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Note by the Executive Secretary
l. INTRODUCTION

1. In Article 16 of the Convention on Biological Divgty, Parties recognized that access to and
transfer of technology among Contracting Partiesemsential elements for achieving the objectifes o
the Convention, and have undertaken to facilitattsaccess and transfer to other Parties of teobied
that are relevant to the conservation and sustiinage of biological diversity or make use of genet
resources and do not cause significant harm t@mlw@onment. Articles 16 to 19 of the Conventioh se
out how access and transfer of technology and teahand scientific cooperation are to be carriat o
Technology transfer and technology cooperatioride af direct relevance to Article 15 on access and
benefit-sharing. Indeed, Parties have recognizetidrBonn Guidelines on Access to Genetic Resources
and Fair and Equitable Sharing of the BenefitsiAgout of their Utilization that non-monetary béitse

to the provider of genetic resources could takeftinm of the transfer of knowledge and technology
under fair and most favourable terms, in partictéahnology that makes use of genetic resources.

2. To give effect to these provisions, the Confereofcéhe Parties adopted, in decision VII/29, a
programme of work on technology transfer and tetdgical and scientific cooperation. The programme
of work is intended to promote and facilitate ttansfer of and access to technologies from devdltpe
developing countries, including the least developetbng them and small island developing States, as
well as countries with economies in transitionwadl as among developing countries and other Partie
It consists in four main elements: (i) technologsessment; (ii) information systems; (iii) creating
enabling environments; and (iv) capacity-buildimgl @ nhancement.

3. In decision VIII/12, paragraph 4, the Conferencehsf Parties decided to establishAsh Hoc
Technical Expert Group on Technology Transfer anikr8ific and Technological Cooperation with a
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view to collect, analyse and identify ongoing toateechanisms, systems and initiatives to promage th
implementation of Articles 16 to 19 of the Conventi as well ago propose strategies for practical

implementation of the programme of work on techgpldransfer and scientific and technical

cooperation

4, In paragraph 10 of decision VIII/12, the Conferenfehe Parties indicated that the mandate of
the Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group shall be as set out ingiewiVI1/29, paragraph 7. Further to the
adoption of the programme of work by the same dmtisn this paragraph, the Conference of the Parti
requested the Executive Secretary to establishxperegroup on technology transfer and scientifid a
technical cooperation, which would work through céilenic consultations and long-distance
communications as well as through meetings in awtjan with the informal advisory committee of the
clearing-house mechanism.

5. According to paragraph 7 of decision VII/29, thepest group was to assist the Executive
Secretary in the:

a. Preparation of proposals on options to apply instihal, administrative, legislative and policy
measures and mechanisms, including best practisesgll as to overcome barriers, to facilitate
access to and adaptation of technologies on thiécpddimain and to proprietary technologies by
developing countries and countries with economiegansition (“proposals” hereafter); and in
particular, on measures and mechanisms that:

0] Foster an enabling environment in developing angeld@ed countries for
cooperation as well as the transfer, adaptation diftlusion of relevant
technologies;

(i) Provide, in accordance with existing internatioraddligations, incentives to
private-sector actors as well as public researshtutions in developed country
Parties, to encourage cooperation and transferecdfinblogies to developing
countries, through, e.g., technology transfer pognes or joint ventures;

(iii) Promote and advance priority access for Partieedaesults and benefits arising
from technologies based upon genetic resourcesidadvby those Parties, in
accordance with Articlel9, paragraph 2, of the @oiwn, and to promote the
effective participation in related technologicadearch by those Parties;

(iv) Promote innovative approaches and means of tecgmotansfer and cooperation
such as Type 2 partnerships, in accordance witlotubeme of the World Summit
on Sustainable Development, or transfers amongsatosolving in particular the
private sector and civil society organizations;

b. Exploration of possibilities and mechanisms of @ragion with processes in other Conventions
and international organizations, such as the EXpestip on Technology Transfer (EGTT) under
the United Nations Framework Convention on Clin@kainge (“exploration” hereafter”).

6. Part (a) of this mandate reflects activity 3.1.2had programme of work on technology transfer
and technological and scientific cooperation, ungesggramme area 3 on “enabling environments”.
Under this activity, the Executive Secretary waguessted to undertake a “compilation and synthefsis o
information, including case studies, and prepanaiidd guidance” on the issues enumerated in the
previous paragraph.

u In addition to electronic consultations, membeishe group met back-to-back to SBSTTA at its efel
meeting, on 27 November 2005, in Montreal. Please document UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19, paragraphs 8-11,damdment
UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19/Add.2 (UNEP/CBD/AHTEG-TTSTC/3/AdY, paragraphs 2 — 7, for details on the workhig expert

group.
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7. In accordance with this decision, the Executiver&cy established the expert group, and prepared
the proposals and exploration, for consideratiorthgyeighth meeting of the Conference of the Partie
as document UNEP/CBD/8/19/Add.2. In decision VRl/ithe Conference of the Parties took note of the
proposals and of the exploration contained in tisument, and invited Parties to make submissions
thereon to the Executive Secretary no later thamr foonths prior to the meeting of thed Hoc
Technical Expert Group. The Conference of the BPaméquested the Executive Secretary to analyse the
views submitted and to forward the results togettigr the proposals and the views of Parties toAtie
Hoc Technical Expert Group for its work. The Executivecretary was also requested to invite relevant
conventions and international organizations antibiies to contribute to the work.

8. Views on document UNEP/CBD/8/19/Add.2 that wereereed further to this invitation are
compiled in document UNEP/CBD/AHTEG-TTSTC/INF/1. rFcease of reference, document
UNEP/CBD/8/19/Add.2 is reproduce@rbatimas document UNEP/CBD/AHTEG-TTSTC/3/Add. 1.

9. Section Il of the present note points to othervaht decisions and recommendations thatthéioc
Technical Expert Group may wish to take into coesition. The analysis of the views submitted is
provided in section Ill. Section IV identifies amber of strategic elements to support the workefd
Hoc Technical Expert Groum further considering the initial proposals and/eleping a strategy for
practical implementation of the programme of work technology transfer and scientific and
technological cooperation.

. OTHER PERTINENT DECISIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR
CONSIDERATION BY THE EXPERT GROUP

A. Decision VII1/17 on private-sector engagement

10. In paragraph 9 of decision VIII/17, on private secengagement, the Conference of the Parties
invited the Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group on Tedbgy Transfer and Scientific and Technical
Cooperation to address the role of the privateosentachieving the three objectives of the Coniamt
and to consider the relevance of decision VIll/&i7the work of the Expert Group, and to report ¢oer

to the Conference of the Parties. The decisioapsaduced verbatim in Annex | of the present note.

