financial resources available to eligible Parties
to assist in the preparation of their national reports.
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V/14. Ad hoc technical expert groups: terns of reference, and
roster of experts and proposal on a uniform net hodol ogy
for their use

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice,

Recogni zing the instrunmental role to be played by the experts in the
rosters in order to assist in the inplenentation of the Convention

Stressing that ad hoc technical expert groups should be established only
where there is a significant assessnment need, with due regard to geographica
representation and to the special condition of |east devel oped countries and
snmal | island devel opi ng States,

Noting recommendation 1 C of the Inter-Sessional Meeting on the
Operations of the Convention to the fifth neeting of the Conference of the
Parties on the inprovenent in the operations of the Subsidiary Body on
Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice,

1. Requests the Executive Secretary to further devel op the
net hodol ogy for the use of rosters of experts and ad hoc technical expert
groups, taking into consideration the nodus operandi of the Subsidiary Body on
Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice, recomendation 1 C of the
Inter-Sessional Meeting on the Operations of the Convention, the report of the
brai nstorm ng neeting on scientific assessment held in Gslo in Novenber 1999
(UNEP/ CBDY COP/ 5/ 1 NF/ 1), the guidance provided in annex | to the present
reconmendati on, and the views expressed at the fifth nmeeting of the Subsidiary
Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advi ce;

2. Recommends that the Conference of the Parties:

(a) Approves the terns of reference and the duration of work specified
for the ad hoc technical expert groups on marine and coastal protected areas
and mariculture, as contained in annex Il to the present recomendati on

(b) Est abl i shes the ad hoc technical expert group on forest biologica
diversity and approve the ternms of reference as contained in annex Il to the
present reconmendation, taking into account the outcome of the
I nt ergovernmental Forum on Forests and other relevant international processes;

(c) Encourages Parties, other Governments and rel evant bodi es when
nom nating their experts for inclusion in the roster to consider

(i) Gender bal ance;

(i) I nvol verrent of indi genous peopl e and nenbers of |oca
communities;

(iii) Range of relevant disciplines and expertise, including, inter
alia, biological, legal, social and economic sciences, and
traditional know edge;

3. Requests the Conference of the Parties to address the budgetary
matters related to annex | to the present recommendation, noting in particular
that the cost of participation in expert groups nay affect the ability of
experts to participate.
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Annex |
PROPCSAL ON A UNI FORM METHODOLOGY FOR THE USE OF ROSTERS OF EXPERTS

Basi c_principl es

1. The Executive Secretary will seek input fromrel evant national foca
poi nts and rel evant organi zations for the rosters of experts covering the
fields of expertise required for the inplenentation of the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity, including, inter alia, biological, |egal, social and
economni ¢ sciences, and traditional know edge.

2. The rosters of experts will be conpiled by the Executive Secretary of
t he Convention on Biological Diversity on the basis of input fromParties,
Covernments and rel evant bodi es.

3. The rosters of experts will be accessible through the clearing-house
nmechani sm of the Convention, and ot her nechani sns as appropriate, and be
linked through it to other relevant rosters of experts at the national

regi onal, and international |evel.

4, For rosters to be created for specific expert groups with specific terns
of reference, the Executive Secretary will solicit input fromnational foca
poi nts and rel evant organi zati ons on each such occasion with the intention of
using such rosters only for that purpose.

5. In adm nistering the rosters of experts, the Executive Secretary will
endeavour to use innovative and efficient nmeans of comunication and ensure
transparency through the issuance of notifications.

6. The Executive Secretary through the national focal points and rel evant
bodies will update the rosters of experts regularly and will endeavour to
ensure representation fromall geographical regi ons and gender bal ance.

7. The Secretariat will notify the work currently being carried out by it
t hrough the cl earing-house nmechanismand will invite input to it by mail or
e-mai |l or other cost-effective neans from nenbers of the relevant roster of
experts who have experience or information to share, who have not been

sel ected for neetings, or who do not currently contribute to listserv

di scussi ons.

Functions of the roster of experts

1. To performspecific tasks as requested by the Conference of the Parties
and its subsidiary bodies, in particular SBSTTA, including, inter alia,

i nvol venent in the activities of ad hoc technical expert groups and |iaison
groups.

2. To provide the Executive Secretary and, as appropriate, Parties,
Governnents and rel evant bodies with substantive contributions including,
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inter alia, peer reviews 8/ on natters relating to the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity by drawing froma wi de range of disciplines and expertise
avai |l abl e at the national, regional and international I|evels.

