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AGENDA ITEM 1: OPENING OF THE MEETING

1. The fourth meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technological Advice, established by Article 25 of the Convention on Biological
Diversity, was held in Montreal from 21 to 25 June 1999 at the headquarters of
the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAQ).

2. The meeting was opened at 10 a.m. on Monday, 21 June, by
Mr. H. A. Zakri (Malaysia), Chairman of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific,
Technical and Technological Advice. Welcoming participants, Mr. Zakri said that

fortheSubsidiaryBodytobemoreeffectiveinbridgingthegapbetweenresearchers
and policy-  making, the level of scientific and technical input into the process
should be increased. What was required was a more deliberate approach, and, in
that context, there seemed to be an increasing interest among Parties and other
actorsinexploringthefeasibilityofamechanismsimilartothelntergovernmental

Panel on Climate Change to draw more systematically upon existing scientific
knowledge, assessments and organizations. The need for more structure in
modalitiesofcooperationneededtobeborneinmindwhenconsideringtheprogramme
of work and the terms of reference for the ad hoc technical expert groups. It
wasnowcriticaltostartdevelopingspecificadvice ofusetothevariousthematic
programmes. That would require not only changing the approach to the work, but
also giving very careful attention to the recommendations that would be made to
the Conference of the Parties, which would need to be specific, focused and
targeted, and options would have to be clearly presented.

* UNEP/CBD/COP/5/1.

** Also issued as a document of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technological Advice (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/14).

Forreasonsofeconomy,thisdocumentisprintedinalimitednumber.Delegatesarekindlyrequested
to bring their copies to meetings and n ot to request additional copies
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3. He pointed out that the terms of reference for the ad hoc technical groups
would be an important and critical test of the ability of the Subsidiary Body to

be precise and focused in its work. The Conference of the Parties had issued
strategic guidance in the form of the programme of work for the Convention as
containedindecision IV/16,anditwas howuptothe Subsidiary Bodytotranslate
it into concrete actions.

4, Withregardtothethematicfocus ofthe meeting, he said thatdrylandswere
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plans, the integration of such biological diversity strategies and action plans
intoothersectorswasmuchmorecomplicated. The SubsidiaryBodyneededtodesign
mechanismstoenabletheidentificationofthoseareaswheretherewasinsufficient
knowledge and the ways in which such gaps could be filled.

8. Oneinnovative feature ofthe currentmeetingwastheinitiative, supported
bytheBureau,toinviterenownedexpertstoaddressthe SubsidiaryBodyonmatters
related to the issues under consideration. The presentations, which would notbe

prescriptive, could become astandard feature of meetings of the Subsidiary Body.

9. He concluded his presentation by highlighting two key issues. The current
meeting was to be followed by an inter- sessional meeting on the operations of the
Convention, whichwould also address questions ofaccessto geneticresourcesand
benefit-  sharing and its conclusions would later be considered by the Conference
of the Parties. In addition, atits extraordinary meeting, held in Cartagenain
February 1999, the Conference of the Parties had requested its President and the
BureauofthefourthmeetingoftheConferenceoftheParties,incloseconsultation
withthe Acting Executive Secretary,todecide onthedateandvenueoftheresumed
session to finalize the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety. Discussions on
preparations for the resumed session had continued since that time, and the
President of the extraordinary meeting and the President of the fourth meeting of

the Conference of the Parties would be in Montreal in the coming week.

10. Inclosing, Mr. Zedan expressed his gratitude tothose Governmentsthathad
gen T Tc ( swlyinuedributs Ped sbhce /F the Conferue cr be cal 14 0 Tesidpibuts Pepibuts pibue to tcp675d,Tj 0.60the Par
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AGENDA ITEM 2: ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS
A. Attendance
13. The meeting was attended by representatives of the following Contracting

Partiesandcountries: Albania,Algeria, AntiguaandBarbuda, Argentina, Armenia,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Belarus, Belgium, Belize, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, BurkinaFaso, Burundi,Cameroon, Canada, Chile, China,
Colombia,Comoros,Congo,CostaRica,Coted'lvoire,Croatia,Cuba,CzechRepublic,
Democratic Republic of Congo, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, European Community, Finland, France, Gambia,
Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Holy See, Honduras, Hungary,
Iceland,India,Indonesia,ltaly,Jamaica,Japan,Jordan,Kenya,Kiribati,Latvia,

Lesotho, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Micronesia (Federated States of), Mongolia, Morocco, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Panama, Peru,
Philippines, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russian
Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saudi Arabia, Seychelles, Singapore, Slovakia,
South Africa, Spain, SriLanka, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Syrian
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Peoplesofthe TropicalForests(IAITPTF), International Biodiversity Observation
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Mr. David Brackett (Canada)

C. Adoption of the agenda

19. The Subsidiary Body adoptedthe following agendaforits fourth meeting, on
the basis of the provisional agenda that had been circulated as document
UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/1/Rev.1:

1. Opening of the meeting.
2. Organizational matters:
2.1. Election of officers;

2.2. Adoption of the agenda;
2.3. Organization of work.
3. Reports:
3.1. Cooperation with other bodies;

3.2.
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5. Draftprovisionalagendaforthe fifth meeting ofthe Subsidiary Body
on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice.
6. Dates and venue of the fifth meeting of the Subsidiary Body on
Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice.

7. Other matters.

8. Adoption of the report.

9. Closure of the meeting.

D. Organization of work

20. As provided for in its modus operandi, the Subsidiary Body decided to
establishtwoopen- endedsessionalworkinggroupsforitsfourthmeeting. Working
Group 1 was allocated agenda items 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5, and Working Group 2 was
allocated items 4.6, 4.7 and 4.8. It was decided that the remaining items would
be taken up directly in plenary.
21. The Subsidiary Body agreedthatthefollowingwouldserve as officers ofthe
working groups:

Working Group 1

Chair: Mr. Martin Uppenbrink (Germany)

Rapporteur: Ms. Elaine Fisher (Jamaica)

Working Group 2

Chair: Mr. Zipangani M. Vokhiwa (Malawi)

Rapporteur: Mr. Terita Savae Latu (Tonga)
22. The Subsidiary Body also approved the organization of work for the meeting

as set out in annex Il to the annotated provisional agenda
(UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/1/Add.1).

