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1. The meeting of the liaison group on forest biological diversity, hosted by the Government of Finland, was
held from 25 to 28 May 1997 at the House of the Estates in Helsinki, Finland.

2. The participants to the meeting were selected from a roster of experts nominated by Governments. The
criteria for selecting the participants included specific areas of expertise and equitable geographical and gender
distribution. The participants selected were nominated by the Governments of: Brazil (unable to attend) Canada,
Colombia, Finland (ex officio), France, Ghana, Kyrgyzstan, Madagascar, Mali, Micronesia (unable to attend),
Mozambique, Nepal, Philippines, Poland, Peru, Russian Federation, Slovak Republic, Sri Lanka, Trinidad and
Tobago, United Kingdom and the United States. Represented at the meeting were also FAQO, the IPF Secretariat
IUFRO/CIFOR, UNDP, UNFCC and UNEP. The following non-governmental organizations were represented at
the meeting: Biodiversity Action Network (Bionet), IUCN-World Conservation Union, World-wide Fund for
Nature(WWF) and the International Alliance of Indigenous Tribal Peoples of the Tropical Forests. The list of
participants is attached as Annex |l.
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Agenda item 1. Opening of the meeting

3. The meeting of the liaison group on forest biological diversity under the Convention on Biological
Diversity (CBD) was opened at 4 p.m. on Sunday 25 May 1997.

4. Mr. Pekka Kangas, Director General from the Ministry of the Environment in Finland welcomed the
participants. In his opening remark he noted that the meeting formed an important part of the process towards tt
strengthening of the dialogue and co-operation between the CBD, the IPF and its successor process. Mr. Kange
also stressed the need to develop instruments cross-sectorally for forest protection, biodiversity, and the
sustainable management and use of forests in line with the provisions of the Convention, the Forest Principles ar
the resolutions adopted during the Ministerial Conference on Sustainable Forest Management held in Helsinki in
1993.

5. Mr. Kangas noted that in Finland, whose forests constitute a great variety of boreal coniferous forests
and forested peatlands, the importance of sound practices is evident. Conservation of forest biological diversity
should be carried out both by establishing forest reserves and by integrating biodiversity issues into forest
management policies and practices. Conserving and enhancing biological diversity in managed forests requires
the development of the concept of sustainable forestry, as well as ways and means to promote this concept in
practical terms. In order to reach this goal, there is a need to integrate biodiversity issues into the forestry sectot
and its steering mechanisms. The Director-General emphasized that the concept of forestry should be understoo
as comprising forest management and the concept of forest biological diversity. Respect for ecological
sustainability should be an unconditional prerequisite for the preservation of forest capital and environment, and
consequently for the varied economic, social and spiritual uses of forests.

Agenda item 2. Organisational matters

6. Noting the need to elect chairpersons/facilitators familiar with the work in the field of forest biological
diversity under the Convention and the IPF process, the liaison group chose from among its members two co-
facilitators, Ms. Amelia Torres Cuadros, Director of Conservation Policies and Institutional Relations, Fundacion
Peruana para la Conservacion de la Naturaleza (Peru) and Professor Jukka Salo, Head of the Department of
Biology, University of Turku (Finland).

7. The provisional agenda prepared by the Secretariat contained in document UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/1
was considered and adopted. The provisional organisation of work contained in document
UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/Add.2 was also adopted on the understanding that revisions to the proposed timing an
sequence might be made as required.

Agenda item 3. Presentation of the work on forest biological diversity under the Convention,
including the terms of reference for the liaison group

8. Dr. Calestous Juma, Executive Secretary to the Convention on Biological Diversity introduced the work

on forest biological diversity under the Convention, including the terms of reference of the meeting of the liaison

group on forest biological diversity contained in document UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/2. In his statement, the

Executive Secretary recalled the recommendations and decisions adopted by the Conference of the Parties
/...



UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/3/Inf.5
Page 3

concerning forest biological diversity.

9. In outlining the terms of reference for the meeting, the Executive Secretary noted that the meeting of the
liaison group on forest biological diversity had been convened by the Secretariat to identify priority elements for a
work programme on forest biological diversity under the Convention. This was done in accordance with decision
[11/12 of the third meeting of the Conference of the Parties, paragraph 7 of which encourages all Parties actively
to assist the Executive Secretary in carrying out this work.