11. The Expert Group may wish to take this invitatiotoi consideration in its deliberations, and to
report on it accordingly.

B. Recommendation 2/1 of the Ad-hoc Open-ended Working Group on Review of
I mplementation of the Convention, on implementation of goals 2 and 3 of the Strategic Plan

12. The Ad-hoc Open-ended Working Group on Review oplémentation of the Convention at its

second meeting, which took place in Paris from 938/ 2007, considered, under item four of its
agenda, priority areas for capacity-building, ascés and transfer of technology and technology
cooperation. Its recommendation thereon was sulesgiguincluded in recommendation 2/1, on

implementation of goals 2 and 3 of the StrategamPunder identical sub-heading.

13. In the preamble of recommendation 2/1, the Workdrgup emphasized the importance of the issue
of access to and transfer of technology and tedgyolcooperation, and scientific and technical
cooperation, in the implementation of the Convantéod, in that respect, of the mandate of the Ad Ho
Technical Expert Group on Technology Transfer amger8ific and Technological Cooperation. In
paragraph 14 of the same recommendation, the Wgpi@ioup notes the need to provide Parties with
additional information on guidance, initiatives, chanisms, systems and tools to improve technology
transfer and cooperation, including:
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(@) Approaches to technology transfer and cooperatibittwaddress the prioritized needs
of countries based on priorities in the nationaldbiersity strategies and action plans rather tiham
specific and global approaches;

(b) Bilateral and multilateral cooperation agreememstsn@ans to achieve effective transfer
of technology;

(© Guidance and initiatives to increase privatet@eengagement and strengthen enabling
environment for investments at the national level.

14. The Expert Group may wish to take the pertinentsediion of recommendation 2/1 of the Working

Group, and the need expressed in paragraph 14 eofrdbommendation, into consideration in its

deliberations. The advance unedited version ofstlile-section of recommendation 2/1 is reproduced
verbatim in Annex Il of the present document.

1. ANALYSISOF VIEWSSUBMITTED BY PARTIESAND INTERNATIONAL
ORGANIZATIONS ON DOCUMENT UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19/ADD.2

15. Views on document UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19/Add.2 were sitieich by Colombia, Cuba, and
Germany, as well as by the International ChamberCoimmerce (ICC) and the International
Environmental Technology Center of the United NagioEnvironment Programme/Division of
Technology, Industry an Economics (IETC).

A. General comments

16. Several submissions provided comments of a genetare.Colombianoted that that the proposals
contained in the document are not legally bindisugg are therefore limited to identifying options fo
activities, and further explained that there iggaiicant void that needs to be filled in orderctamplete the
crucial task of achieving a set of guidelines tgulate the legal and technical environment requiced
ongoing technology transfer processes, and fontdgteand technical cooperation, in order to mémevard
with the implementation of the Convention.

17. Germanyexpressed the belighat it is urgently needed to make a real effarttianslating the today
academic theories and our commitments presentégeimecisions on TT into action. This may be done
in small steps in a well designed step-by-step @ggit and by learning by doing but it could alsahié
framework allows such development, done in an aousitoroader and visionary approach.”

The International Chamber of Commerawlicated that it places high priority on develamnof effective
technology transfer policies that promote the capaxf people to benefit economically and/or sdogial
from innovation.

B. Conceptualizing and defining technology transfer

18. Several submissions addressed how to define andeptualize technology transfer. Further to
observations by members of the electronic expedumr the proposals contained in document
UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19/Add.2, in paragraph 17, had alyeexplained that, in undertaking activities on
enabling environments, it would be important toogrize the crucial links and differences between
technology transfer and scientific and technoldg@@operation — the two elements addressed by the
programme of work. Technology transfer, in par@euln the context of the third objective of the
Convention, would not be effective as an on-ofivdiyt, but would need to be embedded in integrated,
long-term scientific and technological cooperatiaich would also provide a key mechanism for the
effective building or enhancement of capacity inaleping countries and countries with economies in
transition.Colombiare-affirmed this observation and underlined theangnce of drawing a distinction
between the concepts of technology transfer arthtdogical cooperation.



UNEP/CBD/AHTEG-TTSTC/3
Page 5

19. Colombiaalso referred to the distinction of relevant tembgies under the Convention as those that
contribute to meeting the objectives of the Conimn{that is, according to Article 16 (1), techngiles
that are relevant to the conservation and sustiinage of biological diversity or make use of genet
resources and do not cause significant harm temv@onment) and noted that, while this distinctisn
valid, it would be important to clarify that the ajoof said technologies should not be expressly tie
the objectives of the Convention, in the sensettiere may be associated technologies that cotgriiou
the achievement of those objectives without necigswlding them as their main and/or foremostigoa
Taking this into account, the policy must be broadcope when it comes to the concept of technetogi
that contribute — directly or indirectly — to achiieg the objectives of the Convention.

20. In the context of paragraph 17 of document UNEP/CBDP/8/19/Add.2, Cuba pointed to the
problem of “brain drain”, explaining that it causesbalances with regard to the equity of cooperatio
processes and results in a deepening and broadehitifferences between developing and developed
countries. Cuba therefore suggested amending qoiadr7 as follows: occasionally, during the process
of scientific and technical cooperation betweeneffgyed and developing countries, there is a tramdfe
knowledge and technology resulting from the exodfisuniversity professionals and technologists
towards developed countries, for various reasoried to more expeditious means of achieving higher
levels of specialization, better economic condgioetc. In general, it is the most highly skilleahtan
capital that is involved in this exodus toward deped countries.

21. Germanyalso believes that it will be necessary to adopjeaeral understanding of the term
technology transfer. Referring to the reflectionfs the electronic expert group on the links and
differences between “technology transfer” and “tealbgy cooperation”, Germany is of the opinion that
the expert group should find a definition whichleefs both concepts. In order to facilitate this
discussion, Germany provided two definitions ottteology transfer”:

* “The real value of any TT lies in the local adajpdat and integration of the technology on
community or national level. The whole processgrates transfer of knowledge and
hardware as well as capacity building, training afiilancial support. TT should enable the
recipient to control and further develop the teclogy according to his needs so that it
contributes in a sustainable way to strengthen lloeeonomies, to generate additional
income and to reduce poverty. This should be redlia long-term technology cooperation
partnerships.” (Source: BfN Skript 160°‘ Technology Transfer via the Clearing-House
Mechanism (CHM), 2005, DE-CHM).

