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Item 20.2 of the provisional agenda*
REPORT OF THE CONVENTION ON BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY CLEARING-HOUSE MECHANISM AND EUROPEAN COMMUNITY CLEARING-HOUSE MECHANISM JOINT REGIONAL MEETING FOR CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPE
A.
Background

1. In its decision VI/18, the Conference of the Parties urged the Executive Secretary to convene additional capacity-building workshops at the national, subregional and regional levels referred to in decision V/14 for clearing-house mechanism activities and training in support of national capacities to implement the Convention.  Furthermore, the clearing-house mechanism, having successfully completed its information-exchange phase, is now able to focus on the promotion of technical and scientific cooperation, with an emphasis on capacity-building initiatives. 

2. The European Community Clearing-House Mechanism (EC CHM) was established pursuant to the implementation of the European Community Biodiversity Strategy and in accordance with Article 18, paragraph 3 of the Convention. 
3. Within its programme of work, the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism seeks to provide information at a European Community level to address biodiversity-related critical issues such as the protection of ecosystems/habitats and species, including migratory birds, and sustainable use of biological resources, among others. The European Community Clearing-House Mechanism also participates in collaborative activities among national clearing-house mechanisms in Europe and seeks to promote coordination of data accessibility and use of clearing-house technologies.

4. Accordingly, the Executive Secretary and the European Environment Agency (EEA) have organized the present meeting to provide countries of the region with an opportunity to express their needs and expectations with regard to efforts by the Convention on Biological Diversity Clearing-House Mechanism and the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism to promote and facilitate technical and scientific cooperation, particularly in collaboration with recently established international thematic focal points and other relevant international and European initiatives and organizations. 

5. The organization of the meeting also responds to the recommendation of the Informal Advisory Committee made at its meetings of 11 March 2001, 11 November 2001, 10 April 2002 and 9 March 2003, which requests the Executive Secretary to focus on the use of the clearing-house mechanism to promote technical and scientific cooperation, particularly within the programme areas and cross-cutting issues of the Convention, including invasive alien species, the Global Taxonomy Initiative (GTI), coastal and marine biodiversity and the ecosystem approach.

6. The meeting further supports recommendations made during the sixth meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice (SBSTTA), particularly paragraph 22 of recommendation VI/4, which called for the clearing-house mechanisms to be used to facilitate scientific and technical cooperation.

B.
Attendance
7. All Parties of the Central and Eastern Europe region for the Convention as well as all countries having participated as member or observer to the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism project (EC CHM) Steering Committee were invited to nominate one expert, qualified in the fields of management of clearing-house mechanism issues, information-sharing systems, biodiversity information networks and database-management, and/or experience with the clearing-house mechanism by the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity and the European Environment Agency respectively on 10 July 2003.  . In response to these invitations, participants from the following countries were nominated by their respective focal points and attended the meeting: Albania, Armenia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, The Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Italy, Latvia, The Netherlands, Poland, Russian Federation, Serbia and Montenegro, Slovakia, Slovenia, Sweden and Tajikistan. 

8. Representatives of the following governmental, bilateral donor and intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations participated in the meeting as observers and/or resource persons:

(a) Intergovernmental organizations: European Environment Agency (EEA), European Network for Biodiversity Information (ENBI), Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF), and the European Topic Centre on Nature Protection and Biodiversity (ETCNPB);

(b) Industry: Finsiel with sub-contractor the European Centre for Nature Conservation (ECNC).

9. The full list of participants is contained in annex III to the present report.

ITEM 1.
OPENING OF THE MEETING

10. The meeting was opened at 9 a.m. on Tuesday, 9 September 2003 by Dr. Jan Plesnik on behalf of the Hounorable Dr. Ladislav Miko, Deputy Minister, Ministry of the Environment of the Czech Republic. Dr. Plesnik wished a warm welcome to participants and thanked them for their participation. He described efforts to make issues pertaining to biodiversity better known, and the importance of such efforts. He also stressed the need to send a clear message stressing the importance of biodiversity to policy makers and the public.  The need to make information on biodiversity to policy-makers was discussed, particularly with regard with the 2010 target. He then described the goals of a clearing-house mechanism. He concluded by wishing participants a successful meeting.

11. Mr. Marcos Silva, Programme Officer, clearing-house mechanism of the Convention Secretariat, on behalf of Mr. Hamdallah Zedan, the Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity, welcomed the participants to the meeting.  After an introduction on the new phase of the clearing-house mechanism which focuses strongly on technical and scientific collaboration, he presented a brief summary on new initiatives within the context of decisions of the Conference of the Parties.  He then invited countries to use the meeting to identify their priority needs regarding capacities to participate in potential joint initiatives under the clearing-house mechanism and the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism.  Mr. Silva concluded by expressing his gratitude to the Government of Belgium and the European Environment Agency for providing financial support for the meeting.

12. Ms Ulla Pinborg, European Clearing-House Mechanism Principal Officer, also welcomed participants to the meeting and expressed the need for a harmonized vision between the European Information and Observation Network (EIONET) and the clearing-house mechanism and other similar initiatives. She expressed her hope for a viable programme of work among different organizations and initiatives and stressed the need for optimization of resources.

Item 2.
Organizational matters

2.1.
Election of officers

13. At the 1st session of the meeting, on 9 September 2003, Mr. Zbyszko Pisarski of Poland was elected to serve as Chair and Dr. Aram Gevorgyan of Armenia to serve as Rapporteur. 

2.2.
 Adoption of agenda

14. The Joint Meeting adopted the following agenda on the basis of the provisional agenda circulated in advance of the meeting (UNEP/CBD/CHM/CEE.Reg/1/1):

1.
Opening of the meeting.

2.
Organizational matters:

2.1.
Election of officers;

2.2.
Adoption of the agenda;

2.3.
Organization of work.

3. Discussion on joint initiatives between the Convention on Biological Diversity Clearing-House Mechanism and the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism in support of technical and scientific cooperation across the programme and cross-cutting areas of the Convention.

(a) Joint initiatives pertaining to invasive alien species, particularly within the context of the Global Invasive Species Programme (GISP);

(b) Global taxonomy initiative and taxonomic authorities, including metadata and controlled vocabularies;

(c) Communication networks for indigenous and local communities;

(d) Implementation of subregional biodiversity networks;

(e) Use of new information technologies, including the EUNIS database and the clearing‑house mechanism toolkit;

(f) Joint initiatives with recently established international thematic focal points in issues related to marine and coastal biodiversity and protected areas.