10. The Executive Secretary emphasized the valuable input that the group could make in focusing on forest
ecosystem management, criteria and indicators for forest biological diversity, research, co-operation and
development of technologies necessary for the conservation and sustainable use of forest biological diversity, ant
traditional systems of forest biological diversity. He said that he was confident that the group would make
significant scientific and technical contributions to the efforts of the Convention to integrate biological diversity
considerations into sustainable forest management practices.

Agenda item 4. The Intergovernmental Panel on Forests

11. Mr. Jaime Hurtubia, Principal Environmental Officer, IPF Secretariat introduced the work of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Forests and highlighted the interconnections between the work of the Panel and that
under the Convention. He referred to the report of the fourth session of the IPF and the proceedings of the fifth
session of the Commission on Sustainable Development (CSD5) in relation to forests. He also noted that the
Statement of Forest Principles (“Non-legally binding authoritative statement of principles for a global consensus
on the management, conservation and sustainable development of all types of forests”) had been made available
for information purposes.

12. Presenting the IPF process as a partnership and consensus mechanism, the representative of the IPF
Secretariat introduced four information notes concerning: (i) IPF and forest biological diversity; (ii) issues
relevant to forest biological diversity in IPF’s results; (iii) IPF’s contribution to the implementation of the CBD;
and (iv) outcome of the IPF and elements for a forest biological diversity work programme. He explained that
these documents had been prepared with the purpose of assisting the CBD Secretariat in the preparation of a
focused work programme on forest biological diversity under the CBD that complemented and took into account
the outcome of the IPF. These information notes are contained in Annex IV.

Agenda item 5. Preliminary exchange of views

13. The co-facilitators, the participants and the representatives of intergovernmental and non-governmental
organisations introduced themselves, summarised their areas of expertise and gave their views on the priorities t
be addressed by the meeting. For relevant publications and reports made available to the meeting, see list of
publications attached as Annex I.

Agenda item 6. Proposed mechanism of work of the meeting

14. To facilitate the discussion and the identification of priorities, the Secretariat had prepared a note on
Forests and Biological Diversity (document UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/3) and a note on Indicators of Forest
Biodiversity (document UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/4).
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Agenda item 7. The thematic areas of the work on forest biological diversity:
Identifying priorities
15. In accordance with paragraph 6 of decision 111/12 of the third meeting of the Conference of the Parties,

the liaison group was asked to address the four issue-areas which constituted the basis upon which the Executiv
Secretary had been requested to develop a focused work programme on forest biological diversity:

(a) facilitate the application and integration of the objectives of the CBD in the sustainable management
of forests at the national, regional and global levels, in accordance with the ecosystem approach;

(b) complement existing national, regional or international criteria and indicator frameworks for
sustainable forest management;

(c) incorporate traditional systems of forest biological diversity conservation;

(d) focus on research, co-operation, and development of technologies for the conservation and sustainabl
use of forest biological diversity.

Agenda item 8. Co-operation with other bodies and processes

16. In light of paragraphs 6 and 7 of decision 111/12, the liaison group considered how the draft work
programme could take account of the outcome of the Intergovernmental Panel on Forests and other forest-relate
forums; complement and not duplicate the work of relevant international forums, notably the Intergovernmental
Panel on Forests; and complement existing national, regional or international criteria and indicator frameworks
for sustainable forest management. The meeting agreed that the complementarity of this work programme derive
from the decision of the Conference of the Parties that the ecosystem approach should be the primary framewort
of action to be taken under the Convention and that sustainable forest management should take an ecosystem
approach.

Agenda item 9. Addressing the identified priorities

17. Based on the priorities identified under agenda item 7, the liaison group decided to establish four working
groups to undertake a scientific, technical and technological analysis of the priorities. The working groups were
requested to conduct the analysis of the issues in four steps:

(a) Situation analysis; characterisation of the problems

(b) Elements of a work programme focusing on the identified problems
(c) Measurable/achievable outputs to characterise elements

(d) Priority ratings

18. The liaison group was also asked to bear in mind the three objectives of the CBD, its operational levels
(national, regional and institutional) and the need to complement and not duplicate the activities undertaken by th
IPF and its successor process.
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Agenda item 10. Elements of a draft work programme on forest biological diversity

19. The elements for a focused work programme were presented by the working groups. It was agreed that
the Executive Secretary would use the reports of the working groups, attached as Annex Ill, and the summary of
their findings prepared by the Secretariat for the final session as an aide-memoire for drafting the work
programme.