AGENDA ITEM 3: REPORTS

3.1. Cooperation with other bodies
and
3.2. Progress in the work programme on thematic areas

23. Atthe 1st plenary session of the meeting, on 21 June 1999, the Subsidiary
Body took up the agenda items 3.1 and 3.2 concurrently. Inits deliberations on
cooperationwithotherbodies, the Subsidiary Body had beforeitthereportbythe
Executive Secretary on the subject (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/2). Introducing the item,
the representative of the Secretariat pointed to the report of the Executive
Secretary which, he said, covered the period from September 1997 to 31 December
1998.

24, Inits deliberations on progress in the work programmes of thematic areas,
theSubsidiaryBodyhadbeforeitareportonthesubject,submittedbytheExecutive
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Secretary (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/3 and Corr.1). Introducing the item, the
representative ofthe Secretariat said thatthe report of the Executive Secretary

covered progress made inthe period since the fourth meeting of the Conference of
thePartiesintheworkunderthethematicareasofinlandwater,marineandcoastal,

agricultural and forest biological diversity. Italso described progressinthe

areas common to the thematic programmes, namely the roster of experts and the
linkages with the clearing- house mechanism, and set out options for possible
recommendations by the Subsidiary Body.

25. During the discussion of sub- items 3.1and 3.2, statements were made by the
following ContractingPartiesandcountries: Argentina, Brazil, Cameroon,Canada,
Germany, Indonesia, Japan, Malawi, New Zealand, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal,
Republic of Korea, Suriname, Switzerland, Tonga, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America. Statements were also made by the
representatives ofthe Secretariatofthe Conventionon Wetlands of International
Importance especially as Waterfowl Habitat (Ramsar); the Food and Agriculture
Organization ofthe United Nations (FAO); the United Nations Conventionto Combat
Desertification in those Countries Experiencing Serious Drought and/or
Desertification, particularlyin Africa; the Scientific Councilofthe Convention

on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals (CMS); and the
International Plant Genetic Resources Institute (IPGRI).

26. The representative of the Convention on Wetlands briefly focused on the
seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Wetlands
which, he said, had provided substantial outputs of relevance to the work of the
Convention on Biological Diversity, guidelines relating to several issues,
including the integration of wetlands into river- basin management, the review of
laws andinstitutions and a comprehensive toolbox for managing and monitoring the
condition of wetlands. He urged participants to take note of the impending
availability ofthat comprehensive and integrated "toolbox" and make itafeature

of their deliberations. Finally, he announced that, at the Conference of the
Parties,ithadbeendecidedtoextendaninvitationtothe Chairofthe Subsidiary
Body to become a permanent observerto the Scientific and Technical Review Panel,
which was a smaller- scale counterpart of the Subsidiary Body.

27. Herecalledthe partnershipagreementby whichthe SubsidiaryBodyhadasked
the Secretariatofthe ConventiononWetlandstobethelead partnerforadvancing

matters relating to inland water ecosystems. That agreement had led to the

endorsement of a joint work programme at the fourth meeting of the Conference of

the Parties. Aninformal progressreportontheimplementation ofthatjointwork
programme,andcontaininganumberofrecommendationstakenatthe seventhmeeting
oftheConferenceofthePartiestotheConventiononWetlands,hadbeendistributed

to participants by way of information.

28. The representative of the FAO noted that, at its current meeting, the

Subsidiary Body was examining a variety of topics of relevance to food and
agricultureandexpressedthewillof FAOto continue cooperatinginthe objective

of the Convention on Biological Diversity and in the implementation of its

programmes of work. He recalled that decision [1/15 of the Conference of the
Parties tothe Convention recognized agricultural biodiversity's special nature,
distinctive features and problems needing distinctive solutions. FAO and its

Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture represented

intergovernmental forums where complex agricultural biodiversity- related policy
was discussed and relevant international agreements negotiated and adopted by

member countries. The International Plant Protection Convention, Codex

Alimentarus and the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources
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(currently under revision) provided relevant examples. FAO would be pleased if

its expertise and capacities already developed in those

agricultural- biodiversity- related areas at international, regional and national
levels could be further capitalized upon to ensure synergy and coordination with

the Convention on Biological Diversity.

29. The representative of the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification mentioned the factors that had contributed to a reduction of
biologicaldiversityandthefactthatdevelopingcountrieswerethemostaffected

in such situations. The Secretariat of the Convention to Combat Desertification
had reached a memorandum of understanding with the Secretariat of the Convention
on Biological Diversity and was now working on a common framework to strengthen
the synergies between the two Conventions. There were strong similaritiesinthe
chapters on scientific and technical cooperation of the two conventions, calling
forapoolingofsynergiesbasedonexistinglinksbetweenthem.Therewereenormous
areas of potential cooperation between the Convention to Combat Desertification
and the Convention on Biological Diversity but, because of certain constraints,
developing countries were unable to make the most of those advantages.

30. The representative of the Scientific Council of the Convention on the
Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals (CMS) described the links that

were being established between the work of CMS and that of the Subsidiary Body in
anefforttomaintainthesynergiesandcollaborationbetweenthescientificbodies

of both conventions. Such collaboration was essential, notably with respect to

the transboundary initiatives taken to conserve migratory species and their

habitats. She recalled the memorandum of understanding signed between the

secretariats of the two conventions in 1997 and welcomed the news that UNEP had

decided to help strengthen the synergies between the subsidiary bodies of the

various environmental conventions.

31. The representative of the International Plant Genetic Resources Institute
(IPGRY), speaking on behalf of all the members of the Consultative Group on
International AgriculturalResearch(CGIAR),drewattentiontoparagraph86ofthe

report of the Secretariat on progress in the work on thematic areas
(UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/3), highlighting the good collaboration with FAQ in the field
of new technologies, and the closer links between CGIAR and the Convention on
Biological Diversity. CGIAR stood ready to assist the Subsidiary Body in the

formation ofthe liaison group of experts referredtoin paragraph 78 ofthe above
report.
32. Intheensuingdiscussiononitems3.1and 3.2, allrepresentativeswhotook

the floor expressed their satisfaction at the high quality of the report on
cooperationwith other bodies prepared by the Secretariat (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/2).