4. Regional needs to implement effectively recommendations related to the potential joint initiatives:

(a)  Setting of priorities; 

(b) Harmonization of initiatives and activities;

(c) Roles and responsibilities;

(d) Planned activities.

5. Conclusions and recommendations.

6.
Adoption of the report.

7.
Closure of the meeting.
2.3.
Organization of work

15. At its 1st session, on 9 September 2003, participants to the joint meeting approved the proposed programme of work as contained in annex II to the annotations to the provisional agenda (UNEP/CBD/CHM/CEE.Reg/1/1/Add.1)

ITEM 3.
discussion on joint initiatives between the clearing-house mechanism and the European Community Clearing-house Mechanism in support of technical and scientific cooperation across the programme and cross‑cutting areas of the Convention

16. Under agenda item 3, the Chair invited participants to introduce themselves and to give brief presentations on the level of development of their national clearing-house mechanisms.

17. Following the introductions and presentations, the Chair invited Mr. Marcos Silva, Programme Officer, clearing-house mechanism of the Convention on Biological Diversity, to present activities completed in support of Conference of the Parties decisions V/14 and VI/18.

18. Mr. Silva presented the new activities of the clearing-house mechanism stressing their relevancy to decisions arising from the fifth and sixth Conference of the Parties. In particular, Mr. Silva described new initiatives undertaken by the clearing-house mechanism in support of technical and scientific collaboration, particularly in support of the programme areas and cross-cutting areas of the Convention.  He described activities focused on invasive alien species, the Global Taxonomy Initiative (GTI), coastal and marine biodiversity and Article 8(j), traditional knowledge, innovations and practices. He also discussed these activities within the context of the establishment of international thematic focal points pursuant to item (c) in annex II to decision V/14 and decisions from the sixth Conference of the Parties.  Mr. Silva then introduced work by the clearing-house mechanism to promote the use of common formats, protocols and standards, based on a document from the Informal Meeting on Formats, Protocols and Standards for Improved Exchange of Biodiversity Information, held in Montreal on 19-20 February 2002.  Finally, he emphasized that the promotion of technical and scientific cooperation is the primary goal of the clearing-house mechanism, and that participants should reflect on how to more effectively implement joint initiatives with other organizations and initiatives under this broad mandate.
19. On completion of Mr. Silva’s presentation, the Chair invited Ms Ulla Pinborg, to give a brief presentation on the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism.

20. Ms Pinborg described the activities of the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism, its membership and its efforts to expand membership and collaboration. She stressed the need for existing networks, such as national networks and the European Environment Information and Observation Network (EIONET) to make efforts to increase collaboration and to establish joint initiatives. Finally, she discussed the physical networks being developed and the resources available to assist countries to establish these types of networks at the national level.

21. In the ensuing discussion, comments were made by the participants from the Czech Republic, the Netherlands, and the Russian Federation.

22. Participants noted in particular the new focus of the clearing-house mechanism in support of Article 18, paragraph 3, of the Convention and welcomed its efforts to initiate joint initiatives with other organizations and networks. They also welcomed collaboration between the Convention on Biological Diversity clearing-house mechanism and the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism.

23. The Chair then invited participants at the meeting to make a round-table presentation on the development and activities of their respective national clearing-house mechanisms.

24. Participants discussed the development of their respective national clearing-house mechanisms, particularly work initiated in support of technical and scientific cooperation. Many of the participants also demonstrated the structure and information contents on their clearing-house mechanism websites. There was strong agreement on the need to make information held by national clearing-house mechanisms more easily accessible and interoperable. There were invitations to initiate joint programmes and discussions on how to raise capacities at the national level. Participants welcomed the development of the new clearing-house mechanism toolkit to assist Parties and Government in the further development of their clearing-house mechanisms. Participants also discussed obstacles to the full implementation of a national clearing-house mechanism, including lack of physical and human resources, lack of visibility, general lack of understanding of the role and meaning of a clearing-house mechanism and the general public lack of understanding of the importance of biodiversity. There was also discussion on web-based portals, such as those developed by the Government of The Netherlands and the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism, and their use by national focal points.

25. The Chair also invited observer organizations and industry to comment on their projects and the support they may offer to national clearing-house mechanism activities.

26. Comments were made by Finsiel and the Global Biodiversity Information Facility.

27. Concluding the discussion, the Chair invited Dr. Aram Gevorgyan to speak on the work completed, within the framework of the UNEP-World Conservation Monitoring Centre Chevening Scholarship in Biodiversity and pursuant to paragraph 2 of decision VI/18, which requested the Executive Secretary to commission a review to assess the current and potential role of the clearing-house mechanism in promoting technical and scientific cooperation.
28. Dr. Gevorgyan presented the results of the project, and discussed its submission to the Secretariat for presentation at the seventh Conference of the Parties. He also discussed findings from the project, while stressing that recommendations could be useful to participants at the meeting.

29. On completion of the above presentation, the Chair invited comments from participants.

30. Comments were made by participants from the Armenia, Czech Republic, Greece, The Netherlands, the Russian Federation, Tajikistan and the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism.

31. Participants noted the importance of the report and congratulated Mr. Gevorgyan on its successful completion. There was also agreement that the meeting could recommend actions complementary to recommendations in the report described by Dr. Gevorgyan, particularly with regard to how to make the clearing-house mechanism an effective tool for technology transfer. There was discussion on how to more effectively focus the clearing-house mechanism to support technical and scientific collaboration primarily through the establishment of regional initiatives in support of the programme areas and cross-cutting issues of the Convention.

32. Participants also voiced the view that the recommendations discussed by Dr. Gevorgyan could be used as guidelines for the further development of national and regional clearing-house mechanisms and the Convention’s clearing-house mechanism.

33. At its 2nd session, on 9 September 2003, the Chair invited discussion on topics under item 3 which were based on documents from the fifth and sixth meetings of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention, the sixth meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice (SBSTTA), relevant meetings of the informal advisory committee for the clearing-house mechanism and the European Environment Agency programme of work.
34. In the ensuing discussion, comments were made by the participants from Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Italy, Russian Federation, and Tajikistan.

