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COMPILATION OF VIEWS ON PROPOSALS AND OPTIONS TO AP PLY MEASURES AND
MECHANISMS TO TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER AND COOPERATION P ROVIDED BY
PARTIES, GOVERNMENTS AND RELEVANT CONVENTIONS AND I NTERNATIONAL
ORGANIZATIONS AND INITIATIVES

Note by the Executive Secretary

INTRODUCTION

1. In paragraph 4 of decision VIII/12, the Conferewntehe Parties decided to establishAghhoc
Technical Expert Group on Technology Transfer anir@ific and Technological Cooperation with a
view to collect, analyse and identify ongoing toatechanisms, systems and initiatives to promage th
implementation of Articles 16 to 19 of the Conventi and to propose strategies for practical
implementation of the programme of work on techgglaransfer and scientific and technical
cooperation. In paragraph 5 of the same decisianConference of the Parties invited "Parties t&ama
submissions to the Executive Secretary on the apand options to apply measures mueghanisms
to technology transfer and cooperation (UNEP/CBDARBDL9/Add.2) no later than foamonths prior to
the meeting of theAd Hoc Technical Expert Group” and, in paragraph 6, retpebthe Executive
Secretary “to analyse the views submitted and tevdod the results together with tpeoposals and the
views of the Parties to the expert group for itskyvoBy paragraph 8 of the same decision, the Eteeu
Secretary was requested to invite relevant conmasitand international organizations and initiatites
contribute to the work of the Expert Group.

2. In order to convey this invitation, notification8@-056 and 2006-057 were sent in June 2006 to
Parties and Governments as well as relevant coiovesnand international organizations and initiagive
Reminders were sent in December 2006 (notificatRd6s-127 and 2006-128) and in March 2007 (2007-
028 and 2006-129).

3. The present note presents a compilation of the s/iewbmitted. As requested by paragraph 7 of
decision VIII/12, the compilation will also be amxeel to the report of the meeting of the Expert Grou
for consideration by the ninth meeting of the Coarfee of the Parties, to be held in May 2008 inrBon
Germany.

4, The contributions have been reproduced in the famcthlanguage in which they were received.
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SUBMISSIONS FROM PARTIES

COLOMBIA

12/22/08 VIE 18:40 FAX 5688444 CANCTLIERIA CENTRO FAX

Convenio sobre la Diversidad Biologica
Notificacién SCED/SEL/MN/GD/S549688

Comentancs de Colombia al Documento UNEF/CBD/COP/E/ Sidd. 2-
Transferencia de Tecnologia y Cooperacion Técnica y Ciantifica — Addendum
Freparacién de propusstas sobre opciones para aplicar rmedidas y mecanismos para feciltar ef acoeso y is
gdopcion 8 ias lecnologias, e investigacitn de posibilidades y mecanismo de cooperscion con proceses de
ofros Convenios y Organizaciones intemacionales

Bl documento presenta los progresos en la aplicacién del programa de lrabajo de transferencia de
lecnoiogia y cooperarién clentifica y téonica. Cabe anotar que |as propuestas contenidas en el documenta
neo son juridicamente vinculantes. por © que se limitan a identificar opciones para las actividades.

En esie sentido, s bien el Convenio de Diversidad Bioibgica establece en el Arl. 18 que la transferencia de
tecnologia s un elemenio importante para aicanzar los objefivos del mismo, se concluye del documents
que existe aln un vacio signifcativo para alcanzar un conjunto de directrices gue regulen el entomo
juridico y t&cnico necesario para permitr procesos permanentes de fransferencia de lecnologia, asi como
de cooperacion cientifica y técnica, tarea imperativa para avanzar an la implementacidn del Convenio,

En aras de maximizar la eficiencia de los procesos de Lransterencia de lecnologla, se debe oplar por la
asignacion de prioridades de acuerdo con las necesidades especificas nacionaies en materia de
mmaﬁehaﬂoghqummnm deberan estar orentadas a.
Fortalecer las capacidaces nacionales y las capacidades relacionadas con los sistemas de
hmﬁgmmlmvm

- Prioridades ecrobgicas (Wemeas de valoracidn y superwsibn, procesos pars la utilizacion
sosienible de la diversidad biologica)