33. Many representatives pointed to the importance of cooperation with other
relevant bodies as a fundamental element of the operation of the Subsidiary Body

in making effective use of available scientific knowledge and expertise, and
stressed that the focus should now lie in maintaining and extending such
cooperation. Onerepresentativestressedthatmoreeffectiveinteractionwiththe
scientific community was needed. A number of representatives considered it
important to ensure that such cooperation should go beyond participation in
workshops and the signing of memoranda of understanding, and should be practical
in nature, providing a clear and transparentidea of which body would be carrying

out what action, and when.
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34. AnumberofrepresentativessupportedtheuseoftheIntergovernmentalPanel
on Climate Change (IPCC) asamodelforascientificbodyto provide technicaland
scientific information for the Subsidiary Body.

35. Several representatives considered it particularly important for the
Secretariat to establish and/or strengthen cooperation with the IUCN Commission

on Education and Communication; the World Trade Organization; the United Nations
Framework Conventionon Climate Change, particularlyinconnectionwithits Kyoto
Protocoland the programmes dealing with the effects of carbon sequestration; the
United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification in those Countries
Experiencing Serious Drought and/or Desertification, particularly in Africa; the
IntergovernmentalForumonForests;andtheCommissiononSustainableDevelopment.

36. One representative said that consideration should be given to the
establishmentofamechanismtoensurethattheadvicegivenbythe SubsidiaryBody
was in harmony with the advice of the respective scientific bodies of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands, and of the conventions on desertification and on climate
change.

37. Another representative believed that the Subsidiary Body should consider
enhancing the use of joint work programmes, using as a model the excellent joint
work plan between the Convention and the Convention on Wetlands.

38. Some representatives expressed concern at the lack of progress made in the
development of indicators of biological diversity and several voiced support for

the Secretariat's action, as set out in paragraphs 12 and 13 of its report on
cooperation. Others cautioned that such action should not be carried out in
isolationnorduplicatetheworkofotherforums. Severalrepresentativesbelieved

that, in its work to develop indicators, the Subsidiary Body should make use of

the experience and practices of other processes and mechanisms, such as FAO, the
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development, and the Commission on
Sustainable Development, and, through the Secretariat, consult countries to see
where they required assistance to develop indicators. Another said that the
Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body should help to develop indicators to measure
howbiological- diversity concernswere beingtakeninto considerationinthe work
of the World Trade Organization. There was a need to see how the sectors were
contributing to the goals of the Convention.

39. With regard to the identification, monitoring and assessment of biological
diversity, several representatives supported the close cooperation between the
Secretariat and DIVERSITAS and its Secretariat. One considered the inclusion of
a strong outreach component in the proposed activities under the International
Biodiversity Observation Year (IBOY) to be particularly important.

40. Concerning the ecosystem approach, one representative expressed
satisfactionatthefactthattheapproachwasbecomingmore substantive,anddrew
attention to the conference scheduled to be convened in Trondheim, Norway, in
September 1999, which would deal with issues of the ecosystem approach and
sustainable use biological diversity.

41, With regard to the thematic programmes of work, one representative, noting

the important cooperation in the field of agricultural biological diversity
between DIVERSITAS, UNEP, FAO and the United Nations Educational, Scientific and
CulturalOrganization,saidthattheSubsidiaryBodyshouldalsocontributetowork
onplantgeneticresources.Hewasconcernedattheapparentslowpace ofsuchwork

and said that it had to be completed by November 2000.
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42. Onerepresentative considered that, under decision 1V/10 of the Conference
oftheParties,concerningmeasuresfortheimplementationofthe Convention, high
priority should be accorded to public education and awareness, since despite all
efforts, degradation of biological diversity and ecosystems was continuing.
Expressing her satisfaction at the development of cooperation between the
Secretariatand UNESCO, she stressed that two groups of stakeholders needed to be
the subject of special attention: the private sector, which exploited biological
resources, and the communities whose livelihood was dependent on such resources.

43. Several representatives welcomed the establishment of the ad hoctechnical
expertgroups on specific priority issues, and said that they should play a major

roleinrelieving the Subsidiary Body of its heavy burden of workin examining the

issues entrusted to it by the Parties. One stressed that such groups needed to be

constituted in a transparent way, with explicit terms of reference and adequate

peer review. Another representative said that his country was willing to
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representative pointed to the pilot project set up by a number of countries to
measure the implementation of the Convention in countries.

50. One representative supported the Secretariat's suggestion, referred to in
paragraph 83 of its report on cooperation, to the effect that the Chair should
participate in the work of the Steering Committee of DIVERSITAS and in the
Scientificand Technical Advisory Panel (STAP) ofthe Global Environment Facility
(GEF).

51. Another representative emphasized the relevance of identifying those
meetingsthatcould beinvitedto presentresultstothe Subsidiary Body, as noted
in paragraph 85 of the report on cooperation.

52. All representatives who took the floor expressed appreciation for the
Secretariat's report on progress in the implementation of programmes of work on
thematicareas(UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/3).Onerepresentativesaidthatagooddealhad
beenaccomplishedandthereportreflectedtheactivepartplayedbytheSecretariat

in undertaking, facilitating and coordinating action. Another considered that
achievements under the work programmes were hard to measure and there was a need
for clearer mandates and routines. One representative requested the Secretariat
todistribute to Parties the outputs of the formal and informal workshops related

to the Convention on Biological Diversity.

53. Onerepresentativeconsidereditimportantthatfuturereportsshouldenable

the Subsidiary Body to monitor progress and performance of the work against the
agreedobjectives,time- scaleandresourcessetoutintheagreedworkprogrammes.
They should reflect not only the successes, but also identify the areas of

shortfalls or slippage, as well as details of implemented or proposed remedial

action.

54, One representative noted that, in general, despite the calls for more
information from Parties, the Secretariathad received only very few case studies

and he encouraged itto make full use of all available sources of data, including

the national reports. Another representative believed that the clearing-
mechanism should be better used in the thematic programmes of the Convention.

55. Concerning biological diversity of inland waters, several representatives
praisedthegoodcooperationwiththeConventiononWetlandsandoneofthempointed

out that, if the Subsidiary Body were to accept the invitation to participate as

an observer in the Scientific and Technical Review Panel of the Convention on
Wetlands, there would be no need for it to constitute its own ad hoc technical

working group on inland waters.

56. One representative drew attention to a lack of progress by the Subsidiary

Body in implementing decision IV/4, paragraph 11, of the fourth meeting of the
ConferenceoftheParties,bywhichPartiesaskedtheSecretariatandtheSubsidiary

Body to give particular attention to early progress in the development of rapid

assessment methodologies, especially in the small island States. He asked the

Secretariat to put more emphasis on supporting and establishing cooperation with

such States in the South- west Pacific region.