35. With regard to element 1, joint initiatives pertaining to invasive alien species, the representative from Denmark described a project to develop a common list of introduced invasive alien species in the eleven northern European countries and invited participants to discuss possible participation. This project aims to give Parties information on introduction, vectors of introduction and identification of invasive alien species in this region. It also attempts to assist these countries to better manage these species. 
36. There was also general agreement regarding the importance of using the clearing-house mechanism to give information to Parties on the tools to manage and/or eradicate invasive alien species. There was also strong endorsement for the creation of national lists and for the use of geographical information systems to visualize data on invasive alien species. 

37. Following discussion on element 1 of Item 3, the Chair invited participants to discuss issues related to element 2, the Global Taxonomy Initiative.

38. Comments on the above were made by participants from France, Germany, Greece, Russian Federation, Tajikistan, and European Network for Biodiversity Information.

39. Participants agreed on the need to for the clearing-house mechanism to also assist Parties to overcome the taxonomic impediment and to better inform Parties to invest in taxonomic research, training and education.

40. Participants noted the need for the clearing-house mechanism to disseminate information on indicators to assist Parties in reaching the 2010 target.

41. On completion of the above discussion, the Chair invited discussion on element 3 of Item 3, development of communication networks for indigenous and local communities.

42. Comments were made by participants from Finland, France, the Czech Republic, and the Russian Federation

43. The view was expressed that financial support is needed for the further development of communication networks for use by indigenous and local communities.

44. Following discussion on the above, the Chair invited discussion on element 4, 5 and 6 of Item 3, implementation of subregional and regional biodiversity networks, the use of new information technologies, including the EUNIS database and the clearing-house mechanism toolkit and Joint initiatives with recently established international thematic focal points in issues related to marine and coastal biodiversity and protected areas.

45. Comments were made by participants from Greece and the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism.

46. Within the general context of this theme, participants mentioned that regional networks may assist national clearing-house mechanisms to facilitate making such information available to policy makers and to promote national activities in support of the 2010 target.

47. Following discussion, the Chair invited Gregoire Lois, representing the European Environment Agency to give a presentation on the European Nature Information System (EUNIS) database and its significance to the programme areas pertaining to indicators and to the European Union nature protection and biodiversity policy,

48. Mr. Lois described the development of the European Nature Information System, a web-based database with information on species as well as information on habitats and sites found in Europe. Future development includes information on new species datasets, extension of habitats to the Mediterranean region and extension of related information pertaining to designated sites. He demonstrated the different search modes available in EUNIS, and stressed how these simple and advanced search functions facilitate the location and retrieval of information.

49. Comments on the above presentation were made by participants from: the European Clearing-House Mechanism, France, Greece, and the Russian Federation.

50. Participants noted the functionalities of the European Nature Information System database, and expressed the view that it should be widely used by national clearing-house mechanisms. 

51. At the 3rd session of the meeting on 10 September 2003, the Chair invited Mr. Hannu Saarenmaa, representing the Global Biodiversity Information Facility, to give a brief presentation on its development and work programme. 

52. Mr. Saarenmaa described the Global Biodiversity Information Facility’s information system, including its data (primary data), software nodes and its data integrator role. He described the objectives of the organization and discussed issues pertaining to intellectual property rights. After discussing the Global Biodiversity Information Facility’s relationship to the clearing-house mechanism, he offered an overview of the technical architecture developed by his organization. He also discussed the value of making primary data available through the distributed network developed by the Global Biodiversity Information Facility. He concluded by inviting participants to reflect on possible cooperative initiatives at the regional level.

53. The Chair invited participants to make comments on the above presentation.

54. Comments were made by participants from the Austria, Germany, the Russian Federation, Slovenia, and the European Clearing-House Mechanism. Participants voiced support for the initiatives described by Mr. Saarenmaa and encouraged further participation with national clearing-house mechanisms, particularly in the context of creating a world-wide interoperable network of primary data.

55. On completion of the ensuing discussion, the Chair invited Dr. Cees H. J. Hof, from the European Network for Biodiversity Information (ENBI), to make a presentation on his organization’s programme of work.

56. Dr. Hof described the European Network for Biodiversity Information programme of work. He also discussed possible joint initiatives between the clearing-house mechanism, the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism and the European Network for Biodiversity Information. He described the European Network for Biodiversity Information as the European Union’s contribution to the Global Biodiversity Information Facility. He noted, however, that European Network for Biodiversity Information is not the European Community Global Biodiversity Information Facility regional node. He concluded by inviting participants to make use of European Network for Biodiversity Information’s resources and network and to reflect on how the two organizations can establish an efficient cooperative structure.

57. The Chair invited participants to make comments on the above presentation.

58. Comments were made by participants from Austria, Slovak Republic and Germany.

59. Participants noted the work of the European Network for Biodiversity Information and acknowledged its support of the Global Biodiversity Information Facility.

ITEM 4.
Regional needs to implement effectively recommendations related to the potential joint initiatives

60. Agenda item 4 was considered at the 4th session of the meeting, on 10 September 2003.  The following items were discussed:

(a) Setting of priorities;
(b) Harmonization of initiatives and activities;
(c) Roles and responsibilities;
(d) Planned activities.
61. Following an introduction of Item 4 by the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity, the Chair invited Ms Anne Franklin, representing the Government of Belgium, to make a presentation on the Informal Workshop on Concrete Actions for Co-operation Between European National Clearing-House Mechanisms, held in Brussels, Belgium from 19 to 20 June 2003. This workshop was a follow-up to the pan-European workshop on ‘Building the CHM Partnership: Facilitating Scientific and Technical Cooperation’ in Bonn in 2001.
62. Ms Franklin presented the objectives of the workshop and its recommendations. She discussed the conclusion that the audience of the CHM is broad  but specific to each country. She also raised the issue of how information needs should be based on an identified audience. The need to find possible ways to ‘sell’ the CHM was addressed and discussed. Other issues discussed included determining the most efficient organizational structure for a national CHM and the need to adapt the mission statement of the CHM Strategic Plan to the national level. 
63.  On completion of the presentation, the Chair opened the floor for comments

64. Comments were made by the Russian Federation, European Clearing-House Mechanism and the European Network for Biodiversity Information.