Asi mismo, es importante distingur entre las nociones de transferencia de lecnoiogia y cooperacién
tecroiogica, leniendo en cuenta gue en el contexto del Convenio, la translerencia de tecnologia no debe
ser un eemento (nico y temporal Sine un proceso conlinuo dertre de los mecanismos de cooperacién
integral a largo plazo, orientade a la creacion de capacidad para el manejp sostenible de |a diversidad
biologica.

hmmdeMWMWMMdMMW

cue contribuyen a cumpir con los tres objetivos del Cenvenio, |8ase: la conservacidn de la diversidad
bickbgica, 2 utilizacion sostenible de sus componertes; y la distribucion justa y equitativa de ios beneficios
dimanantes de la ulilizacion de los recursos gendlicos. Aungue ésta distincion es valda, es importante
aclarar que el cbjetivo de las tecnologias en cuestion no deberia ser expresamente relacionado con los
obyetives de ia Convencitn. en el sentdo de que pueden haber tecnologias acoesorias que conlribuyan al
cumplimiento de los mismos, sin qua su objefivo pdncipal ylo primaro sean éstos especificamente.
Considerando esto, el alcance de la politica debe abarcar una nocidn ampliada de las lecnoiogias que
cortrbuyen - directa o incirectiamente - a cumpli los objetivos del Convenic,

Se considera conveniente el marco dispuesto por el At 16 del Convenic que insta por condiciones
preferenciales psra la transferencia de tecnologia para los paises en desarollo, de conformidad
iquaimente con las disposiciones relacionadas con el mecanismo financiero contenidas en los Art. 20 y 21,
sin fr en detnmento de la protecciim oforgada por los Derechos de Propiedad Imelectual en virtud del

Rooz
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mmmMﬂm”mumwmmeHMIarﬂm;
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mﬁomlmmum,wmnhmmhmﬂhh
mmanmwmwnmhmbmamnr
mmﬁmmmymma Lo antenior con el fin de atender las deficiencias en
emcuwdqinunmpwammmmﬁumdmﬂcmmnm
ce lafaha ammmydmmmm.

mmmumqmmhmmmumhm
pndanydmwufumdem mluumhs.plumypdhm
muywm.mmumu incumplimiento, resultanda en instrumentos eficaces
mmumammmmmmumm.

EumhmmmmMudummMmthemh:
pnhuwviudnmn.hdmrmhmmu dcanzable no sblo por via de la accion
um&mwmhmmWhmmmrmuHWBd

" Asimismo, s ¢liminacién de las barrcras arancelariss yummamammmmm
WMMnhﬁmm%mm ummmmmhmm
mubinesy,nummia.hduuhtmdqhmlaﬂmihmimammm“md-
kmﬁdw“dﬁmphﬂnmw Véase Actividad de Apeyo A3 UNEPehdicop'®/) HAdd 2
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CUBA

Observaciones al documento sobre Transferenciadeologia Cooperacion
Técnica y Cientifica en el Marco del Convenio dedpsidad Bioldgica

Como resultado del analisis del documento UNEP/CEI}N/8/19/Add.2 hemos arribado a las siguientes
observaciones:

1. En el parrafo 14 consideramos importante expliddareferente a la capacidad de absorcion de
las transferencia de tecnologia que deben posegralses receptores, los que deben contar con
determinados conocimientos y aptitudes para pod@ptar con éxito los conocimientos
tecnoldgicos foraneos.

La capacidad de absorcion abarca las fases dediafagny adaptacion de la transferencia de
tecnologia y la misma esté determinada por losesites factores:

= El nivel y la naturaleza del sistema de ensefianza;

= La aplicacién de los resultados de la investigabidsica a usos concretos y el desarrollo de
nuevos productos;

= Régimen de propiedad intelectual empleado en slrpaéptor;

= El desnivel tecnoldgico entre la tecnologia usadaek mercado nacional y el de la
tecnologia que se importa;

o Capacidad de los empresarios locales de hacersiomes arriesgo, y a sus aptitudes en
materia de gestion y organizacion empresarial.

2. En el parrafo 17 proponemos adicionar al final:d€asiones ocurre que durante el proceso de
cooperacion cientifica y tecnoldgica entre paissadollados y paises en desarrollo se produce
transferencia de conocimientos y tecnologia consulteado del éxodo de profesionales
universitarios y tecnélogos hacia los paises delalps, por diversos motivos vinculados con
vias mas expeditas para alcanzar niveles supederespecializacion, mejoras econémicas, etc.
En general, en este éxodo el capital humano gtraslada hacia los paises desarrollados es el de
mas alta calificacion.