57. With regard to marine and coastal biological diversity, several
representatives, pleased at the broad support given to the work programme, said
thatothersshouldcontinuetobeinvitedtocontributetotheprogramme,withclear
arrangements about who was doing what and when, and full use of the roster of
experts. One representative called for more efforts with regard to coral reef

house
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destruction,suchasthatcausedbytrawlinganddynamitefishing,ratherthanonly
the focus on the effects of bleaching. One other representative sought
clarification on whetherthe UNFCCC taskforce had responded to the invitation to
carry out work on the issue of coral bleaching.

58. Onthesubjectofagriculturalbiologicaldiversity,severalrepresentatives
supported the delay of the work programme until after the fifth meeting of the
Subsidiary Body. Although several representatives highlighted the important
cooperationwith FAQ, one representative believed there was aneed to clarify who
was doing what within the work programme. Another was of the opinion that, in
connectionwiththissector, Parties should be invited to take note of the results

of the workshops concerned, rather than be guided by them.

59. Onerepresentative,notingtheattentionbeingpaidtonewtechnologywithin
the seed sector, expressed strong opposition to the development of so- called
suicide gene technology.

60. Several representatives looked forward to additional inputs into the issue
ofagricultural biological diversity prior to the fifth meeting of the Subsidiary

Body. One of them drew attention to the upcoming FAO/Netherlands Conference on
the Multifunctional Character of Agriculture and Land, scheduled for 13 to 17
September1999,whichwouldconsiderthesectoraltheme ofintegratedplanningand
managementoflandresources,intowhichbiologicaldiversitywouldbeintegrated.

He noted that the work programme must reflect the functions of agricultural
biological diversity, since thatwas linked to the sustainable production offood

and other agricultural products.

61. Several representatives referred to the the Workshop on Sustaining

Agricultural Biodiversityand Agro- ecosystemsFunctions, heldinRomeinDecember
1998, and to the Workshop on the Conservation and Sustainable Use of Pollinators

in Agriculture, held in Sao Paulo, Brazil, in October 1998, as useful inputs, and

one considered that follow- up should be undertaken.

62. Withregardtotheimplementationoftheworkprogrammeforforestbiological
diversity,anumberofrepresentativesexpressedconcernattheslowprogressmade,
and urged the Secretariat to continue efforts to overcome that state of affairs.

One considered that urgent action was needed, perhaps through the establishment
ofatechnicalexpertgroup. Anotherwasconcernedattheinclusionofthissector
ontheagendaofthefifthmeetingofthe Conferenceofthe Parties, giventhelack

of progress made.

63. One representative considered that there should be an examination of the
thematic areas covered in the past period, looking at the reasons behind their
successorfailure, viewingthe advice givenbythe Subsidiary Bodytothe Parties

and analysing how to provide the right type of advice to them.

64. Atthe 4th plenary session of the meeting, on 25 June 1999, the Subsidiary
Body took up adraftrecommendation submitted by the Chairunderagendaitem 3.1.
The draft recommendation, as orally amended, was adopted as recommendation 1V/1
A.ThetextoftherecommendationasadoptediscontainedinannexItothepresent

report.

65. At the same session, the Subsidiary Body took up a draft recommendation
submittedbythe Chairunderagendaitem 3.2. Thedraftrecommendation, asorally
amended, was adopted as recommendation IV/1 B. The text of the recommendation as
adopted is contained in annex | to the present report.
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AGENDA ITEM 4: PRIORITY ISSUES

4.1. Programme of work of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific,
Technical and Technological Advice

66. The Subsidiary Body took up agenda item 4.1 at the 2nd plenary session of
the meeting, on 21 June 1999. In considering the item, the Subsidiary Body had

before it a note by the Executive Secretary entitled "Proposal on the draft
programmeofworkoftheSubsidiaryBodyonScientific, TechnicalandTechnological

Advice: a longer- term programme of work for the period from the fourth to the
seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties" (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/4).

67. Introducingtheitem, the Secretariatrecalledthat,initsdecision IV/16,
the Conference of the Parties had requested the Subsidiary Body to prepare a
proposal for its programme of work based on the priorities set outin annex IIto

thatdecision,withaviewtostreamliningandfocusingtheagendasofitsmeetings.

The proposal prepared by the Executive Secretary took into account the items to
be givenin- depth consideration by the Conference of the Parties in the period up
toits seventh meeting. A summary of the programme areas to be considered by the
Subsidiary Body over that period was annexed to the note.

68. During the discussion of the item, statements were made by the following
Contracting Parties and countries: Argentina, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cameroon,
Canada, China, Colombia, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ecuador, European
Community,Finland,Germany,India,Jordan,Kenya,Netherlands,NewZealand,Peru,
Republicof Korea, South Africa, Suriname, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland. A representative of the Global Environment
Network also made a statement.

69. Inthediscussion,anumberofrepresentativesexpressedsupportforthenote

by the Executive Secretary as a starting point for the preparation of a proposal

for a longer- term programme of work of the Subsidiary Body. Some of those
representatives pointed to the need to develop a strategic plan with targets and
time- frames. Another representative noted that such a strategic plan would help
promote transparency in the work of the Body.

70. Most representatives were in agreement in their general support of the
proposedprogramme,anditwasnotedthat, althoughthedocumentdealtwithissues
in a superficial way, actual practices would be carried out at the country level
andthustailoredto nationalstrategies. Accordingtoonerepresentative, ifthe
Subsidiary Body concentrated more on issues of a scientific nature, leaving
policy- relatedissuestootherworkingbodies,thenitwouldbeabletosuccessfully
manage its very heavy work programme and effectively address some of the specific
priority areas that dealt increasingly with conservation technology.

71. Manyrepresentatives stressedthatthe agendaofthe Subsidiary Body should
befocusedandsulfficientlylimitedtoallowin- depthdiscussionoftheissuesand
the preparation of targeted recommendations to the Conference of the Parties, as

well as to ensure that small delegations could cover all the items. A number of

representatives said that it was important to consider whether individual topics

could be addressed through other mechanisms. In that connection, a number of
representatives cited access and benefit- sharing and the Article 8(j) guidelines

as themes that could be removed from the agenda of the Subsidiary Body, as they

were being considered in special groups setup underthe Convention. One ofthose
representatives,however,emphasizedthattheremovaloftheimplementationofthe

Article 8(j) guidelines as aspecifictopic onthe agendainnoway diminished the
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importance of integrating the knowledge of indigenous peoples in the discussion
ofallitemsunderconsiderationbytheSubsidiaryBody.Somerepresentativesspoke
outinfavourofincluding those items, stressing the lack of measures pertaining
to access and benefit- sharing in developing countries and highlighting the need
for scientific and technological advice regarding socio- economic information

related to the issue. Others pointed out that the Subsidiary Body should limit

its attention to purely scientific aspects of these areas. One representative
stressedthatthefocusshouldbeplacedonthoseissuesforwhichactualdecisions

and working mandates from the Conference of the Parties existed, while another
emphasized the use of the clearing- house mechanism as a way to contribute to
scientific work within the proposed thematic areas.