Ways and neans to contact/comunicate with the experts 9/

1. C earing- house nechani sm of the Convention, and other nechanisns as
appropri ate.

2. Periodic newsletters (electronic and other fornms) produced by the
Secretariat, to be distributed to all experts on the roster, to comunicate
general information on activities - planned or undertaken - of the
Secretariat, with a viewto keeping the experts involved, well infornmed, and
connected to the process. General information should preferably reach the
experts on certain fixed intervals of, for instance, three nonths.

3. Direct contacts by e-nmail, fax, letter, telephone or in person with al
the experts or experts on specific thenes/issues.

4, Establ i shment of a listserv to allow and foster discussions by
electronic mail between the experts thenselves follow ng a specific request
fromthe Executive Secretary. Listservs should run for a fixed period of
time, and should preferably be chaired by one or two experts. The |ead
expert(s) is/are in charge of the discussion on the server, and report to the
Secretariat with the results. For such a systemto be fruitful, severa

condi tions may apply:

(a) The nunber of experts involved in a listserv discussion should not
exceed 20;

(b) The Executive Secretary should strictly define: (i) the requests;
(ii) the type of expected outputs; and (iii) deadlines.

5. Convene expert group neetings.

8/ Peer reviews allow for a small group of experts to provide input, thereby
br oadeni ng t he perspective of, and participation in, the final product (reports,
draft pre-session docunents, etc.). Peer reviews may be used to anal yse products of
| istserv discussions, ad hoc technical expert groups, neetings of experts as well as
draft docunments. Requests for peer reviews should be acconpani ed by clear terns of
reference fromthe Secretariat.

9/ As necessary, the Secretariat will copy to the focal points its
conmuni cations with the experts.
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Annex 11*

PROPOSED TERMS OF REFERENCE AND DURATI ON OF WORK FCOR THE AD HOC TECHNI CAL
EXPERT GROUPS ON MARI NE AND COASTAL PROTECTED AREAS, MARI CULTURE AND
FOREST Bl OLOG CAL DI VERSI TY

A.  Ad hoc technical expert group on marine and coastal protected areas

Terns of reference 10/

1. Identify pilot research and nonitoring projects, based on current
proposal s and ongoi ng projects ai ned at assessing the value and effects of
mari ne and coastal protected areas or similarly managed areas on sustainable
use of marine and coastal |iving resources.

2. Revi ew t he desk-study called for in the operational objective 3.1,
activity (c), of the programme of work on marine and coastal biol ogica
diversity (decision IV/5 annex). The desk-study to be conducted by the
Executive Secretary consists of gathering and assimilating information
rel evant to the value and effect of narine and coastal protected areas on
sust ai nabl e use of marine and coastal biodiversity.

3. Identify Iinkages between marine protected areas and sustai nabl e use of
mari ne and coastal biodiversity.

4, Prepare recomendati ons on types of research to be carried out to
understand the effects of nmarine and coastal protected or closed areas on
popul ati on size and dynami cs, subject to national |egislation

Dur ati on of work

The ad hoc technical expert group on marine and coastal protected areas
shoul d start its work i mediately after approval by the Conference of the
Parties of the ternms of reference and shall endeavour to conplete the work not
later than the eighth neeting of SBSTTA, at which "protected areas" will be an
itemfor in-depth consideration (see the SBSTTA programe of work in
recomendation IV/1 C, and the seventh neeting of the Conference of the
Parties at which "protected areas" will be an itemfor in-depth consideration
Itens 1, 3 and 4 can be undertaken i mediately, but item2 will start when the
desk-study is conplete

B. Ad hoc technical expert group on mariculture

Terns of reference 11/

1. Eval uate the current state of scientific and technol ogi cal know edge on
the effects of mariculture on marine and coastal biodiversity.

2. Provi de gui dance on criteria, methods and techniques that avoid the
adverse effects of mariculture, and al so subsequent stock enhancenent, on

*  To recommendation V/ 14.

10/ In accordance with programe el ement 3, operational objective 3.1, of the
Jakarta Mandat e programre of work.

11/ In accordance with programme el enent 4 of the Jakarta Mandate progranmme
of work.
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mari ne and coastal biological diversity and enhance the positive effects of
maricul ture on marine and coastal productivity.