Estos problemas provocan que se produzcan desemslien la equidad de los procesos de
cooperacion y como consecuencia de ello se prafandy ensanchan las diferencias entre los
paises en desarrollo y los desarrollados.
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GERMANY

View submitted by Germany

Notification 2006-057 und 2006-127
Decision VII1/12: technology transfer and cooperaitbn

1. Germany appreciates the information on the mwalscand options to apply measures and mechanisms
to technology transfer and cooperation containegbitument UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19/Add.2

2. In general we believe that it is urgently neetitechake a real effort in translating the todaydacaic
theories and our commitments presented in the idasi®n TT into action. This may be done in small
steps in a well designed step-by-step approach gntkarning by doing but it could also, if the
framework allows such development, done in an damistbroader and visionary approach.

3. Any effective implementation and developmeni®f relevant to the Convention depends on a clear
commitment by all Parties. We fully agree with parh(a) that biodiversity TT needs to be driven by
demand/the recipient country needs. This requisea arucial precondition that the host country must
assess what knowledge and technologies are ne&tedfurther requires that this shall be part of a
national implementation plan which indicates theamal actors and who needs which technology.

4. Only a clear understanding of the concrete T8deeelevant to the Convention by Parties willvalkp
focussed commitment and strategic support in implging the PoW TT and any related activities in
support.

5. We also believe that it will be necessary topado general understanding of the term “technology
transfer”. The EG TT CBD has started to reflect®echnology transfer” and “technology cooperation”.
We should find a definition which reflects both cepts. To facilitate this discussion we have attddh
Annex (a) two definitions of “technology transfelQne is presented in our publication “TT via the
German CHM” and the other stems from the IEA/CT¢uloent “Technology without Borders”.

6. Before starting the development and implememtiatf an extensive work programme with heavy work
load on TT it will be also important to clearly feen” the existing initiatives actually facilitagnT T
relevant to the Convention. The document contai@s dood examples of such initiatives: the ISAAA
and the CGIAR.

7. It may be a result of the national analysis leé toncrete needs of technologies relevant to the
Convention that new initiatives like ISAAA may beeated by “pooling patents” and technologies for
developing countries and countries in transitiotilitating an easier access to and the transfehade
technologies, including long-term partnerships eagacity building.

8. We should avoid duplication of efforts and makaeximum use of synergistic work between the
different TT-Expert Groups of the CBD and UNFCCCwad| of the joint liaison group of the three Rio

conventions. In bundling efforts the private sect@y become more interested in mobilizing financial
and technological resources that match the TT nesddgant to the Convention. This could also help t

broaden the base of financing for TT.

9. Information systems are supportive elemémtthe development of the PoW on TT. But they can n

replace personnel contacts. The Clearing-House dtésim (CHM) of the CBD should be developed and
promoted as the relevant mechanism to disseminébemation on technologies and best practices in
technology transfer relevant to the Conventionwill be an important task to design the role and

/...
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functionality of the information system facilitagjinTT. Any development in this direction needs to be
based on concrete needs and also expectationsifmeds Parties and future users. The role anceroéh
the CHM in this respect should be clear. Any depalent should be demand-driven and not contain all
and any area of technology. This development shogildiscussed in conjunction with the IAC CHM.

10. It will be also of importance to introduce neencepts on “facilitating TT” at CBD meetings like
COP and SBSTTA. As we stated before the predomimajarity of any TT is based on former personnel
contacts — meetings. These meetings allow the egehaf ideas and facilitate contact building betwee
future partners. We should discuss how we couldemaiactical use of future COP and SBSTTA
meetings for “TT match making” and contact buildimgrposes. One option could be to organise special
and TT-focussed “TT Fairs” or workshops “To Meet thieed (see para 56). This could be for example
done by identifying the needs of a sub-region/oguand bring relevant technology supplier to this
meeting.

11. It will be crucial of successful TT to promagpelicies and institutional changes that lead to the
removal of barriers and increased market penetratidiodiversity friendly technologies.

12. We generally support the idea to identify ifpegpriate a central national consulting point on
technology access and transfer (section D. pagéh#.central consulting point could be the CHM NFP
itself who might organise the relevant activitiedated to the use of the CHM as the information
mechanism of the CBD to facilitate access to aadsfier of information on CBD relevant technologies.