72. Onerepresentative stressedthe needtoimprove notificationtothe Parties

of material sent to the Secretariat, of workshops held outside the framework of

the Convention, and of the selection of experts to be involved in expert groups,

liaison groups and peer- review. On the latter point, another representative
cautionedthattheconfidentialityoftheexpertschosentoundertakepeer- reviews
was an important element in ensuring their independence, and their names should

be disclosed only with their consent.

73. Many representatives stressed the importance of avoiding duplication, with
several mentioning the importance of using all available mechanisms to address
issuesand ofachievingwider collaborationwith other conventions and scientific
institutions. Several representatives stressed the need for a clear delineation

of responsibilities among the various organizations and bodies involved.

74. One representative mentioned that the process of coordination mustinclude
education and public awareness. Another representative said that the structure
approvedatthefirstmeetingofthe Conferenceofthe Parties, wherebythesubject

matter was divided into thematic and cross - cutting areas, would be viable only if
therewasinteractionwiththe two other objectives ofthe Convention;itwasalso
necessarytopay more attentiontothe interactions between humans and biological

diversity.

75. Some representatives noted that the underlying vision of the Convention on
BiologicalDiversitywassustainabledevelopmentandthatfactshouldberecognized

by the Subsidiary Body. In that connection, one representative suggested that

sustainable use should not be limited to tourism, but that all possible options

for sustainable use should be explored. The same representative also suggested

that the theme of sustainable use be added to the agenda of the seventh meeting

of the Conference of the Parties and that the theme of in situ conservation of
ecosystems be included more explicitly on the agendas of the next four meetings

of the Subsidiary Body.

76. Onerepresentativeunderscoredtheneedforlinkagesbetweentheclimateand
biodiversity conventions, advising that cooperation be undertaken on the issues
ofland use, forestry, vulnerable ecosystems, carbon sinks, indicators, research
andmonitoring,andpotentialareasofconflict. Thisviewwasrepeatedbyanumber

of others, who declared thatthe Subsidiary Body needed to clearly articulate how
besttocoordinatewithotherbodiesthroughregularconsultationsplannedinboth

the shortand longterm. The suggestion thatthe Subsidiary Body bring in social
scientists and economists was also made.

77. Severalrepresentativesreferredtothe questionofalieninvasive species,
oneofthemproposingthatprinciplesshouldbedevelopedtosetoutthekeyelements
of a prevention and response programme applicable to all nations, which could be
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adapted to meet specific needs. Prevention and eradication were espoused as

measures to control invasion. Several others raised the issue of how such a
programme would manage to be so broad in scope while dealing with specific

identification of species (alien and other) that would constitute athreatinall
countries.Onerepresentativeechoedthisstatementwitharequest formorefactual
information related to alien species.

78. Onerepresentative called attentiontoparagraphs53(b)and(c) ofthe note

bythe Executive Secretary and proposed thatthey should be reworded asitwas not

in the Subsidiary Body's mandate to assess the effects of measures undertaken or
to conduct impact assessments, as opposed to assessing the effects of types of

measures taken and providing guidelines and advice on methods, criteria and

indicators for impact assessments. Another representat
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priorityoftheproposedthematicissuesforthegroupsandtheirtermsofreference
and recommend thereon to the fifth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.
84. During the discussion of the item, statements were made by the following
ContractingPartiesandcountries: Argentina,Australia,Bolivia,Brazil, Canada,
China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Ecuador, European Community,

Finland, Germany, Greece, India, Indonesia, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Malawi,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Peru, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Suriname,
Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
Zimbabwe. Therepresentative ofthe ConventiononWetlandsalsomadeastatement.

85. Anumber ofrepresentativeswelcomed the note ofthe Executive Secretary as
agoodbasisforfurtherdiscussiononthesubject. Somerepresentatives,however,
pointed to a number of inconsistencies in the note which they felt should be
rectified. Some representatives also proposed specific amendments to the terms
ofreferencefortheexpertgroups. Onerepresentative saidthatitwasimportant
toclarifythedifferencebetweena"technicalexpertgroup”anda'liaisongroup".

86. Manyrepresentativesbelievedthat,ifexpertgroupsweretobeformed, they

should be smallin composition and should have a clearly defined and time- limited
mandate. Anumber of representatives cautioned againstthe proliferation of such

groups, stating thatthey should be limited in number tono more thantwo or three

at a time.
87. There were differing views on the thematic issues to be addressed by the
groups.Manyrepresentatives,however,agreedthata decisiononthemattershould

wait until the Subsidiary Body had completed its discussion of the issues
themselves. One representative suggested that, instead of trying to make an
extremely difficult choice for one ortwo ecosystems, such expertgroup should be
providedwithamandatefocusingonissuesrelevanttomorethanoneworkprogramme;
forexample, one group couldfocus on ecosystemissues, includingthe enhancement
of the indicator issue and the implementation of the ecosystem approach, while
another could focus on species and genetic issues, including taxonomy.

88. Particularstresswasmadeontheneedtoavoidduplicationwithotherbodies
and, in that connection, a number of representatives pointed to the work already
underway within the framework of the Convention on Wetlands, for inland waters,
andtheGloballnvasive SpeciesProgramme,foralienspecies. Onerepresentative,
however,saidthattherewasnotacompleteoverlapbetweentheworkconductedunder
the Convention on Wetlands and the inland waters programme of the Convention on
BiologicalDiversity;heagreedthatsomeworkcouldbeconductedthroughtheRamsar
mechanism, but attention needed to be paid to the issues that were not covered by
it. On a point of clarification, a representative of the Convention on Wetlands
saidthatthe mandate ofthatConventionmirroredtheinlandwaterswork programme
adoptedbythe Conferenceofthe PartiestotheConventiononBiologicalDiversity.
The joint work programme was to be revised at the end of 1999, and that process
would offer the Subsidiary Body the opportunity to provide input through the
Scientific and Technical Review Panel. The outcome of the process could be put
before the Subsidiary Body at its fifth meeting to see if the Scientific and
Technical Review Panel was in a position to meet expectations with regard to the
inland water ecosystems work programme.