Agenda item 11. Other matters

20. No other matters were considered by the meeting.

Agenda item 12. Finalisation of recommendations

21. The liaison group finalised its recommendations.

Agenda item 13. Adoption of the outcome of the meeting

22. The liaison group adopted its recommendations as an aide-memoire for the Executive Secretary.

Agenda item 14. Closure of the Meeting

23. The co-facilitators closed the meeting at 11.45 a.m. 28194y.
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ANNEX |
LIST OF DOCUMENTS FOR THE MEETING OF THE LIAISON GROUP
ON FOREST BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
Symbol Title

Working documents

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/1 Provisional agenda

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/Add.1 Annotated provisional agenda

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/Add.2 Provisional organisation of work

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/2 Introduction to the work on forest biological diversity under the
Convention, including terms of reference of the meeting of the liaison
group on forest biological diversity

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/3 Note by the Executive Secretary on forests and biological diversity

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/4 Note by the Executive Secretary on indicators of forest biodiversity

Information documents

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/Inf.1  Provisional list of participants

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/Inf.2  Report of the Second Meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific,
Technical and Technological Advice (UNEP/CBD/COP/3/3)

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/Inf.3  Report of the Ad Hoc Intergovernmental Panel on Forests
(E/CN.17/1997/12)

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/Inf.4  Statement of Forest Principles.(“Non-legally binding authoritative
statement of principles for a global consensus on the management,
conservation and sustainable development of all types of forests’)

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/Inf.5  An Ecosystem Approach to the Management of Northern Coniferous
Forests (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/2/Inf.6)

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/Inf.6  Submission by the Government of Finland on Forests and Biological
Diversity (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/2/Inf.7).

UNEP/CBD/Forests/LG/1/Inf.7  Traditional Forest-related Knowledge and the Convention on
Biological Diversity (UNEP/CBD/COP/3/Inf.33)

Other documents for distribution

Convention on Biological Diversityext and Annexes.

A Call to Action,Decisions and Ministerial Statement from the Second Meeting of the Conference of the Parties
to the Convention on Biological Diversity.

Biological Diversity and ForestsStatement from the Convention on Biological Diversity to the
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Intergovernmental Panel on Forests.

The Biodiversity Agenddecisions from the Third Meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention
on Biological Diversity.

IPF and Forest Biological Diversity. IPF Secretariat.

Issues Relevant to Forest Biological Diversity in IPF's Results: A Brief Analysis. IPF Secretariat.

IPF’s Contribution to the Implementation of the CBD. IPF Secretariat.

Summary Review of FAO Activities in Forest Genetic Resources.

FAO Panel of Experts on Forest Gene Resources, Ninth Session, 3-5 October 1995 (English, French, Spanish)

Conservation of Biological Diversity, with Special Reference to the Conservation of Forest Genetic Resources,
Christel Palmberg-Lerche. FAO.

Hansen, Christian Pilegaard: The FAO world-wide information system on forest genetic resources, Forest Geneti
Resources, No. 24/1996, FAO.

Hansen, Christian Pilegaard: Forest Genetic Resources, Tree Improvement, 1997.FAQO.

State of the World's Forests 19¢80FO 1997), Section lll, Criteria and Indicators for Sustainable Forest
Management. FAO.

State of the World's Forests 19¢80FO 1997), Executive Summary (English, French, Spanish, Arabic,
Chinese).

Intergovernmental Seminar on Criteria and Indicators for Sustainable Forest Management (ISCI, August 19-
22,1996, Helsinki).Background document; and ppeernmental Seminar on Criteria and Indicators for
Sustainable Forest Management (ISCI, August 19-22, 1996, Helsinki). Final Document.

Protected Areas for A New Millennium: The Implications of IUCN’s Protected Area Categories for Forest
ConservationDraft discussion paper IUCN/WWF March 1997.

New Arrangements for Forest Scienck discussion paper prepared for the Intergovernmental Panel on Forest.
Fourth Session, New York, February 1997. FAO, IUFRO and CIFOR.