13. We also support the idea of the AHTEG on TTlemipg the value of a Biodiversity Technology
Initiative (BTI) as a central initiative for the ptementation of an overall Biodiv-TT-Strategy. Omajor
role of a BTI could be Capacity Building throughnkshops and training seminars but also a facilitato
preparing project proposals for Technology coopanat

14. The Equator-Initiative should be much more pted and disseminated as important initiative
offering a basket of practical TT experiences ratgvwo Developing countries.

15. In any TT or T. cooperation activity it will bkenportant to carefully consider the adaptation and
impact assessment (risk assessments) of the treetsfechnology.

16. We also see a need to analyse the existingrialateas guidelines, hand-books (UNDP-GEF
Handbook on Tech. Needs Assessment) etc. relevdathnology transfer and explore the potential and
practical applicability of these materials for h@pose of the Convention.

17. In support of the first implementing steps loé PoW of TT Germany is undertaking a concrete
national survey on existing, biodiversity relevaathnologies. The result will be a “catalogue of
biodiversity related technologies/technology sugsli which is the basis for any future contribution
TT.

Annex (a) Two descriptions of Technology Transfer

1) Source: BfN Skript 160 Technology Transfer via the Clearing-House Mechanim (CHM), 2005,
DE-CHM.

The real value of any TT lies in the local adaptatand integration of the technology on community o
national level. The whole process integrates teanef knowledge and hardware as well as capacity
building, training and financial support. TT shoedable the recipient to control and further depdhe
technology according to his needs so that it cbutes in a sustainable way to strengthen local
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economies, to generate additional income and tacesgboverty. This should be realised in long-term
technology cooperation partnerships.

2) Source: Technology without Borders — Internatioal Energy Agency / CTl 2001

What do we Mean by Technology Transfer?

The Report defines the term “technology transferadroad set of processes covering the flows afvkn
how, experience and equipment for mitigating anépéidg to climate change amongst different
stakeholders such as governments, private sectoiiesn financial institutions, non-governmental
organisations (NGOs) and research/education itistits.

Therefore, the treatment of technology transfethia Report is much broader than that in the UNFCCC
or of any particular Article of that Convention. &oroad and inclusive term “transfer” encompasses
diffusion of technologies and technology co-operaticross and within countries. It covers technplog
transfer processes between developed countrieg)agivg countries and countries with economies in
transition, amongst developed countries, amongseldping countries and amongst countries with
economies in transition. It comprises the procdsgearning to understand, utilise and replicate the
technology, including the capacity to choose it addpt it to local conditions and integrate it with
indigenous technologies.

The Report generally makes a distinction betweeweldped and developing countries. Although
economies in transition are included as developedntties under the UNFCCC, they may have
characteristics in common with both developed amgebbping countries.
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I SUBMISSIONS FROM RELEVANT CONVENTIONS AND
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

INTERNATIONAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE (ICC)

ICC Contribution to Preparation Work of the CBD Ad Hoc Technical Expert
Group on Technology Transfer and Scientific and Telenological
Cooperation

Comments on document UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19/Add.2 pemnttification dated 5 June 2006, concerning
the proposals and options to apply measures anblanestns to technology transfer and cooperation

The ICC is grateful for the opportunity to providemments on the proposals and options to apply
measures and mechanisms to technology transfec@mgkration, and welcomes the intensified work
envisioned in the coming months on this subjecivef® the private sector’'s critical role in effegtin
technology transfer and scientific and technoldgixeperation, the ICC also looks forward to being
partner in work aimed at eliminating obstacles dadilitating both access to and adaptation of
technologies with the necessary accompanying know-h

General Comments

The ICC places high priority on development of efifee technology transfer policies that promote the
capacity of people to benefit economically and/ocially from innovation. More specifically,
technology transfer is the process of developing practical applicaidrom the results of scientific
research.

There is an important role for governments in fagdbasic research and promoting science literacy.
However, technology transfer policies need to m@tythe marketplace for commercialization of basic
science if society is to benefit from the strengtithe market in distributing resources, as shdwough
examination of national experienges An effective and successful technology transégstem
incorporates both government support and privatios@centives and is based on three pillars:

1. A durable government commitment to science in education, research, regulation and related
infrastructure. There is no substitute for a national commitmentstience literacy in
education and research, and also in enforcing syie science-based regulation.  Without
commenting on funding options, it is vital for tlgovernment to create an enabling
environment for science and technology by investimngducation and training, supporting
basic and early applied research, and improvingnealogy-related physical infrastructure.
Clear and consistent processes for meeting legglirements underpin science-based
regulation.