« “[...] as a broad set of processes covering the fl@f/fknow-how, experience and equipment
for mitigating and adapting to climate change amsingdifferent stakeholders such as
governments, private sector entities, financiatitn§ons, non-governmental organisations
(NGOs) and research/education institutiongSource: Technology without Borders —
International Energy Agency / CTI 2001).

22. While not referring to the need for work on concgizing or defining technology transfer, the
International Chamber of Commerce (ICC) providesl ftllowing definition:* technology transfeis the
process of developing practical applications frdma tesults of scientific research.”

C. Need for priority setting

23. A number of submissions underlined the need totifyepriorities in the further work on technology
transfer and scientific and technological cooperatiand identified concrete priorities from the
perspective of the country or the organizationsTub-section references only those elements tha w
explicitly characterized as priorities by the suttimg Party or organization. It is noteworthy howev
that the submissions, by providing views on certd@ments but not on others, may also allow deducin
some prioritization in an indirect manner. Thosamants are discussed in the other sub-sections.

/...
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24. Colombiaexplained that, in the interest of maximizing #fficiency of technology transfer processes,
priorities must be set according to specific natioreeds with regard to technology transfer, aiateth order:

» Strengthening national capacities and capabilfigrtaining to research and innovation systems.

» Technological priorities (valuation and monitoriteghniques, processes for the sustainable use
of biological diversity).

25. The International Chamber of Commerce (IC&jreed that prioritization is necessary to ensuge
success of work on the topic, and recommendecdeffats focus on the following:

» Making full use of information systems (programnhengent 2) to increase access to information
about new technologies, their uses, potential,Gseé studies about the transfer of technologies
and adaptations made to date;

» Conducting a review of national trade policies gstynent regimes and export controls to ensure
that they support technology transfer (optidisiv, and xi of the proposals contained in
document UNEP/CBD/8/19/Add.2).

» Providing guidance to countries on programmes ttaroe access to capital, guarantees, etc for
small and medium-sized companies (optidii) and to public institutions on options for working
in consortia, etc. (optiomiii); creating twinning arrangements (optigiv); and public-private
partnerships (optiorv);

» Creating incentives for the private sector and ifpreactors to engage in technology transfer
(optionsxvii andxuviii).

26. The UNEP DTIE International Environmental Technology n@ noted the broad scope of
document UNEP/CBD/8/19/Add.2 and further stated, tvhile it provides a good point of departure for
the discussion, at one point of time the actuaivitiets need to be prioritized and put against aktu
costs.”

27. As regards broadness of the document, it is notdwrdhat some members of the electronic expert
group, in discussing the draft of document UNEP/CBIDO/Add.2, had also questioned the direct
relevance and practicability of some elements, andgarticular of those under chapter B of the
proposals, but that the group eventually agreeletp the proposals broad and hence to keep these
elements for the time being in order to reflectth@ead mandate given to the groap.

D. Cooperation with other organizations, initiatives and conventions

28. Colombianoted that, in the context of Article 16, whichpsiliates preferential terms for the transfer
of technology to developing countries, internatlionaoperation and financing, in conjunction with
financial institutions, is key to capacity-building

29. Germanyunderscored the importance to “screen” existingatives that are actually facilitating
technology transfer of relevance to the ConventiNiting that the document contains two good
examples of such initiatives (the ISAAA and the 8R), Germanyalso said that the Equator Initiative
should be much more promoted and disseminated aspartant initiative offering a basket of practica
technology transfer experiences that are relewadéveloping countries.

2/ See UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19/Add.2, paragraph 3.
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30. Moreover, duplication of efforts should be avoidead synergistic work should be used to the
maximum possible, between the different technolivggsfer expert groups of the CBD and UNFCCC,
as well of the joint liaison group of the three Ranventionsa/

31. TheInternational Chamber of Commerce (ICi@jicated that, given the private sector’s criticake

in effecting technology transfer and scientific aadhnological cooperation, it looks forward torgea
partner in work aimed at eliminating obstacles dadilitating both access to and adaptation of
technologies with the necessary accompanying knmm-h

32. TheUNEP DTIE International Environmental Technologyn@s (IETC)pointed to the necessity of
creating networks through which to address priodrgas — assuming that there is a significant
knowledge, including research, at the national kal level that can be utilized by other countries
IETC pointed to the example of integrated pest mamaent, under which a number of interesting field
experiences have been accomplished and could lily egdicated by others, just depending on the
information given in research journals.

E. Role of the private sector

33. Several submissions underscored the importancéefptivate sector in technology transfer and
cooperation, and of associated instrume@@lombia noted the private sector's dominant hold on the
relevant global technology and underscored the ablmcentive measures, including negative incentiv
measures (see also sub-section below, on individot and means).

34. Cubaidentified that capacity of local entrepreneursreest at a risk, and their management and
business organization skills, as being one facaterdhining the capacity of countries on the recgjvi
end to absorb the transferred technology.

35. In the context of avoiding duplication of effortedamaximizing synergy between the CBD and
UNFCCC expert groups as well as within the joiatdon group of the three Rio conventio@grmany
explained that by bundling efforts, the private teeanight become more interested in mobilizing
financial and technological resources that matck tachnology transfer needs relevant to the
Convention, which could also help to broaden tharicial basis for technology transfer.

36. The International Chamber of Commerce (IC@pted the critical role of the private sector in
effecting technology transfer and scientific ancht®logical cooperation, and further explained #rat
effective and successful technology transfer systesuld incorporate both government support and
private sector incentives, based on three pilléjsa durable government commitment to science in
education, research, regulation and related infrestre; (ii) broad rule-of-law protections, inclaog
strong intellectual property protections, in a jastd consistent court system; and (iii) legal mefans
private actors to benefit from investment in tedbgy transfer.