65. The view was expressed that the joint meeting should review recommendations made at the Informal Workshop on Concrete Actions for Co-operation between European National Clearing-House Mechanisms, and discuss their relevancy to discussions and recommendations with a view that they be reflected in the general recommendations made at the present joint meeting. There was agreement that the joint meeting should examine recommendations made at the Workshop pertaining to user needs.

66. The European Network for Biodiversity Information offered to contribute to the evaluation of user needs on biodiversity information at the Pan-European level.
67. The Chair then invited the Secretariat to comment on the new clearing-house mechanism toolkit.

68. Mr. Marcos Silva described the development of the draft version of the toolkit, and discussed its structure and information contents. He emphasized the cooperative approach taken in its development and the contributions from the Governments of Belgium and The Netherlands, the European Community Clearing-House and the Global Biodiversity Information Facility. He mentioned that the toolkit is still under development and will undergo editorial review before final approval.

69. On completion of Mr. Silva’s presentation, the Chair invited participants to comment on his presentation. Comments were made by participants from Armenia, Belgium, Germany and Slovenia who stressed that the CHM toolkit should be made available as soon as possible.

70. The Chair then requested Ms Ulla Pinborg, from the European Community Clearing-House and Ms Miruna Badescu, from Finsiel, to give a presentation on the European Community Inter-change of Data among Administrations (IDA) project results, namely the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism and its portal toolkit.  

71. Ms Pinborg and Ms Badescu demonstrated the contents of the toolkit and its organizational structure. They explained how the toolkit assists Parties to establish national websites by offering guidance on information categories and links to other resources. A presentation on the European Clearing-House Mechanism website was also made with the view that its categories of information are made available through the toolkit. The presenters also demonstrated how a website developed using the portal toolkit can be easily managed, updated and validated. They concluded by inviting participants to comment on the portal toolkit and make suggestions for improvements.

72. Mr. Marcos Silva explained the purpose of each toolkit, namely: the Secretariat’s toolkit could be used as a meta-toolkit, leading users to portal toolkits such as those from the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism, the Global Biodiversity Information Facility and the Government of Belgium.

73. On completion of the presentation, the Chair invited participants to make comments on the above.

74. Comments were made by participants from Armenia, Belgium, Germany, Denmark, Greece, European Centre for Nature Conservation, European Community Clearing-House Mechanism and Finsiel

75. There was general agreement that the development of the clearing-house mechanism toolkit and portal toolkits will assist greatly future development of national clearing-house mechanisms. Participants voiced strong support for the collaborative approach taken by the Secretariat, the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism, the Governments of Belgium and The Netherlands and the Global Biodiversity Information Facility in the development of the new clearing-house mechanism toolkit. Participants also noted the similarities and differences among these tools, particularly their use, application and functionalities, and supported the view that these tools should be made freely available. Finally, participants agreed that a list with the main chapters of the contents of national clearing-house mechanism websites should be developed.

76. Participants also agreed on the need to share experience related to content maintenance of the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism and national clearing-house mechanisms and to use this experience as a basis for scientific cooperation. In this context, it was expressed that there is a need to improve synergies with a view to reinforcing national clearing-house mechanism activities.

77. On completion of discussion, the Chair invited participants to comment on elements (a)-(d) of item 4.

78. Comments were made by representatives from Armenia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland, Germany, Greece, Italy, The Netherlands, The Russian Federation, the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism, European Centre for Nature Conservation, Finsiel and the Global Biodiversity Information Facility.
79. Participants endorsed the use of recommendations made at the Informal Workshop on Concrete Actions for Co-operation between European National Clearing-House Mechanisms and recommended that decisions made at the Workshop form the basis of discussion under item 4.

80. The need to set priorities, including the need to better articulate the goals of national clearing-house mechanisms and to tie activities under national clearing-house mechanisms more tightly with the Strategic Plan of the Convention was discussed, as well as the development of the new clearing-house mechanism toolkit and how it could be further developed and expanded to better assist Parties in their development of national clearing-house mechanisms.

81. As well, the joint meeting stressed the need to hold annual meetings at the Pan-European level on the national clearing-house mechanisms to assist in the development of activities to promote harmonization of initiatives and better define roles and responsibilities. The view was also expressed that there exists the need for technical workshops in the region.

82. A number of suggestions were made pertaining to specific roles and responsibilities, particularly within the context of the establishment of informal groups to assist with the organization of annual meetings and with the future development of the clearing-house mechanism toolkit.

83. Furthermore, participants discussed a number of potential activities, such as the offer by the representative of Bulgaria to use the Bulgarian clearing-house mechanism to register metadata and so create a European-wide metadata registry.

84. Participants concluded by endorsing the continued collaboration between the clearing-house mechanism and the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism and with other organization such as the Global Biodiversity Information Facility and the European Network for Biodiversity Information.

85. The Chair then requested participants to describe the relationship between their respective national clearing-house mechanisms and national Global Biodiversity Information Facility nodes.

86. It was generally expressed that cooperation was satisfactory in many countries, and that both mechanisms were able to establish effective communication thereby eliminating potential duplication of work and activities. Some participants noted that lack of resources impeded more effective partnerships between the mechanisms, and stressed that there were efforts to redress this situation in the near future.

87. In the final general discussion, participants noted, because of ongoing collaboration and complementarity of objectives between the clearing-house mechanism and the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism, that recommendations reached at the European Community Clearing-House Mechanism Steering Committee Meeting 2003, held on 10 September 2003, should be reflected in the recommendations of the present report.

ITEM 5.
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

88. Agenda item 5 was considered at the 6th session of the meeting, on 11 September 2003.  The item was introduced by the Chair, who invited the Rapporteur to present the recommendations.  Following discussion, the Meeting adopted the recommendations, which are attached to the present report as annex 

ITEM 6.
OTHER RELEVANT ITEMS

89. Participants took up agenda item 6 at the 5th session of the meeting, on 11 September 2003.  Experts were also invited to raise and discuss other matters related to the subject-matter of the meeting.

90. There were no other matters raised under this item.

ITEM 7.
ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

91. The present report was adopted at the 6th session of the meeting, on 11 September 2003, on the basis of the draft report of the meeting, and taking into account amendments made by participants, on the understanding that the finalization of the report would be completed by the Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity.