! Finston SK. 2007. “Technology Transfer Snapshotenf Middle-Income Countries: Creating Socio-Economi
Benefits through Innovation”. Imtellectual Property Management in Health and Agricultural Innovation: A Handbook of Best
Practices (eds. A. Krattiger, RT Mahoney, L Nelsen, et &JHR: Oxford, U.K., and PIPRA: Davis, U.S.A. Avalble online at
www.ipHandbook.org.
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2. Broad rule-of-law protections, including strong intellectual property protections (IPP), in a

just and consistent court system. The assurance of a rule-of-law culture (enforceable
contracts, accurate and fair court systems, etstifies investment and enables innovation for
all commercial actors, both local and foreign. Awmdhese rule-of-law protections, effective
IPP protects commercially valuable, proprietaryenats and/or information, and is essential
to promote technology transfer. This is partidylarue in innovative industries using new
technologies, where patents are the primary agsetgenerating investment in innovative but
risky endeavors. It is important that strong, ptdble protections are afforded for all
inventions.

3. Legal means for private actors to benefit from investment in technology transfer. 1CC
recognises that countries operate under a rangelitital systems. Market-oriented policies
encourage risk taking and increase private sent@siment because the market can provide
rewards commensurate with risks taken by entrepreneMoreover, cross-border investment
generates technology spill-over effects includingotugh the transfer of proprietary
technologies, know-how and management technijue#rivate sector engagement in
technology transfer is driven by a potential oppoitly to realise financial benefits from the
investment

Specific Comments

1. The ICC agrees that prioritization is necessargrisure the success of work on this topic and
recommends that efforts focus on the following:

 Making full use of information systems (programmiengent 2) to increase access to
information about new technologies, their usesemtidl, and case studies about the transfer
of technologies and adaptations made to date;

* Conducting a review of national trade policies,esivnent regimes and export controls to
ensure that they support technology transfer (opti, iv, and xi).

» Providing guidance to countries on programmes t@peoe access to capital, guarantees, etc
for small and medium-sized companies (optiti) and to public institutions on options for
working in consortia, etc. (optiowiii); creating twinning arrangements (optigtv); and
public-private partnerships (optiom);

» Creating incentives for the private sector andiprectors to engage in technology transfer
(optionsxvii andxviii).

2. The ICC is particularly supportive of the propo&se item S6) to hold international technology
fairs and workshops in connection with Conventioretings to bring together technology
providers and users but also to build awarenessngnuzlegates of the important role of
technology in achieving the Convention’s objectives

3. The ICC believes that a separate body or grougeteesas a “consulting point” on technology
access and transfer (see optdi) is not necessary under the Convention but tleaCibnvention
could serve a central role in providing informatitmoth about available technologies and needs)
through the Clearing House and other informatisteys.

4. We do not see as a priority and, in fact, have eors about undue focus on technology
assessment (programme element 1) as a means obuating to enabling environments. Any

2 OECD, 2006, “Economic and Other Impacts of fore@prporate Takeovers in OECD Countries”, p10
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5.

efforts to harmonize or guide or dictate such asseats may well result in administrative
requirements or other filters that serve to bloavegnments, organisations, companies or
institutes from obtaining necessary new technobga¢her than facilitate timely access.

We also are concerned about the terminology fonriddcument 8/19/Add.2 and its predecessor
documents that suggests the need for impact assetsrand risk analysis to “ensure that
transferred technologies are economically viableciadly acceptable and environmentally
friendly.” Countries, and their citizens, should free to evaluate and seek access to new
technologies without screening or steering from ititernational community because what is
economically viable or socially acceptable will yavidely among countries but also within
countries. Under Article 16 of the Convention, tteehnologies for which we must create
enabling environments are those “that are relet@arthe conservation and sustainable use of
biological diversity or make use of genetic resesrand do not cause significant damage to the
environment,” not a subset of this which some - it others - may consider to be “socially
acceptable” or “environmentally friendly.” Relewampact or risk assessments by regulatory
authorities should be made available, along witterination about the technologies, via the
information systems discussed above.