89. With regard to the selection process for experts inthe groups, a number of

representatives stressed the needtoensure thatthe membership ofthe groups was
balanced in terms of geographic origin, linguistic background and areas of

expertise, including traditional and indigenous knowledge. Several
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representativessuggestedthatneedto make useofthe existingrosterofexperts,
whichshouldberevisedandupdatedaccordingly,withtheSubsidiaryBodyproviding
guidance ontherangeofskillsrequired. Anumber of representatives agreed with

the Secretariat's suggestion that modern means of communication should be used
among members in order to ensure full participation in the work of the groups.

90. One representative expressed concern about the use of the term "alien
species” in the terms of reference, which implied that all such species were
necessarily harmful, and suggested that the term should be replaced by the words
"invasive species".

91. Onerepresentative suggestedthatone ofthe technical expertgroups should
have the mandate of considering ways to promote the development and transfer of
in situ and ex situ biological diversity conservation and technology.

92. Atthe3rdplenarysessionofthemeeting,on25June1999,theChairexplained
thatthe Conference of the Parties, by its decision 1V/5, had decided thatad hoc
technicalexpertgroupswouldbeestablishedformarineandcoastalprotectedareas
and for mariculture. The experts were to be drawn from the roster of experts
maintained by the Executive Secretary. The Executive Secretary had, since the
fourthmeetingofthe ConferenceoftheParties,requestedPartiestoproposenames
of experts for inclusion in the roster. The response had been disappointing and
asatisfactoryrosterhad,consequently,notbeenestablished. Theexistingroster

of ad hoc technical experts needed to be updated, and the Executive Secretary
impressed upon the Parties the need to address the issue and to propose names for
inclusion. The Bureau of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technological Advice had therefore decided that the issue would be addressed at
its fifth meeting.

4.3. Global Taxonomy Initiative: advice on its further advancement

93. Working Group 1tookup agendaitem 4.3 atits 3rd meetingon 23 June 1999.
The Group had before it the note prepared by the Executive Secretary on further

advancement of the Global Taxonomy Initiative (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/6 and Corr.1),

as well asthe following background information papers submitted by DIVERSITAS:

"The Global Taxonomy Initiative - shortening the distance between discovery and

delivery. Report of a meeting held at the Linnean Society, London, UK, on 10 and

1 September 1998 " (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/Inf.1); "The Global Taxonomy Initiative:
Recommendations from DIVERSITAS Element 3, including an assessment of present

knowledge of key species groups. Report of a DIVERSITAS/Systematics Agenda 2000

meeting held at the International Council of Scientific Unions (ICSU), Paris,

France on 20 and 21 February 1999" (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/Inf.6); and "The Global

Taxonomy Initiative: Using systematic inventories to meet country and regional

needs. Report of the DIVERSITAS/Systematics Agenda 2000 meeting held at the

American Museum of Natural History, New York, USA from 17 to 19 September 1998"
(UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/Inf.7).

94. As input to the discussion on the item, the Working Group heard a keynote
address by a distinguished expert in the field, Dr. Peter Bridgewater, formerly

an active member of the Australian delegation to most previous meetings of the
Subsidiary Body and the Conference of the Parties, speaking in his capacity as a
representative of DIVERSITAS. Following the presentation, for which the Working
Group expressed broad appreciation, questions were asked by the representatives
of Argentina, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Guinea and Mexico.
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95. Introducing the debate on the item, the representative of the Secretariat
drew attention to the note prepared by the Executive Secretary, which had been
prepared in response to the proposals contained in the annex to decision IV/1 D
of the Conference of the Parties. In the note, the Executive Secretary had
endeavoured to identify the types of final products, tools or instruments to be
expected from those proposals and to provide options for the Subsidiary Body in
formulating advice to bring about their timely development for the further
advancement of the Global Taxonomy Initiative.

96. During the discussion on the item, statements were made by the
representatives of the following Contracting Parties and countries: Argentina,
Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, Democratic
Republic of the Congo, Ethiopia, European Community, Finland, France, Gambia,
Germany, India, Indonesia, Mali, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Oman, Peru,
RepublicofKorea,Spain,SriLanka,Swaziland,Sweden,Switzerland,UnitedKingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States. A statementwas also made

by the Commonwealth Secretariat.

97. At its 5th meeting, on 24 June 1999, the Working Group considered a draft

recommendation on the item, submitted by the Chair. After an exchange of views,
theGroupagreedtosetupaninformalcontactgroup,tobecoordinatedbyMs.Linda

Hedlund (Sweden), to examine the draft recommendation and to report back on the
results of its work.

98.
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diversity of dryland, Mediterranean, arid, semi- arid, grassland and savannah
ecosystems, and contained proposed recommendations for the Conference of the
Parties, including a recommendation on a specific work programme on drylands,
mediterranean, and semi- arid, grassland and savannah ecosystems.

103.  Duringthe discussion of the item, statements were made by representatives
ofthefollowing Contracting Partiesandcountries: Algeria, AntiguaandBarbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Brazil, BurkinaFaso, Cameroon, Canada, Chile,China, Costa
Rica, Céte d'lvoire, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ethiopia, European
Community,Germany,Greece,Guinea,HolySee,India,Indonesia,Japan,Kenya,Mali,
Mauritania, Mexico, Namibia, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Norway, Peru,
Portugal, South Africa, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, Zimbabwe. Interventions were also made by a
representative speaking on behalf of the Southern African Sustainable Use
SpecialistGroup of IUCN and also on behalf ofthe African Resources Trust; by the
World Wide Fund for Nature - West Africa, also on behalf of the World Resources
Institute and the Green Earth Organization of Ghana; and by the Arab Center for
the Study of Arid Zones and Drylands (ACSAD).

104.  Atits 4th meeting, on 23 June 1999, the Group considered a draft
recommendation submitted by the Chair on the agenda item. Following an exchange
ofviewsonthedraftrecommendation,involvingmanyrepresentatives,itwasagreed

that the Chair would submit a revised version to the Working Group.