F. Removing barriers/obstacles

37. Several submissions addressed the removal of kmrded obstacles, including trade-related
obstacles, and/or pointed to the importance ofaneating new obstacle€olombianoted the role of
direct foreign investment as the dominant mecharfianmechnology transfer to developing countries,
and pointed to State action on the receiving each sis increasing the flexibility of tariff and ntariff
barriers to trade and investmeatBut diversifying instruments would also call fdret creation of
monetary and non-monetary incentives in econonmethe providing end (see also next sub-section). In
addition, Colombia also referred to the rationale of support activig3 in document

3/ See the discussion in document UNEP/CBD/COP/8d®.2, paragraphs 25 to 32.
4/ See options (iii) and (iv) of document UNEP/CBRQYE/8/19/Add.2.
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UNEP/CBD/8/19/Add.2, namely, that the eliminatioh tariff and non-tariff barriers by developed
countries for certain biodiversity-related good$ a@ntribute to increase the demand for imported
biodiversity-related goods, which will subsequentigrease the demand for technologies for sustinab
use of the underlying biodiversity assets in expgrtleveloping countries.

38. Colombia also said that, in order to avoid creating disitises for the process of technology
transfer, the access to and the transfer of teagnahould not be detrimental to the protectiomtafilectual
property rights.

39. Germanyalso noted that it will be crucial for successkthnology transfer to promote policies and
institutional changes that lead to the removalafiers and increased market penetration of biaslitye
friendly technologies.

40. The International Chamber of Commerce (IC€3id that great care must be taken to ensurettbat t

very effort aimed at creating enabling environmeiotstechnology transfer and cooperation does not
itself create barriers or administrative burderet tlndermine our objective, and suggested informing
expert and working groups, established under thev@ution for other purposes, of the work being
undertaken to facilitate technology transfer andpesation, and to ensure that their own work dags n

frustrate these efforts by creating new barriers.

41. The UNEP DTIE International Environment Technology Gemoted that, while the technology
transfer aspects are normally business-to-busiossted arrangements, the national import taxesyst
of several developing countries is in itself prativte for import of cutting-edge technologies.

G. I ndividual tools and means

42. Several submissions commented on individual meand #ols suggested in document
UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19/Add.2.

Biodiversity Technology Initiative (BTI)

43. Germanyindicated support for the idea of the Expert Grexploring the value of a Biodiversity
Technology Initiative (see supporting activity S¥ document UNEP/CBD/8/19/Add.2), as a central
initiative for the implementation of an overall Hiversity-related technology transfer strategy. One
major role of a BTl could be capacity building thglh workshops and training seminars, but the
initiative could also act as a facilitator in preipg project proposals for technological cooperatio

44. In paragraph 15 of decision VIII12, on technologgnsfer and cooperation, the Conference of the
Parties requested the Executive Secretary to exppwssibilities of developing a ‘Biodiversity
Technology Initiative’, taking into account the @hkte Technology Initiative (CTI). Further to this
request, the Executive Secretary prepared a deaftrt, which will be made available to the Expert
Group as an information document.

Incentive measures

45. Colombiasaid that developing country Parties are requiogulay a facilitative role to enable access
by private initiatives, but applying only legishati and policy measures would seem to be a bitdoias
incentives — tax exemptions, subsidized loans etoust also be established. Such incentives would
obviously be considered within the framework ofdkigistrumentss

5/ See options (xvii) and (xviii) of document UNEBD/COP/8/19/Add.2.
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46. Moreover, according t&olombig negative incentives could — and should — als@pglied. By
increasing the cost of non-compliance with envirental strategies, plans and policies, those woeld b
stronger and well-enforced, turning them into diffex instruments in promoting demand for
environmentally sound technologies at the receieind.

47. The International Chamber of Commerddentified the creation of incentives for the i sector
and foreign actors to engage in technology transfeptions xvii and xviii in document
UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19/Add.2) as a priority area on vaHigture efforts should focus.

National consulting point of technology access aadsfer

48. Germanyindicated its general support of the idea to iifignas appropriate, a central national
consulting point on technology access and transfaing that this central consulting point couldthe
National Focal Point of the clearing house mechmanisThe Focal Point might organise the relevant
activities related to the use of the CHM as thernmiation mechanism of the CBD in order to faciétat
access to and transfer of information on relevactitiologies.

49. The International Chamber of Commerespressed its belief that a separate body or grogerve
as a “consulting point” on technology access aaddifer (see optiorii) would not be necessary under
the Convention. However, the Convention could sereentral role in providing information (both abou
available technologies and needs) through theinlgaouse mechanism and other information systems.

Technology Fairs

50. Both Germanyand thelCC are supportive of the proposal (option S6) to helthnology fairs and
workshops in connection with Convention meetingbriag together technology providers and users but
also to build awareness among delegates of the riamtorole of technology in achieving the
Convention’s objectivesGermanyin this connection observed that the predominaagority of any
technology transfer would be based on former peisoontacts though meetings. These meetings would
allow the exchange of ideas and facilitate contbatlding between future partners. Germany
recommended discussing how to make practical usdutnfre COP and SBSTTA meetings for
“technology transfer match making” and contact dind) purposes, for instance, by identifying thedsee

of a sub-region/country and bringing relevant tedbgy suppliers to this meeting.

H. Commentsrelated to individual elements of the programme of work
Programme element one: technology assessments

51. Several submissions made comments that relateetadhvities foreseen in element one of the
programme of work on technology transfer and sdierdnd technological cooperation: the preparation
of technology needs assessments, including thesiesat of needs for related capacity building; thved
preparation of transparent impact assessmentsisindmalyses of the potential benefits, risks apsts
associated with the introduction of technologies.

Identifying technology transfer needs

52. Several submissions underlined the importance @ftif/ing technology transfer needSolombia
said that the identification of each State’s specifeeds with regard to technology transfer, as a
precondition for satisfactory transfer of techngland technological and scientific cooperationais
essential complementary activity in order to geteesaclimate conducive to technology transfer.

6/ See option (xii) of document UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19d4/21
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53. Germanysaid that any effective implementation and develepinof technology transfer relevant to
the Convention would depend on a clear commitmgntalb Parties, and that it fully agrees with
paragraph 14 (a) of the proposals that biodiversghnology transfer would need to be driven by
demand/the recipient country needs. This would iregas a crucial precondition that the host country
must assess what knowledge and technologies adedewhich would further require that this should
be part of a national implementation plan whichigates the national actors and who needs which
technology. Only a clear understanding of the osetectechnology needs relevant to the Convention by
Parties would allow a focussed commitment and eggiatsupport in implementing the programme of
work on technology transfer and any related adtisiin support.

54. Making specific reference to the UNEDP-GEF Handbaok Technology Needs Assessments,
Germany also identified a need to analyse exigtiaterial such as guidelines, hand-books etc. rateva
to technology transfer and explore the potential practical applicability of this material for tipgrpose

of the Convention.