ITEM 8. 
CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

92. The Chair declared the Convention on Biological Diversity Clearing-House Mechanism and European Community Clearing-House Mechanism joint regional meeting for Central and Eastern Europe closed at 5:00 p.m. on Thursday, 11 September 2003.

Annex I
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CONVENTION ON BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY CLEARING-HOUSE MECHANISM AND EUROPEAN COMMUNITY CLEARING-HOUSE MECHANISM JOINT REGIONAL MEETING FOR CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPE
 The Joint Meeting recommends that the Conference of the Parties, at its seventh meeting:

1. Request the Executive Secretary to make use, as appropriate, of the recommendations arising from the Assessment report by the UNEP-.WCMC and also to consider the review of the clearing-house mechanism strategic plan in line with the Strategic Plan of the Convention on Biological Diversity;

2. Request Parties to further identify the role of their national clearing-house mechanisms and the needs of their various stakeholders toward the preparation of national strategies of clearing-house mechanism development;

3. Request national clearing-house mechanisms to use the clearing-house mechanism toolkit currently under development to further national and regional clearing-house mechanism development and to make use of the existing portal toolkits referred to in the clearing-house mechanism toolkit.

4. Request Parties from the European region, in collaboration with the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity, the EC CHM and others, to convene annual Pan-European CHM Focal Points meetings for exchange of experience, capacity-building as well as technical training, subject to available funding;

5. Request clearing-house mechanism national focal points and other actors to make use, as appropriate, of the following indicative list of relevant initiatives according to needs and priorities.

Indicative list of relevant initiatives

	Objectives
	Programme Areas
	Activities/Actions
	Capacity needs

(Activities subject to available resources)
	Outputs
	Implementation phases 
/


	Level:

National, Sub-regional, regional

	Parties in Europe are able to more effectively implement the Convention through prioritized programmes and activities developed cooperatively at the national, regional and international level.
	Setting of priorities; 


	Develop the national CHM infrastructure
	Human and financial resources
	National CHM infrastructure is operational
	Phase 1 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Establish an informal coordinating mechanism for European CHMs;


	Financial resources to manage such a group
	Informal coordinating mechanism is established and functioning as required
	All Phases 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Improve the visibility of national CHMs;


	Financial resources to develop a communications plan for the CHM
	CHM is better known ad appreciated
	Phase 2 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	National CHMs to re-interpret objectives of the CHM strategic plan to better fit their national context;


	May require human resources
	Each CHM NFP has re-interpreted the CHM strategic plan in relation to national needs
	Phase 3 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Have national CHMs and the EC CHM articulate a clear mission statement at the national and regional levels;


	Can be done in-house
	Mission statement is drafted and disseminated widely at the national and regional levels
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Link the CHM to the CBD strategic plan.
	Can be done in-house
	CHM objectives are supportive of the CBD Strategic Plan
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	Harmonization of initiatives and activities;


	National CHMs and the EC CHM should constitute an informal group to work with the SCBD in the further development of the CHM toolkit and draft a paper on proposed improvements on content and structure to be presented at the next SBSTTA or COP;


	Human and financial resources required to constitute and support such a group
	Informal group assists the CBD to improve and further develop the CHM toolkit and other toolkits.
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Establish cooperative initiatives between GBIF nodes and national CHMs;


	May require human resources
	National CHMs and GBIF nodes are mutually supportive and able to implement joint initiatives
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Convene a European CHM meeting on an annual basis.
	Financial resources to host meeting and invite participants
	CHM European meeting is held on an annual basis
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Establish cooperation with the GBIF, ENBI and the EC CHM in the development of the global CHM network
	May require human resources
	GBIF, ENBI and the EC CHM assist significantly in the development of the global and cooperative programmes are established CHM network
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	Roles and responsibilities;


	Bulgaria will make available its CHM technical infrastructure to register metadata;
	Can be done in-house
	National CHMs register their metadata on the Bulgarian metadata registry
	Phase 3 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	The informal group on the toolkit will be composed of Poland, The Netherlands, Belgium and the EC CHM;
	Financial resources to constitute such a group
	Poland, The Netherlands, Belgium and the EC CM constitute such a group
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Establish informal group to organize CHM European annual meetings; (Check first table)
	Financial resources to constitute such a group
	Group is constituted and operational
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	Planned activities.


	Facilitate the development a directory of who is doing what at the national level and regional level;


	Financial resources to develop directory
	Directory is developed and available through the CHM network
	Phase 3 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Use the needs table drafted at the Informal Meeting on Concrete Actions, held in Belgium, 2003 including input from other related projects (see Annex II)
	Human and financial resources are required
	Needs table is used as a guide in the further development of CHMs
	Phase 1  
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Provide greater visibility for all CHM stakeholders;


	May require financial and human resources
	Stakeholder communities are given prominence through the CHM network
	Phase 2  
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Facilitate the preparation national catalogues of activities in support of technical and scientific exchange;

	Financial resources to develop such catalogues
	Catalogues are available through the CHM network
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Encourage the development of a CHM thematic report and request the Executive Secretary to develop templates  to offer information on best practices, innovations, technology transfer and promotion of technical and scientific cooperation;


	May require financial and human resources
	CHM national report is developed and made available
	Phase 2 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Use Pan-European CHM annual meetings to gain feedback on needs and possible improvements to CHM-related services;


	May require human resources
	Feedback is received and used as required
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Convene technical workshops on existing toolkits with a view to increase national capacities to establish CHM websites;


	Financial resources to convene such meetings
	Technical workshops are organized and Parties have better knowledge of existing toolkits
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Develop national CHM strategies which could be part of NBSAPs;


	Expertise required
	National strategies for development of CHMs have been established by national focal points
	Phase 2 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	Objectives
	Specific Programme Areas
	Activities/actions

	Capacity needs

(Activities subject to available resources)
	Outputs
	Implementation phases*


	Level:

National, Sub-regional, regional

	Assist Parties to manage IAS pursuant to Article 8(h) of the Convention and COP decision VI/23
	Invasive alien species
	National CHMs should provide lists of invasive alien species and make this information interoperable through the CHM;


	Financial resources to develop such lists
	Lists on IAS are made available through the CM
	Phase 3 
	National level)

	
	