105.  Atits 5th meeting on 24 June 1999, the Group considered a revised version
ofthe draftrecommendation submitted by the Chair on the agendaitem. Following
an exchange of views on the draft recommendation involving many representatives,
the Working Group approved the draft recommendation, as orally amended, for
transmission to plenary (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/L.3).

106.  Atthe 3rd plenary session of the meeting, on 25 June 1999, the Subsidiary
Body took up draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/L.3 and adopted it as

recommendation IV/3. The text of the recommendation as adopted is contained in

annex | to the present report.

4.5. Development of guiding principles for the prevention of impacts of

alien species, by identifying priority areas of work on isolated
ecosystems and by evaluating and giving recommendations for
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122.  Inthe course of the discussion on the draft recommendation, the
representative of the United States of America said that, although the United
States agreed that the technologies concerned should be rigorously assessed by
Governments, it should be clarified that the recommendation did not suggest that
countries could avoid their obligations under other international agreements,
including those of the World Trade Organization. Itwas the understanding of her
delegation that the preambular clause on a moratorium simply recognized that
countries could take regulatory measuresto protecthealth and the environmentin
case a risk of harm is present. In addition, the United States noted that the
recommendation did not sufficiently reflect the potential benefits of those
technologies.

123. Inadoptingthe recommendation, the Working Group agreedthatthe report of

the meeting should reflect the view of the delegation of New Zealand that a

distinction should be drawn between field testing in containment, which was an

important stage in risk assessment and would not pose arisk to the environment,

and field- testing without containment, or field release. For that reason, New

Zealand had reservations aboutthe seventh preambular paragraph and subparagraph
(e), since the term "field- testing" could be interpreted to include testing in
containmentoutsidethelaboratory. Ascurrentlyworded,therecommendationmight

prevent a country from completing the necessary level of risk assessment to make

an informed decision on the technology.

124.  TherepresentativeofAustraliasaidthathisdelegationrecognizedthatthe
use of genetic usere striction technologies raised a number of issues related to
agricultural production and food security as well as other socio- economic and
human- health issues. Australia believed that it was important that any
recommendationsfromtheSubsidiaryBodyshouldaddressonlythoseissuesthatwere
within its mandate as set out in Article 25 of the Convention. Australia wished

to place on record its reservation that the recommendation apppeared to extend
beyond the mandate of the Subsidiary Body, in particular by referring to

socio- economicissuesmore generally, ratherthan placingthemwithinthe context
ofthe conservation and sustainable uses of biological diversity and the fairand
equitable sharing of the benefits arising out of the utilization of genetic

r esources.
4.7. Incorporation of biological diversity considerations
into environmental impact assessment
125.  Working Group 2tookup agendaitem4.7 atits 3rd meeting, on 23 June 1999.
The Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary presenting a synthesis
of reports and case- studies relating to environmental impact assessment

(UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/10).

126. Introducing the item, the Secretariat recalled that, in paragraph 3 of
decision1V/10C,the Conference ofthe Partieshadinstructedthe Subsidiary Body

to identify further actions that would promote implementation of the impact

assessment procedures requested by Article 14 of the Convention, including
considerationofwhethertherewasaneedforadditionalworktodevelop guidelines
on the incorporation of biological- diversity considerations into environmental
impact assessment, and to report to the Conference of the Parties. In the same
decision,the Executive Secretaryhadbeenrequestedtoprepareasynthesisreport

based on submissions from Parties, Governments, national and international
organizations, and indigenous and local communities embodying traditional

lifestyles. The note by the Executive Secretary submitted undertheitemhadbeen
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of biological resources, including tourism. Atthe current meeting, a focus was
given to tourism as one example of sustainable use. At its fifth meeting, the
Subsidiary Body would broaden the scope of its consideration of sustainable use
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as orally amended, as recommendation IV/7. The text of the recommendation as
adopted is contained in the annex | to the present report.

141.  During the discussion of the draft recommendation in plenary, the
representative of Norway said thathis delegation could acceptthe recommendation
on the understanding that the issue of sustainable use, including tourism, would
be dealt with at the fifth meeting of the Subsidiary Body, on the basis of amuch
broader and balanced paper from the Secretariat, dealing with sustainable use in
amuch more comprehensive way and thatitwould be possible torevisitandrevalue
the currentrecommendations, includingthe annex, whereveritwas necessarytodo
so, on the basis of the discussions at the fifth meeting of the Subsidiary Body
and the recommendations arising therefrom.

AGENDA ITEM 5: DRAFT PROVISIONAL AGENDA OF THE FIFTH MEETING OF SBSTTA

142.  Atthe 6th plenary session of the meeting, on 25 June 1999, the Subsidiary
Body considered the above item of the agenda. Inintroducing the note prepared by
the Executive Secretaryonthesubject(UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/12),therepresentative
of the Secretariat noted that it incorporated the advice provided by the Bureau

of the Subsidiary Body and took into account relevant decisions adopted by the
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AGENDA ITEM 7: OTHER MATTERS

150. There were no other matters.

AGENDA ITEM 8: ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

151. The present report was adopted by the Subsidiary Body at the 3rd plenary
session ofthe meeting,on 25 June 1999, onthebasisofthedraftreportthathad
been circulated as document UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/L.1 and Add.1 and 2.

AGENDA ITEM 9: CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

152.  Followingthecustomaryexchangeofcourtesies,theChairdeclaredthefourth
meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice
closed at 5.30 p.m. on Friday, 25 June 1999.
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Annex |

RECOMMENDATIONS ADOPTED BY THE SUBSIDIARY BODY ON SCIENTIFIC, TECHNICAL AND
TECHNOLOGICAL ADVICE AT ITS FOURTH MEETING

IV/1. Programme of work

A. Progress in the work programmes on thematic areas

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice,

1. Notes with appreciation the progress made in implementing the
programmes of work on marine and coastal biological diversity, agricultural
biological diversity and the biological diversity of inland water ecosystems, as
described in the note by the Executive Secretary (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/4/3);

1. Notes thatlimitedprogresshasbeenmadeontheimplementationofthe
programme of work on forest biological diversity, as contained in decision Iv/I7
of the Conference of the Parties, on forest biological diversity;

2. Notes that limited progress has been made in the development and
implementation of indicators, as called forin decisions I1I/10and IV/1 A of the
Conference of the Parties;