55. The UNEP DTIE International Environmental Technologyn@s (IETC)explained that, while it is
welcome that the various UN agencies linked witis fthsue provide information what they are doing
and/or can deliver in support, this has to be medt beal need, expressed by the potential users.

Undertaking technology impact/risk assessments

56. Several submissions addressed technology impadbransk assessment€olombianoted that gaps
would need to be addressed in the effectivenestedinologies used in the processes under the
Convention, owing to a lack of adequate impactsssents and technical analyses.

57. Germanynoted that it will be important, in any technologansfer or technology cooperation
activity, to carefully consider the adaptation amgact assessment (risk assessments) of the treatsfe
technology.

58. Thelnternational Chamber of Commerce (IC&)pressed concern about undue focus on technology
assessment as a means of contributing to enabliwgoaments, explaining thatany efforts to
harmonize or guide or dictate such assessmentswalyesult in administrative requirements or other
filters that serve to block governments, organi@ati companies or institutes from obtaining neagssa
new technologies rather than facilitate timely axé

59.The ICC also expressed concern about the terminology fouimd document
UNEP/CBD/COP/8/19/Add.2 and its predecessor doctsnghat suggests the need for impact
assessments and risk analysis to “ensure thatféragd technologies are economically viable, ségial
acceptable and environmentally friendly”, explagthat‘countries, and their citizens, should be free to
evaluate and seek access to new technologies witwyaening or steering from the international
community because what is economically viable oradly acceptable will vary widely among countries
but also within countries.”

60. The “preparation, as appropriate, of transparent impagsessments and risk analysis of the
potential benefits, risks and associated costs wlith introduction of technologies, including new
technologies, whose risks and benefits are notdggermined” are foreseen as activity 1.2.1 of the
programme or work on technology transfer and sifierdnd technological cooperation adopted by the
Conference of the Parties at its seventh meetihg. @rogramme of work identifies the Parties to the
Convention as the main actors in implementing #uivity, in collaboration with relevant nationaich
international stakeholders and with support from FGBnd from relevant international funding
organizations, as appropriate.
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61. The UNEP DTIE International Environmental Technologyn@e (IETC) made reference to its
recent development of the Sustainability Assessieat (SAT), which guides a potential buyer through
the process of assessing various technologies @lmgconomical, environmental and social point of
views.

Programme element two: information systems

62. Germany noted that information systems are supportive etdm to the development of the
programme of work on technology transfer, and frtktated thatithe Clearing-House Mechanism
(CHM) of the CBD should be developed and promotedh& relevant mechanism to disseminate
information on technologies and best practicessichhology transfer relevant to the Convention.ilk w

be an important task to design the role and fumetiidy of the information system facilitating TTmyA
development in this direction needs to be basedamtrete needs and also expectations presented by
Parties and future users. The role and niche ofGk#M in this respect should be clear. Any develagme
should be demand-driven and not contain all and arga of technology. This development should be
discussed in conjunction with the IAC CHM.”

63. As explained above, thimternational chamber of Commerce (IC@gentified making full use of
information as a priority for further work, and alsdicated that relevant impact or risk assesssnent
regulatory authorities should be made availablen@hith information about the technologies, viash
information systems.

64. Both Germanyand thelCC are supportive of the proposal (option S6) to helthnology fairs and
workshops in connection with Convention meeting® (8bove under individual tools and means).

65. The UNEP DTIE International Environmental Technologyn@e (IETC)described it experience in
operating a technology database, which was evéntdidcontinued for a number of reasons, and
provided information on its recent development ofiaternet based information system (ESTIS) for
networks to be able to share their experiencedemstns learned.

Programme element four: Capacity building and erdesment

66. Several submissions underlined the importance @ldty building. As explained before, the
strengthening of national capacities and capadslipertaining to research and innovation systenss wa
identified as a priority byColombia It further explained that the identification afchnology needs
would go hand-in-hand with activities aimed at btgbhnical and institutional capacity-building, and
referred back to the observation contained in desunNEP/CBD/COP/8/19Add.2, that technology
transfer would need to be embedded in integratety-term scientific and technological cooperation,
which would also provide a key mechanism for tHeaive capacity building or enhancement.

67. Cubaunderscored the importance to be specific abautépacity of countries on the receiving end
to absorb the technology transfer, since thosetdesmmust have certain knowledge and skills ireord
to be able to successfully adopt foreign technaligknowledge. It further explained that absorption
capacity covers the learning and adaptation phaseschnology transfer, determined by the following
factors: (i) the level and nature of the educaticgyatem; (ii) the application of basic researcsults to
concrete uses and new product development; (&)itkellectual property regime used in the countny
the receiving end; (iv) the technology gap betwtentechnology used on the national market and the
imported technology; and (v) local entrepreneuegacity to invest at a risk, and their managemadt a
business organization skills.

68. Quoting the work of ISAAA as an examplBermanyreferred to capacity building in the context of

creating new initiatives that, based on the nati@ralyses of concrete technology needs, facilitate
access to and the transfer of technologies. Thek vadrsuch initiatives might include long-term

/...
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partnerships and capacity buildingermanyalso noted that one major role of a Biodiversigcfinology
Initiative (see sub-section on means and tools eépboould be capacity building through workshops and
training seminars.

69. The UNEP DTIE International Environmental Technologyn@e (IETC) explained that capacity
building is almost always included as a part of #YC project. Noting that IETC is mainly involved
with pollution control/industrial environment, tisabmission further explained that a few of the cipa
building activities linked with the Iraqgi projecathe elements of biodiversity management as thein ma
focus.