Dur ati on of work

The ad hoc expert group on nariculture should start imrediately after
the approval on the ternms of reference by the Conference of the Parties. The
time for the conpletion of these activities so that their output can be
considered in depth by SBSTTA will depend on the tine when SBSTTA m ght be
requested by the Conference of the Parties at its fifth neeting to report or
advi se on aspects relating to sustainabl e use of biodiversity or when the
Conference of the Parties might decide to review the Jakarta Mandate progranme
of work.

C. Ad hoc technical expert group on forest biological diversity

Terns of reference

1. Provi de advi ce on scientific programmes and international cooperation in
research and devel opnent related to conservation and sustai nabl e use of forest
bi ol ogi cal diversity.

2. (a) Carry out a review of available information on the status and
trends of, and major threats to, forest biological biodiversity, to identify
significant gaps in that information

(b) Identify options for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of
forest biological diversity applying the principle of ecosystem approach and
sust ai nabl e forest managenent, taking into account proposals for action agreed
by the Intergovernnmental Panel on Forests (IPF) and the Intergovernnenta
Forum on Forests (IFF) as well as the work of other relevant internationa
processes and organi zations including the Food and Agricultural Organization
of the United Nations, processes related to criteria and indicators, the
International Tropical Tinber O ganization, and the Centre for Internationa
Forestry Research (CIFOR), through activities such as:

(i) I dentifyi ng new neasures and ways to inprove the conservation
of forest biological diversity in and outside existing
protected areas;

(ii) I dentifying practical nmeasures to mitigate the direct and
under|yi ng causes of forest biodiversity |oss;

(iii) I dentifying tools and nmechanisns to inplenent the identified
neasures and acti ons;

(iv) I dentifying neasures for the restoration of degraded forest;
and
(v) I dentifying strategies for enhancenment of collaborative

managenent with [ocal and indi genous conmunities.

(c) Prepare advice, in collaboration with the United Nations Franmework
Convention on dinmate Change, in order to integrate biodiversity
consi derations, including biodiversity conservation, in forest carbon
sequestration projects;
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(d) To identify innovative, efficient and state-of-the-art
t echnol ogi es and know how relating to assessnent, planning, conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of forest biodiversity and provi de advi ce on ways and neans of
pronoting the devel opnment and transfer of such technol ogies.

3. On the basis of case-studies, assess the effects of types of forest-
rel ated neasures taken in accordance with Convention.

Dur ati on of work

The work on forest biodiversity should be initiated i mediately after
approval by the Conference of the Parties at its fifth nmeeting of the terns of
reference, and conpleted not |ater than the seventh neeting of SBSTTA, in tine
for the sixth neeting of the Conference of the Parties, which will consider
forest biodiversity as one of the main priority issues.
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Annex 11

PROVI SI ONAL AGENDA FOR THE SI XTH MEETI NG OF THE SUBSI DI ARY BODY
ON SCI ENTI FI C, TECHNI CAL AND TECHNOLOG CAL ADvVI CE

Openi ng of the neeting.

Organi zational matters:

2.1. FElection of officers;

2.2. Adoption of the agenda;

2.3. Organi zation of work.

Reports:

Mari ne and coastal biological diversity;
I nl and wat er bi ol ogi cal diversity.
Priority issue: Alien invasive species.

Draft provisional agenda for the seventh neeting of the Subsidiary Body
on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advi ce.

Dates and venue of the seventh neeting of the Subsidiary Body on
Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice.

O her matters.
Adoption of the report.

Cl osure of the neeting.
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Annex |1

DRAFT PROVI SI ONAL AGENDA FCOR THE SEVENTH MEETI NG OF THE SUBSI DI ARY
BODY ON SCI ENTI FI C, TECHNI CAL AND TECHNOLOG CAL ADVI CE

1. Openi ng of the neeting.

2. Organi zational matters:
2.1. FElection of officers;
2.2. Adoption of the agenda;
2.3. Organi zation of work.
3. Reports:

3.1. Biological diversity of dryland, arid, sem -arid, Mediterranean
savannah and grassl and ecosyst erns;

3.2. Agricultural biological diversity.
4, Priority issue: Forest biological diversity.

Draft provisional agendas for the eighth and ninth neetings of the
Subsi di ary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice.

6. Dat es and venue of the eighth and ninth neetings of the Subsidiary Body
on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice.

7. O her matters.

8. Adoption of the report.

9. Cl osure of the neeting.