3. Urges the Executive Secretary to promote the implementation of the
programmeofworkonforestbiologicaldiversityinaccordancewithdecisionIV/7,
andreporttotheSubsidiaryBodyonScientific, TechnicalandTechnologicalAdvice
atits fifth meeting on progress made, as well as actions required for its future
development;

4, Notes with appreciation the contribution of the Food and Agriculture
Organization of the United Nations to the thematic work programmes and welcomes
the results of the Workshop on Sustaining Agricultural Biodiversity and
Agro- EcosystemFunctions,heldinRomefrom2to4December1998,andoftheWorkshop
on the Conservation and Sustainable Use of Pollinators in Agriculture, with an
Emphasis on Bees, held in Sao Paulo, Brazil, in October 1998;

5. Agrees that physical degradation and destruction of coral reefs also
pose a significant threat to the biological diversity of these ecosystems and
therefore recommends thatthe Conference ofthe Parties expanditsrequesttothe
Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice, as contained
inparagraphlofitsdecisionlV/5,soastoincludetheeffectsofsuchactivities
in addition to the analysis of coral bleaching and urges the Executive Secretary
to make rapid progress on the issue of coral bleaching;

6. Recommends thateducationandpublicawareness,referredtoinArticle
13 of the Convention on Biological Diversity, be included in the discussions on
the work programmes on thematic areas;

8. Recommends to the Executive Secretary that, in preparing reports of
progress in programmes of work for the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical
andTechnologicalAdviceatitsfifthmeeting,specialemphasisbegiventoidentify
limitations and propose measures to improve their implementation.

B. Cooperation with other bodies
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7. Invites  theExecutive Secretarytoenhance communicationwithParties
by introducing a notification system for the Convention on Biological Diversity
withrespecttodocumentsreceived, selection of expertsfortechnical panels and
liaisongroupsandthepeer- reviewprocessesinitiatedbythe Executive Secretary,
and to make such information available through the clearing- house mechanism save
to the extent that an expert objects to the release of information concerning
him/her;

8. Recommends increased cooperation on scientific, technical and
technological advice between the Convention on Biological Diversity and other
relevant international conventions/agreements important for achieving the
objectives of the Convention on Biological Diversity and, to that aim, also
recommends that the Conference of the Parties consider the development of the
modalities for more direct types of cooperation between the Subsidiary Body on
Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice and parallel bodies under these
conventions/agreements;

9. Invites the Executive Secretary to enhance cooperation with
scientific, technical and technological organizations and to consider modalities
to promote such cooperation.

C. Proposal on draft programme of work for the Subsidiary Body on
Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice

The Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice,

Recalling decision 1V/16 adopted by the Conference of the Parties to the
Convention on Biological Diversity at its fourth meeting,

Having considered its programme of work based on the priorities set outin
annex Il to decision 1V/16, with a view to streamlining and focusing the agendas
of its future meetings,

1. Proposes totheConferenceofthePartiesthatitadoptthelonger- term
programmeofworkoftheSubsidiaryBodyonScientific, Technical andTechnological
Advice, as contained in the annex to the present recommendation, and recommends
the preparation of a strategic plan to guide its implementation;

2. Recommends that a consideration of the interests of indigenous and
local communities embodying traditional lifestyles be included in the
consideration by the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological
Advice of each of the topics described in the programme of work contained in the
annex to the present decision;

3. Decides to apply the programme provisionally for the period between
its present meeting and the fifth meeting of the Conference of the Parties;

4, Notes that the inter- sessional meeting on the operations of the
Convention,tobeheldinMontrealfrom25t030June 1999, willconsiderimportant
institutional issues with respect to the execution of this programme of work and
therefore decides toreconsiderthe programme atitsfifth meeting,ifnecessary;

5. Invites the Executive Secretary to further develop a uniform
methodology for the use of rosters of experts, and agrees to consider proposals
in this regard at its fifth meeting;
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6. Acknowledges withappreciationthecase- studiessubmittedinresponse
to previous decisions of the Conference of the Parties, and considers that most
ofthese case- studies contain important information for many aspects of the work
of the bodies of the Convention;

7. Invites the Executive Secretary to develop a common framework for
case- studies,takingintoaccounttheinformationcontainedinthenationalreports
submitted by Parties pursuant to Article 26 of the Convention on Biological
Diversity;

8. Recommends to the Conference of the Parties that the Executive
Secretarymakeavailableallcase- studies,through,inter alia,theclearing- house
mechanism, so that the Convention bodies can draw upon the information contained
therein as appropriate;

9. Recommends tothe Conference ofthe Partiestorequesttherespective
mechanismsunderthe Conventionthatare dealing withaccesstogeneticresources
andbenefit- sharing,aswellasArticle8(j)toadvisetheConferenceoftheParties
on what scientific, technical and technological aspects are important for the
Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice to deal with;

10. Recognizes the need to better consider micro- organisms and genetic
diversity in the different elements of longer- term programme of work of the
Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice;

11. Recognizes the need to enhance inter- sessional and collaborative
initiativestoallowtheSubsidiaryBodyonScientific, TechnicalandTechnological
Advicetobetterimplementtheprogramme ofworkproposedintheannextothepresent
recommendation;

12. Recognizes the need to start considering the development of
assessments of the status and trends of biological diversity, as called for in
Article 25, paragraph 2 (a), of the Convention on Biological Diversity.
Annex

PROGRAMME AREAS TO BE CONSIDERED BY THE SUBSIDIARY BODY ON SCIENTIFIC, TECHNICAL
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SBSTTA THEMATIC AREA* MAIN CROSS-CUTTING OTHER ISSUES
MEETING ISSUES
Mediterranean, arid, sectoral activities for
semi- arid, grassland adoption of
and savannah biodiversity- friendly
ecosystems practices and

technologies
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SBSTTA THEMATIC AREA* MAIN CROSS-CUTTING OTHER ISSUES
MEETING ISSUES
diversity
Seventh Guidelines to minimize Identification and
(2001) [Main] Biological or mitigate negative monitoring,
diversity of forest impacts of invasive including
ecosystems species indicators

Programme of work on
forest biological
diversity, including
traditional

forest- related
knowledge and

benefit - sharing

Linkages between
situ and ex situ
conservation

Sixth meeting of the Conference of the Parties (May 2002)

Eighth [Main] Biological Protected areas Cooperation
(2002) diversityofmountain
ecosystems Transfer of technology Sustainable use and
and technology role of the private
Reviewofworkplanon cooperation sector and
inland water incentive measures,
biological diversity with a focus on
th