V. POSSIBLE ELEMENTSOF A STRATEGY FOR PRACTICAL
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROGRAMME OF WORK ON
TECHNOLOGY TRANFER AND SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL
COOPERATION

70. According to paragraph 6 of decision VIII/12, thd hocTechnical Expert Group shall use the initial
proposals contained in document UNEP/CBD/COP/8/dé/A (UNEP/CBD/AHTEG-TTSTC/3/Add.1)
for its work, together with the analysis of viewshmitted, provided in the previous section, as \asll
the views themselves. Consistent with the viewsipea, the Expert Group, in its consideration af th
existing proposals contained in document UNEP/CBEIVEG-TTSTC/3/Add.1, may wish to take into
consideratiorinter alia the following strategic elements for further eledimn and/or added emphasis in
a strategy for practical implementation of the pemgme of workz

A. Biodiversity Technology I nitiative (BTI)

71. Further to supporting activity S7 in the initialoposals and to paragraph 15 of decision VIIl/12,
the Expert Group may wish to explore the value poskibility of a Biodiversity Technology Initiative
(BTI) and, in the event of a positive consideratioray wish to put more emphasis on the establishmen
of a BTl as a central initiative for supporting tiraplementation of an overall biodiversity-related
technology transfer strategy. The main purposehefBiodiversity Technology Initiative would be to
assist Parties in implementing Articles 16 to 19tleé Convention and the elements of the work
programme adopted by the Conference of the Partigs decision VI1/29, including through capacity
building through workshops and training seminarns.could bring countries together to foster
international cooperation, for instance by facilitg the development of technological cooperation
projects, and could involve the private sector ideo to facilitate the development and diffusion of
technologies of relevance to the Convention. Heastgblishment of the BTl would be consistent with
the observation that transfer and technology cagjmer should be embedded in integrated, long-term
mechanisms of technological cooperation rather thalated, one-time initiatives.

72. Further to decision VIII/12, document UNEP/CBD/AHGETTSTC/INF/2 provides an
exploration of possibilities for the developmentaoBT]I, taking into account the Climate Technology
Initiative (CTI). The CTI, which was launched in I by 23 OECD/International Energy Agency
member countries and the European Commission ier aodsupport the technology-related objectives of
the United Nations Framework Convention on Clinakenge, seems to show the useful role of such an
international network for the effective implemerdatof provisions on technology transfer.

73. In further exploring possibilities for developingB#odiversity Technology Initiative, thad hoc
Technical Expert Group may wish to consider thelofeing elements identified in document
UNEP/CBD/AHTEG-TTSTC/INF/2:

7/ Only those elements were explicitly identifiectthin accordance with the views provided, seemedeed
further elaboration and/or added emphasis.
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» Identification of candidates that could act as st listitution, bearing in mind the indicative list
of criteria provided in the note;

* Funding mechanisms and arrangements;

* Involvement and participation of developing couwdri and corresponding institutional
arrangements;

* Relationship with the Convention;
» Cooperative mechanisms with other organizationsimitietives.

74. The opportunities and mechanisms of cooperatiorutite elements of the programme of work
as provided in section Ill C of document UNEP/CBB/PEG-TTSTC/3/Add.1 could also be applied
within the framework of the BTI.

B. Conceptualizing technology transfer and cooperation, and prioritization of activities

75. In light of the references made be several subomsgsp paragraph 17 of the initial proposals ard th
links and differences between technology trangfer tachnology cooperation, the Ad hoc TechnicaleBxp
Group may wish to consider further elaboratiorheffanguage provided in paragraph 17.

76. Further to the views provided on prioritizationg #Broup may also wish to consider identifying other
priority activities, to be emphasized in the sggtéor practical implementation of the programmenairk,
and/or whether and where to introduce languagkeetfect that priorities must be set accordingpecific
national needs with regard to technology transfer.

C. I nvolvement of the private sector, and the provision of incentives

77. Several submissions underlined the role of theapeivsector. Given that much technology is
proprietary and in the hands of the private secnce progress is made in assessing technologiealsn
of specific countries or regions, it will be essahtto involve the private sector. Seminars or
technological forums could be organized at the amai or sub-regional levels with the active
participation of industry with a view to providingiformation to governments and institutions in
developing countries on available technologies bow to access them. Joint ventures and/or public-
private partnerships could facilitate access thrnetogy and play a role in the development of fagdi
mechanisms for technology transfer. Incentive messsoould be used in order to enhance the trangfer
relevant technology and technological cooperafidrese issues are already addressed in optionsaxv)
(xviii) of the initial proposals as well as in siect Il C on cooperation. Th&d hocTechnical Expert
Group may wish to consider whether to put more eas@on these elements.

8/ “A potential host institution of the prospectiBT| should, inter alia: (i) being a center of excellence
regarding relevant technical capacity and expedisehe CBD, its three objectives, and in particala Articles 16 to 19 (the
access to, and transfer of, technologies, includiiogechnologies, for the conservation and sustdénase of biodiversity or
technology that make use of genetic resources andod cause significant harm the environment, at age scientific and
technological cooperation); (ii) provide accessitstrong international network of relevant expartd partner institutions; (iii)
guarantee impatrtiality, ideally through a globalltitateral governance structure; (iv) provide scifint institutional flexibility to
enable the establishment of a Biodiversity Techgylmitiative under its umbrella (such as under lf&& provisions on special
activities and implementing agreements).”
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D. Cooperation with other organizations, initiatives and conventionsin
implementing the elements of the programme of work

78. Several submissions underlined the importance dafpemtion with other organizations,
initiatives and conventions for more effective teclogy transfer and scientific and technological
cooperation, with a view to avoid duplication of liand realize synergies whenever feasible. Alle
hoc Technical Expert Group may therefore wish to coesiithtegrating section 1l of document
UNEP/CBD/AHTEG-TTSTC/3/Add.1 into the strategy. Iparticular, sub-section C identifies
opportunities and mechanisms of cooperation urfteetements of the programme of work (technology
assessments, information systems, enabling envaotsn and capacity building and enhancement),
which are consistent with the views provided orséhelements.

The UNEP Bali Strategic Plan

79. In this connection, the Bali Strategic Plan for fiealogy Support and Capacity-building seems
to stand out as a highly relevant complementarbajlinitiative that could provide support to a &gy

for practical implementation of the programme ofrkv@n technology transfer and scientific and
technological cooperation. When adopting the pnogna of work, the Conference of the Parties, in
decision VII/29, already invited the United NatioBavironment Programme ttake into account the
need for technology transfer and technology coaofi@maand capacity-building under the Convention
when preparing and implementing the Inter-GoverrtaleStrategic Plan on Technology Support and
Capacity-Building, in order to ensure synergy anghort in the implementation of the programme of
work on technology transfer and cooperatiofitie Plan identifies areas that need to be addressat/

of which are also relevant in the context of thepmsals contained in document UNEP/CBD/AHTEG-
TTSTC/3/Add.19

E. South-South Cooperation

80. The programme of work on technology transfer andndigéic and technological cooperation,
under programme area four, on capacity building @nldancement, activity 4.4.1, calls upon relevant
international, regional and national organizaticsd initiatives to support the development and
operation of regional or international initiatives assist technology transfer and cooperation dsase
scientific and technical cooperation, particulathose initiatives designed to facilitate South-&out
cooperation and South-South joint development @f texhnologies. It should be noted that technology
and knowledge transfer was also one of the foedsardentified for enhancing South-South coopematio
at a brainstorming meeting of experts held at tB®Gecretariat in November 2006.