	Disseminate information through the CHM and national CHMs on the project to develop lists on IAS;


	Can be done in-house
	CHMs makes available information on national efforts to develop lists on IAS
	Phase 3 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	EC CHM to make available lists and projects at the European level;


	Requires human and financial resources
	Lists and projects at the European level are compiled and made available through the EC CHM
	Phase 3 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Disseminate information on to develop lists on IAS to the Central and Eastern European countries making use of national CHMs such as Russia’s BioDat;


	Can be done in-house, assuming financial and human resources are available to develop lists
	Information is disseminated on lists to CEE and BioDat and other initiatives 
	Phase 3 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Populate the CHM and national CHMs to serve as a platform to assist Parties to retrieve information on the management of IAS;


	Requires human resources
	Parties are better able to retrieve information on the management of IAS through the CHM
	Phase 3 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Use the CHM and national CHMs to visualize data with GIS on IAS, including pathways, subject to available resources;


	Financial and technical resources required to use GIS
	GIS is used to visualize data on IAS
	Phase 3 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Use the CHM and national CHMs as a tool to facilitate the transfer of technologies on IAS;


	Financial resources required to develop such mechanisms
	Technologies on IAS can be transferred through the CHM
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	To assist Parties to implement activities related to the Global Taxonomy Initiative pursuant to VI/8 and other taxonomy-related initiatives and programmes
	Global Taxonomy Initiative
	Emphasize the need for taxonomic expertise;


	May require human resources
	Parties have better awareness of the GTI
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Highlight information on the CHM pertaining to taxonomic expertise;


	May require human resources
	Information is better highlighted
	Phase 3 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Facilitate the creation of an electronic communication mechanism for taxonomic experts through the CHM and national CHMs;


	Financial resources to develop such mechanisms are required
	Taxonomic experts are able to use the CHM and national CHMs to exchange expertise and knowledge
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Link national CHMs with GTI national focal points;


	Human resources are required to develop this programme
	CHM and GTI focal points implement joint initiatives
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Collaborate with the GBIF and ENBI, among others, to facilitate access to taxonomic expertise and resources.
	May require human resources
	Collaboration is established and operational
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	Parties are able to more effectively implement activities under 8(j);

Indigenous and local communities have better awareness of the significance of the Convention to their activities.
	Communication networks for indigenous and local communities
	Assist in the introduction of new information technologies to local and indigenous communities, subject to available resources;


	Adequate human, technical and financial resources to implement such a programme
	A programme is established to assist local and indigenous communities to use new information technologies
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Assist in the identification of indigenous and local communities’ technologies, with regard to ethical issues pertaining to local and indigenous knowledge;


	Human resources to compile information
	Information on indigenous and local communities is made available through the CHM
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	CHM to Facilitate the development of a central portal to assist indigenous and local communities to use and identify pertinent communication networks.
	Human resources to compile information
	A central portal is made available through the CHM
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	Assist Parties to reach the 2010 target
	Biodiversity indicators
	Make available information on indicators in support of the 2010 target, especially in cooperation with EIONET;


	Human and financial resources are required
	Information is made available through the CHM and EIONET
	Phase 3 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Ppromote the Kiev declaration May 2003 to establish a European wide indicator and monitoring strategy by 2008.
	Can be done in-house
	Information on the Kiev declaration is made available through the CHM
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Facilitate synergies between the activities of the CHM and national CHMs and those of similar mechanisms in CITES
	Human resources required
	There exists greater collaboration between the CBD and CITES
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	Parties have equitable access to new information technologies, through the establishment of subregional and regional networks and through access to electronic resources such as the EUNIS database.

Parties use the CHM toolkit and other Toolkits in to establish national and regional CHMs

(Break into three different elements)
	Implementation of subregional biodiversity networks 


	National CHMs to promote the establishment of subregional and regional networks on biodiversity, in partnerships such as with the EC CHM;
	 Financial and human resources are required to establish subregional and regional networks
	 CHMs assist significantly in the development of subregional and regional networks
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Promote the use and development  of common formats, protocols and standards among national focal points to facilitate interoperability of information through the CHM, EC CHM and national CHMs;
	May require human resources
	National clearing-house mechanisms adhere to common formats, standards and protocols and information can be made interoperable as needed
	Phase 4
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	Use of new information technologies, including the EUNIS database
	Promote wider knowledge and use of EUNIS;
	Can be done in-house
	Information about EUNIS is made available through the CHM
	Phase 3 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	The CHM toolkit
	Use the CHM Toolkit as a meta-toolkit to assist countries to choose among portal toolkits;


	Can be done in-house
	CHM Toolkit serves as a meta-Toolkit 
	Phase 1 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Use the CHM toolkit and existing portal toolkits to enhance collaboration at the Pan-European level;


	Financial resources to promote collaboration are required
	Collaboration is enhanced at the Pan-European level
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Translate the CHM toolkit into the six official languages of the UN;


	Financial resources are required for translating the tookit


	The toolkit is available in the six official languages


	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Develop further non-web and non-technical components of the CHM toolkit;


	May require financial assistance
	Toolkit is updated as required
	Phase 1
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	National capacities related collaborative activities with international thematic focal points and other relevant organizations  
	Joint initiatives with recently established international thematic focal points and other organizations in issues related to collaboration with international thematic focal points and other relevant organizations
	Facilitate the inclusion of other communities, especially the scientific community in activities of the CHM and national CHMs, such as the European Platform for Biodiversity Research Strategy and national bio-platforms;


	Requires staff time to compile lists of experts, etc.
	Other communities are an integral component of the CHM
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Invite the GISP and Birdlife International as international thematic focal points, and othe relevant thematic focal points, to participate in national and regional activities;


	Can be done in-house
	GISP and BirdLife International as international thematic focal points, and other relevant thematic focal points are involved in national and regional activities
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels

	
	
	Invite the planned, if established,  Mediterranean CHM (the Barcelona Convention) to participate in regional activities and other Conventions as appropriate;
	Can be done in-house
	The Mediterranean CHM, when established, is involved in regional activities
	Phase 4 
	National, subregional and regional  levels


Annex II

EXAMPLE OF A NEEDS TABLE

	Targeted Audience
	Needs
	Role of CHM? If not, whose role
	Who could pay?
	Priorities

	Scientific community
	
	
	