In short, many of the options already identified b& expected to contribute to the shared goal of
increased access to and transfer of technologiesedsas enhanced scientific and technical
cooperation and the ICC is ready and willing to kvas a partner in the Convention process to
realize these goals. Great care must be takenevewthat the very effort aimed at creating
enabling environments does not itself create haroe administrative burdens that undermine our
objective. Similarly, expert and working groups addished under the Convention for other
purposes, should be informed of the work being ttallen to facilitate technology transfer and
cooperation and ensure that their own work doesfiustrate these efforts by creating new
barriers.
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UNEP DTIE INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY CE NTRE (IETC)
United Nations Environment Programme
Division of Technology, Industry, and Economics

IETC is active in the four areas relevant to doentriJNEP/CBD/COP/8/19/Add.2: technology
assessment, information systems, creating enabkmyironments and capacity-building and
enhancement. It should be noted, however, that diBC activities are focused on industry and
pollution control technologies rather than biodgrgr-related technologies.

Regardingechnology assessments: IETC has developed a Sustainability Assessmeat (8AT),
which guides a potential buyer through the procafs@ssessing various technologies according to
economic, environmental and social criteria. Thethmdology is still in the testing stage, and IEBC
planning to test it in several projects in ordevéoify the relevance and usefulness of the metloggian
selection processes. The goal is to have a finglae ready within 6 months to 1 year.

Regardinginformation systems: IETC has decided to discontinue its technologyaase,
Maestro, which was a internet-based information systemrevttechnology producers were encouraged to
provide basic information about their technologiddaestro was discontinued for a number of reasons,
including the fact that the number of new techn@sdisted in the database was relatively low as
compared to the technologies actually available lagidg developed. Moreover, the database was not
up-to-date, and therefore risked becoming mislapitirsome cases. Ensuring the database was kept up
to-date would have required significant financegaurces to, among other things, actively seanchea
technologies. IETC did not have the resources irequto maintain such an up-to-date and
comprehensive database.

As an alternative, IETC developed an internet-bastmmation system (ESTIS) for technology
networks to be able to share experiences and ledsamed. This system, which is free of charge, c
also be used to share experiences within speoifiwarks. UNEP is currently using this system for
network management, and the World Health Orgamimaind the United Nations Department of
Economic and Social Affairs have also started usimg tool. IETC establishes and maintains servers
around the world so the users do not have to maithair own servers. Please de#://www.estis.net/
and/or contact Mr. Robert Rodriguez (ietc@uneppfgr more details.

The same internet-based system could also seram @&nhabling environment, where specific,
targeted networks linked with specific issues capdrate and share information and best practites.
network may also be a useful tool in the promotidbSouth-South cooperation.

Regardingcapacity building: IETC almost always includes a capacity buildirgmponent as a
part of any project, but, as stated earlier, IEECmainly focused on pollution control/industrial
technologies. However, a few of the capacity batddactivities aimed at Government ministries, local
authorities, local communities and universitiesdemthe UNEP Iragi Marshlands project, included
elements of biodiversity management as their focus.

In addition to these comments, IETC has the foll@rgeneral observations on the document:

* The document appears as more as a “wish list” skipte activities and would benefit from
prioritisation. For example, there are no cosineges included, which adds to the impression
that this is just a first attempt to put all possilnleas on the table. Although this may be a good
point of departure for discussion, it will be impTt at some point for specific activities to be
prioritized and linked to costs.

* The document appears more delivery-driven rathean ttemand-driven. Although it is useful for
various UN agencies, and other international grplipised with this issue to provide information

/...
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on what they are doing and/or where they can detiupport, it will be essential that this be met
by real needs, expressed by the potential users.

» Best practices and various techniques are notyreallered in the document. One would assume
that there is significant knowledge at the natiozadl local level that can be utilized by other
countries.

» The document says little about the experiencesedatinrough scientific research and how these
results can be widely disseminated. In a field likegrated pest management, for example, there
have been a number of interesting field experietitaiscould be replicated by others depending
on the information provided in research journals.

 The document tends to focus on legal, trade anahfie-related issues, which may not be a
priority in the short run. Again, the more practie@proaches and needs should be covered in
order to balance out the delivery approach.

Finally, it should be noted that neither UNEP noostinternational organizations are involved in
technology transfeper se. Rather, technology transfer is normally conductebugh business-to-
business arrangements. The document does make bleaever, that current national import tax
system, particularly in some developing countrieay represent a barrier for the import of cuttitige
technologies.