81. South-South cooperation holds significant poterfoalthe delivery of technology support and
capacity-building activities. South-South activétieccould be developed with a view to building
partnerships between public and private institigion different developing countries, with a view
bringing together the holders of available experttechnology and experience with identified needs,
well as identifying opportunities and practical magisms to facilitate South-South cooperation. The
ongoing work of UN Agencies, in particular UNEP addIDP, and initiatives such as NEPAD could
provide support to this work.

9/ See the discussion of the Bali Strategic Plawigea in document UNEP/CBD/AHTEG-TTSTC/2.
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Annex |

VIIN/17.  Private-sector engagement
The Conference of the Parties,

Recalling decisions IlI/6, V/11 and VI/26 of the Conferencé the Parties, in particular
objective 4.4 of the Strategic Plan (“Key actord astakeholders, including the private sector, are
engaged in partnership to implement the Converdiwh are integrating biodiversity concerns intorthei
relevant sectoral and cross-sectoral plans, pragesnand policies”),

Emphasizinghe need to involve all stakeholders in the immatation of the Convention and
the achievement of the 2010 target, while mindfisbathat responsibilities for implementation rest
primarily with Parties,

Noting the need to enhance voluntary commitments of tleater sector to, and strengthen
regulation in support of, the objectives of the @amtion,

Recognizinghat the private sector encompasses a broad rdrageons,

Noting that there are multiple reasons for promotingeahgagement of business and industry in
the implementation of the Convention, including thikkowing:

(@) The private sector is arguably the least erdjafall stakeholders in the implementation
of the Convention, yet the daily activities of mess and industry have major impacts on biodiwersit
Encouraging business and industry to adopt and @engood practice could make a significant
contribution towards the 2010 target and the objestof the Convention;

(b) Individual companies and industry associaticas be highly influential on Governments
and public opinion; thus, they have the potentakiise the profile of biodiversity and of the Cention
itself;

(© The private sector possesses biodiversity-aglevknowledge and technological
resources, as well as more general managemenrdycasand communication skills, which, if mobilized,
could facilitate the implementation of the Conventi

Welcomingongoing and new initiatives to engage businessdsrthering the objectives of the
Convention, including dialogue between businesddeaand Ministers involved in implementing the
Convention,

Welcomingthe initiative of the Ministry of the Environmenf Brazil and the Department for
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs of the Uniteéthggdom, together with the World Conservation
Union (IUCN), the Brazilian Business Council for stainable Development (CEBDS), Insight
Investment and the Executive Secretary, to devédig@as, that could best be pursued through the
Convention or in support of its objectives, for agimg business in biodiversity issues, as a meéns o
working towards the 2010 target,

Noting the report of the first Business and the 2010 BiEmdity Challenge meeting
(UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/1/INF/5) held in London on 20-21niary 2005, as well as the report of the second
meeting (UNEP/CBD/COP/8/INF/11) held in S&o PaBl@azil, from 3-5 November 2005,

Noting that the following types of tools and mechanismaynbe of use in facilitating
contributions from business and industry towards ithplementation of the Convention and its 2010
target:
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(@) Awareness-raising materials and training wookshon business and biodiversity issues;
(b) Guidance on the integration of biodiversity sioierations into existing voluntary or

mandatory reporting and performance standards,elinés, and indices in order to mainstream
biodiversity considerations into business practice;

(© Certification schemes reflecting the full rangfebiodiversity-related issues to facilitate
consumer choice based on companies’ biodiversitippaance;

(d) Internationally agreed standards on activitiet impact biodiversity;

(e) Guidance and tools to assist companies in im@hding good practice with regard to
biodiversity;

() Biodiversity policies and action plans to defin and operationalize

companies’ biodiversity commitments;

(9) Biodiversity benchmarks to guide and assesspemoies’ biodiversity management
practices;

(h) Guidelines for incorporating biodiversity-reddt issues into existing environmental
impact assessment procedures and strategic imgsessament;

)] Partnerships to facilitate knowledge-sharingfwiegard to good practice;

(K) Public-private partnerships,

Further notingthat some of the tools and mechanisms enumerai@geanay also be of use in
facilitating cooperation among government agendiest deal with biodiversity conservation and
sustainable use and those that deal with econoewelopment, in regard to implementation of the
Convention and achievement of its 2010 target,

Noting that contributions from business and industry talsathe implementation of the
Convention and its 2010 target could be facilitdigdurther work under the Convention to develop:

(a) Tools, guidance and standards on biodiversityted issues relevant to the private
sector;

(b) Tools for assessing the value of biodiversitg acosystem services, for their integration
into decision-making;

(© Guidance for potential biodiversity offsetdime with the objectives of the Convention;

(d) Guidance on integrating biodiversity into inttysstandards, certification schemes and
guidelines;

(e) A guide to the Convention for the private secto

() Guidance for Parties on how to engage the peigctor, in accordance with national
needs and circumstances,

Noting thatfurther work on ways and means of supporting smaadl medium-sized enterprises
with environmentally sound products, such as thatetbped by the UNCTAD BioTrade Initiative,
would help to promote good biodiversity practiceoaign business and industry,
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1. Urges national focal points, working with relevant gowerent departments, to
communicate the importance of biodiversity to conipa operating within the jurisdiction of Parties,
including state-owned companies and small and medinterprises, to engage such companies in the
development of national biodiversity strategies ation plans, and to encourage such companies to
adopt practices that support the implementationational biodiversity strategies and action pland a
the objectives of the Convention;

2. Encourages national focal points, where appropriate, to ideluprivate sector
representatives on national delegations to meethgise Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technicatlan
Technological Advice, the Conference of the Partiasd other intergovernmental meetings, and
nominate them to participate in technical expeougs;

3. Requeststhe Executive Secretary to compile information thve business case for
biodiversity and good biodiversity practice, and nmake this information available through the
clearing-house mechanism;

4. Further requeststhe Executive Secretary to include the privatet®eas a target
audience for its outreach materials and in the &ltfhtiative on Communication, Education and Pabli
Awareness (CEPA);