	

	Politicians
	
	
	
	

	Environmental administrations
	
	
	
	

	Sciences administrations
	
	
	
	

	Other administrations
	
	
	
	

	Non CBD biodiversity-related initiatives
	
	
	
	

	Non-governmental organisations
	
	
	
	

	Activists (other than NGOs)
	
	
	
	

	Students
	
	
	
	

	Educators and teachers
	
	
	
	

	Practioners and field managers
	
	
	
	

	Private Sector
	
	
	
	

	News and media
	
	
	
	

	Public
	
	
	
	


(From: Report of the Workshop on Concrete Actions for Co-operation Between European National CHMs: Informal Workshop Organised by The Belgian CHM National Focal Point, 19-20 June 2003, Brussels, Belgium, p.6)

Governments Parties
Albania
Bulgaria

 1.
Ms. Ariana Koça
 5.
Mr. Pavel Gospodinov

Ministry of Environment
Ministry of Environment and Water

Rruga e Durresit No.27
67 William Gladstone Str.

Tirana 
Sofia 1000

Albania
Bulgaria

Tel.: 
+355 4 270 624
Tel.: 
+359-2-981-1185

Fax: 
+355 4 270 627
Fax: 
+359-2-980-0905

E-Mail: 
cep@cep.tirana.al
E-Mail: 
pavel.gospodinov@netharvest.org
Armenia
 6.
Ms. Nadya Mihaylova

Ministry of Environment and Water

 2.
Mr. Aram Gevorgyan
67 William Gladstone Str.


Sofia 1000

Ministry of Nature Protection
Bulgaria

35 Moskovian Str.
E-Mail: 
chmbg@moew.government.bg

Yerevan 375002

Armenia
Czech Republic

E-Mail: 
aramgevo@hotmail.com

 7.
Ms. Jindriska Stankova
Austria
Head of International Conventions Department

Agency for Nature Conservation and Landscape Protection

 3.
Mr. Martin Götzl
Kalisnicka 4-6

Federal Environment Agency
CZ-13023 Prague 3 

Spittelauer Lände 5
Czech Republic

Vienna A-1090
Tel.: 
+420 2 2258 24 23

Austria
Fax: 
+420 2 2258 24 23

Tel.: 
+431-31304-5400
E-Mail: 
stankova@nature.cz

Fax: 
+431-31304-3550

E-Mail: 
goetzl@ubavie.gv.at


Web: 
http://www.ubavie.gv.at, http://www.biodiv.at

8.
Dr. Jan Plesnik
Belgium
Deputy Director

Agency for Nature Conservation and Landscape Protection

4.
Dr. Anne Franklin
Kalisnicka 4-6

Ministry of Environment
CZ-13023 Prague 3 

Assistant CBD National Focal Point
Czech Republic

Royal Belgian Institute of Natural Sciences
Tel.: 
+420 2 2258 05 62

Rue Vautier 29
Fax: 
+420 2 2258 00 12

Tel.: 
+32 2 627 45 87
E-Mail: 
plesnik@nature.cz

Fax: 
+32 2 627 41 41

E-Mail: 
anne.franklin@naturalsciences.be


Web: 
http://bch-cbd.naturalsciences.be
Denmark

9.
Mr. Hans Erik Svart


Head of Division

Danish Nature and Forest Agency

Haraldsgade 53

Copenhagen DK-2100

Denmark

Tel.: +45 39 472 801

BelgiumFax: +45 39 279 899

E-Mail:
hes@sns.dk
Estonia
Greece

 10.
Mr. Lauri Klein
 14.
Ms. Stavroula Rania Spyropoulou

Biodiversity Expert
Ministry of Environment

Estonian Environment Information Centre
Physical Planning and Public Works

Mustamäe Tee 33
Genral Directoriate for Environment/Nature Management Section

Tallinn 10616
Trikalon 36

Estonia
GR 11526 Athens

Tel.: 
+372 6737 576
Greece

Fax: 
+372 6737 576
Tel.: 
+302 10 69 18 202

E-Mail: 
lauri.klein@ic.envir.ee
Fax: 
+302 10 69 18 487

E-Mail: 
s.spyropoulou@dpers.minenv.gr
Finland

Latvia

 11.
Mr. Jukka-Pekka Jäppinen

Senior Adviser
15.
Ms. Mara Plotniece


Finnish Enviroment Institute
Head of Division, Environment Agency


P.O. Box 140
Latvian Environment Agency


Fin-00251 Helsinki
Ministry of Environmental Protection and Regional Development


Finland
23 Rupniecibas str


Tel.: 
+358 9 403 00 749
Riga LV-1045


Fax: 
+358 9 403 00 791
Latvia


E-Mail: 
jukka-pekka.jappinen@ymparisto.fi
Tel.: 
+371 732 3595

Web: 
http://www.ymparisto.fi/lumonet
Fax: 
+371 783 0503


E-Mail: 
mara.plotniece@lva.gov.lv
France


 12.
Mr. Olivier Gargominy







Museum National d'Histoire Naturelle

Poland

rue Buffon 61
16.
Mr. Zbyszko Pisarski

Paris F-75005

Institute of Environmental Protection

France
5/11 Krucza St.

Tel.: 
+33 140 79 57 07
Warsaw PL-00-548

E-Mail: 
chm@mnhn.fr
Poland




Tel.:  +48 22 629 5264

Fax: 
+48 22 629 5263


E -Mail: 
zbyszko.pisarski@ios.edu.pl, 




pisarski@ios.edu.pl
Germany

 13.
Dr. Horst Freiberg


Federal Agency for Nature Conservation

Constantinstrasse 110
17.
Dr. Krystyna Wojciechowska

Bonn 53179
Ministry of the Environment

Germany
52/54 Wawelska

Tel.: 
+49 228 8491 232
Warsaw  00-922

Fax: 
+49 228 8491 200
Poland

E-Mail: 
horst.feiberg@bfn.de
E-Mail: Krystyna.Wojciechowska@mos.gov.pl
9/9/2003
3
Russian Federation
Serbia and Montenegro



 22.
Ms. Marija Smederevac
Ministry for the Protection of Natural Resources    the Environment


Nemanjina 22-26


Belgrade 11000


Serbia and Montenegro


Fax: 
+381 11 158-793


E-Mail: 
milica.risojevic@ekoserb.sr.gov.yu



Slovak Republic

23.
Ing. Jan Gazo, PhD

 19.
Ms. Vera Senchenko
Slovak Agricultural University

Inter-Agency Comission on Genetic Engineering, Activity of the 
Genofond-Kgsr Tr.A.Hlinku 2

Russian Federation
9476 Nitra

Center Bioengineering RAS
Slovak Republic

Prosp. 60-let Oktyabrya 7/1
Tel.: 
+421 37 6508243

Moscow 
Fax: 
+421 37 6511893

Russian Federation
E-Mail: 
jan.gazo@uniag.sk

E-Mail: 
versen@biengi.ac.ru


 20.
Mr. Arkady A. Tishkov

Information Analytical Centre on Biodiversity 
Slovenia

Conservation

Ministry of Nature Resources
 24.
Ms. Julijana Lebez Lozej

Kerdova St. 8 \1 ap. 2 - 5
Adviser to the Minister

Moscow GSP 117312
Nature Conservation Office

Russian Federation
Ministry of the Environment, Spatial Planning and Energy

Tel.: 
+7095 125 2870
Dunajska 48

Fax: 
+7095 125 5773

Ljubljana SI-1000

E-Mail: 
tishkov@rcmc.ru, tishkov@biodat.ru
Slovenia

Tel.: 
+386 1 478 7318
Serbia and Montenegro
Fax: 
+386 1 478 7424

E-Mail: 
julijana.lebez-lozej@gov.si

 21.
Ms. Milica Risojevic

Ministry for Environmental Protection of the Republic of Serbia


Ministarstvo zastite zivotne sredine Republike Srbije
Sweden

Nemanjina 22-26


Beograd 11000
 25.
Dr. Lars Berg

Serbia and Montenegro
Swedish Scientific Council on Biodiversity

Tel.: 
+38-1-11-64.22.42
Swedish Environmental Protection Agency

Fax: 
+38-1-11-65.71.43
Stockholm SE-106 48

E-Mail: 
Milica.Risojevic@ekoserb.srov.gov.yu
Sweden

Tel.: 
+46 8 698 1501

Fax: 
+46 8 698 1042


E-Mail:
lars.berg@naturvardsverket.se
Tajikistan
26.
Dr. Neimatullo Safarov


CBD National Focal Point

National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan

Ministry of Nature Protection


Aini Str. 44

Dushanbe 734025

Tajikistan

Tel.: 
+992 372 21 89 78

Fax: 
+992 372 21 89 78

E-Mail: 
nsafarov@biodiv.tojikiston.com, 

biodiv@biodiv.tojikiston.com
Netherlands

 27.
Severin M. Ten Houte de Lange

National Reference Centre for Agriculture, Nature and Food Security

P.O. Box 482

6710 Ede

The Netherlands

Tel.: 
+31 318 822 872

Fax: 
+31 318 822 550

E-Mail: 
s.m.ten.houte@minlnv.nl
Italy

 28.
Damiano Luchetti

Ministry of Environment and Land Protection


Directorate General Nature Conversation


Via Capitan Bavastro 135

00145 Roma

Italy

Tel.: 
+00 39 06 57 22 8004

E-Mail: 
sen-div4-@minambiente.it, luchetti.damiano@minambiente.it

5

Intergovernmental Organizations
European Environment Agency

 29.
Ms. Ulla Pinborg

European Environment Agency

Kongens Nytorv NR6

Copenhagen DK-1050

Denmark

Web: 
www.eea.eu.int
Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF)

 30.
Mr. Saarenmaa Hannu

Deputy Director for Informatics

Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF)

Universitetsparken 15

Copenhagen DK-2100

Denmark

Tel.: 
+45 3532 1479

Fax: 
+45 3532 1480

E-Mail: 
hsaarenmaa@gbif.org
The European Topic Centre on Nature Protection and 
Biodiversity

 31.
Mr. Gregoire Lois

The European Topic Centre on Nature Protection and Biodiversity


Museum national d`Historie naturelle

57, Rue Cuvier

75005 Paris

France

Tel.: 
+33 140 79 3870

Fax: 
+33 140 79 3867

E-Mail: 
lois@mnhn.fr
European Network for Biodiversity Information

 32.
Mr. Cees H. J. Hof

Project Manager

Zoological Museum Amsterdam

European Network for Biodiversity Information


University of Amsterdam

P.O. Box 94766

NL-1090 GT Amsterdam


The Netherlands

Tel.: 
+31 20 525 7753

Fax: 
+31 20 525 7238

E-Mail: 
hof@science.uva.nl
Industry
FINSIEL

 33.
Ms. Miruna Badescu

FINSIEL Romania


Ficusului, 44 A, Sector 1


Bucharest


Romania


Tel.: 
+40 21 2320193

Fax: 
+40 21 2329807

E-Mail: 
m.badescu@finsiel.ro

 34.
Mr. Daniel Chirca

FINSIEL Romania


Ficusului, 44 A, Sector 1


Bucharest


Romania


Tel.: 
+40 21 2320193

Fax: 
+40 21 2329807

E-Mail: 
d.chirca@finsiel.ro

 35.
Mr. Corrado Iannucci

FINSIEL


Via Carciano, 4


00131 Rome


Italy


Tel.: 
+39 4142 5360

Fax: 
+39 4142 5648

E-Mail: 
c.iannucci@finsiel.it
European Centre for Nature Conservation (subcontracted by Finsiel)

 32.
Ms. Katerina Roumelioti

European Centre for Nature Conservation

P.O. Box 1352

Tilburg 5004 BJ

The Netherlands

Web: 
http://www.ecnc.nl

SCBD Staff
Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity

 36.
Mr. Marcos Silva

Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity

393 St. Jacques Street

Office 300

Montreal H2Y 1N9

Canada

E-Mail: 
marcos.silva@biodiv.org

Web: 
http://www.biodiv.org

-----

*	UNEP/CBD/COP/7/1 and Corr.1. 


�/	 Implementation phases of development:


Begin basic activities to establish a clearing-house mechanisms


Enhance awareness of national clearing-house mechanisms


Use the clearing-house mechanism to disseminate and exchange information


Use the clearing-house mechanism to promote and facilitate technical and scientific cooperation





/…


/…

/…