5. Invites businesses and relevant organizations and pdntpsrssuch as the Finance
Initiative of the United Nations Environment Progwmae, to develop and promote the business case for
biodiversity, to develop and promote the wider asgood practice guidelines, benchmarks, certiiocat
schemes and reporting guidelines and standardgariicular performance standards in line with the
2010 indicators, to share information on biodivgrstatus and trends, and to prepare and commenicat
to the Conference of the Parties any voluntary caments that will contribute to the 2010 target;

6. Invites businesses to align their policies and practicesenexplicitly with the three
objectives of the Convention and its goals andetiag

7. Encourageshusiness representatives to participate in theting=eof the Conference of
the Parties, the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, lirecal and Technological Advice, and other
intergovernmental meetings;

8. Decidesto consider, at its ninth meeting, further waysl ameans to promote business
engagement in the implementation of the Conventigth a particular emphasis on the Convention’s
role in facilitating such engagement;

9. Invitesthe Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group on TechnologynEfar and Scientific and
Technical Cooperation to address the role of tlnaf® sector in achieving the three objectiveshef t
Convention and to consider the relevance of thegmedecision for the work of the Expert Group, tnd
report thereon to the Conference of the Parties;

10. EncouragedParties to prioritize the implementation of Aréd@(b) of the Convention.
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Annex ||
2/1.  Implementation of goals 2 and 3 of the Strategic Plan

The Ad Hoc Working Group on Review of Implementatiof the Convention on Biological Diversity,
having undertakernthe in-depth review of the implementation of go2land 3 of the Strategic Plan,
recommendshat the Conference of the Parties at its nintleting adopt a decision along the following
lines:

The Conference of the Parties

(...)
Priority areas for capacity-building, access to amansfer of technology

Recognizingthe importance of capacity-building and accesartd transfer of technology and
that these should address identified national naadgriorities,

Aware that inadequate capacity building, access to auster of technology, and technology
cooperation are obstacles to the implementaticheConvention, especially in developing countries,
particular least developed countries and smallnglaeveloping States, as well as countries with
economies in transition,

Noting the need for a better use of existing mechanisnis an enhanced partnership with
international and regional organizations,

Emphasizinghe importance of the issue of access to and eams$ftechnology and technology
cooperation, and scientific and technical cooperath the implementation of the Convention and, in
that respect, of the mandate of the Ad Hoc Techriicgoert Group established in decision VIII/12
(Technology transfer and cooperation

12. Recalling Article 20, of the Conventionjrges Parties, to fulfil their obligations and
commitments in regard to the Convention,

13. Encouragesrelevant implementing agencies to address nationdéntified capacity
needs for the implementation of the Convention;

14, Notesthe need to provide Parties with additional infatimn on guidance, initiatives,
mechanisms, systems and tools to improve techndataggfer and cooperation, including:

(© Approaches to technology transfer and cooperatibittwaddress the prioritized needs
of countries based on priorities in the nationaldbiersity strategies and action plans rather tiham
specific and global approaches;

(d) Bilateral and multilateral cooperation agreememstsn@ans to achieve effective transfer
of technology;

(©) Guidance and initiatives to increase privatet@eengagement and strengthen enabling
environment for investments at the national level,

15. Recommendthat capacity building for national biodiversityategies and action plans
focus on:
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(@) Elaboration and updating of national biodiversityategies and action plans with broad
stakeholder participation and based on nationdiyified needs and obstacles;

(b) Effective delivery and implementation of nationdbdiversity strategies and action
plans;

(© Monitoring implementation of national biodiversi{rategies and action plans;

(d) Mobilization of financial resources for developmengview and implementation of
national biodiversity strategies and action plans;

16. EncouragesParties to establish or strengthen national clganmuse mechanisms to
promote scientific and technical cooperation withen Parties, in particular with developing cousgri
in particular the least developed countries andllssiand developing States, as well as countrigth w
economies in transition;

17. Requestshe Executive Secretary, in cooperation with parorganizations to facilitate:

(@ The continued exchange of best practices and lsskarned from the preparation,
updating and implementation of national biodivegrstrategies and action plans, through appropriate
forums and mechanisms such as the clearing-houskamism and, subject to available resources,
strengthened cooperation with regional processmghSSouth cooperation and voluntary peer -review;

(b) The provision of training and technical supportifirpartner organizations;

(© Scientific and technical cooperation as well ahtedogy transfer and cooperation to
enhance the capacity of developing country Partreqarticular least developed countries and small
island developing States, as well as countries witonomies in transition, to support national
implementation of the Convention including throuslbetter use of the clearing-house mechanism, the
financial mechanism and communication, educatiahpblic awareness under the Convention;

18. Recalling paragraph 6 of decision VIll/8eaffirms the need for regional and sub-
regional meetings to discuss national experiencamplementing national biodiversity strategies and
action plans, and the integration of biodiversityecerns into relevant sectors, including considenanf
obstacles and ways and means for overcoming thaabes;

19. Further requestghe Executive Secretary, to:

(@ Continue to build upon the existing databasenational biodiversity strategies and
action plans;

(b) In collaboration with partner organizations tione to compile a range of instruments,

including toolkits and documentation of best preeti and lessons learned, to support Parties tdogeve
review and implement their national biodiversityagtgies and action plans and related implememtatio
activities, including for the achievement of thel@Miodiversity target;

© Identify opportunities in the organization obsk of the bodies of the Convention, as
appropriate, to support development, review andeémpntation of national biodiversity strategies and
action plans;

20. Takes note othe opportunity provided by the ongoing developmeh “One UN”
programmes andncouragedParties, including the “One UN” pilot countries, give due consideration
to integrating biodiversity issues as identifiedhirir national biodiversity strategies and action
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21. Invites the United Nations Environment Programme, the éthiNations Development
Programme and the Food and Agriculture Organizapibthe United Nations, in partnership with the
Convention, building uponinter alia, the Bali Strategic Plan for Technology Supportl &apacity-
building, to further examine ways and means to stpmational implementation of the Convention;

22. Invites all bilateral and multilateral development coopiera agencies to promote
mainstreaming of the environment, including biodéity, into development cooperation activities;

23. Also invitesParties and other Governments and relevant ordéomsato contribute to
initiatives aimed at assessing the benefits of @m@nting the three objectives of the convention, the
costs of the loss of biodiversity and the failuoetdke measures to fulfil the three objectiveshaf t
Convention, andncouragedParties to take this information into account wiedgborating, reviewing
and implementing national biodiversity strategied action plans;

24. Consider developing a framework of options to mobilize humamd technological
resources at national level, drawing on, and takiigconsideration of, existing instruments, iatiives,
and experiences;

(.)