Status of ratification of the CBD.
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ANNEX II
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS OF THE MEETING OF THE LIAISON GROUP ON
FOREST BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
Brazil (unable to attend)

Mr. Nilton Jordao Zerbini

Departamento de Estudos do Desenvolvimento Sustentidvel (DEPED)
Ministério do Meio Ambiente, dos Recursos Hidricos e da Amaz6nia Legal
Esplanada dos Ministérios, Bloco B

Brasilia, Brazil

Telefax: +55 61 323 7936

Canada

Mr. Gerrit van Raalte

Director, Forest Resources Program, Natural Resources Canada
Canadian Forest Service, Atlantic Forestry Centre

P.O.Box 4000, Fredericton

New Brunswick, Canada

Telephone: +506 452 3505

Telefax: +1 506 452 3140

gvanraalte@fcmr.forestry.ca

Colombia

Ms. Paola Ferreira

Co-ordinator of the Policy and Legislation Programme

Research Institute of Biological Resources “Alexander von Humboldt”
Cra. 7 No. 73-55 Oficina 1202, Santafé dm&ta, Colombia
Telephone: +57 313 0882

Telefax: +57 1 312 1152

PFmianic@openway.com.co

Finland (ex officio)

Professor Jukka Salo

Head, Department of Biology, University of Turku
FIN-20014 Turku, Finland

Telephone: 358 2 333 5777

Telefax: +358 2 333 6598

Email: Jukka.Salo@utu.fi

France

Mr. Jean Pierre Le Danff

Ministére de I'environnement, Service des affaires internationales
20, Avenue de Segur, 75302 Paris 07 SP, France

Telephone: +33 1 42 19 17 40

Telefax: +33 142 19 17 72/42 19 17 18
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Ghana

Mr. A.R. Adam

Research Officer, Forestry Research Institute of Ghana
UST. Box 63, Kumasi , Ghana

Telephone: 233 51 60123

Telefax: +233 51 60121

Kyrgyzstan
Mr. Almaz K. Achikeev

Senior Specialist, Department for Forest Management and Cultivation, State Forestry Agency
131, Ismova Str., Bishkel20033, Kyrgyzstan

Telephone: 996 3312 21 35 33

Telefax: +996 3312 21 67 63

Madagascar
Ms. Fleurette Andriantsilavo

Chef de Service des ecosystemes forestiers et de la lutte contre les feux des brousse, Direction des eaux et fore
B.P. 243, 101 Antananarivo, Madagascar

Telephone: 261 2 406 10

Telefax: +261 2 402 30

Email: def@bow.dts.mg

Mali

Mr. Bather Kone

Chef d'unite des ressources genetiques, Institut d’Economie rurale
BP 258, Bamako, Mali

Telephone: 223 2252 15/2606

Telefax: +223 22 37 75

Micronesia (unable to attend)
Ms. Margie Falanruw

Research Biologist, Institute of Pacific Islands Forestry

P.O. Box 490, Yap, FM 96943, Federated States of Micronesia

Tel: +691 350 4630

Fax: +691 350 2455

Mozambique
Ms. Regina Cruz

Head of Forest Inventory Unit, National Directorate of Forestry and Wildlife
Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries

P.0O.Box 1406, Maputo, Mozambique

Telephone: 258 1 4600117

Telefax: +258 1 46006

Email: maria@regina.uem.mz
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Nepal
Mr. Amrit Lal Joshi

Chief Planning Officer, Ministry of Forest and Soil Conservation
Singh Durbat, P.O Bo2987, Kathmandu, Nepal

Telephone 977 1 227 167/223 860

Telefax: +977 22 60 99

Email: mfsc@Singdbr.mos.com.np

Peru

Ms. Amelia Torres Cuadros

Conservation Policies and Institutional Relations Director, Fundacion Peruana Para la Conservacion de la
Naturaleza

Parque Blume 106 con General @Gmora,518 Miraflores, A.P. 18-1393, Lima, Peru

Telephone: +51 441 3800/440 8205/440 8207

Telefax: +51 1 441 2151

Email: postmaster@fpcn.org.pe

Philippines

Ms. Angelita P. Meniado

Ecosystems Supervisor, Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Quezon Avenue, Diliman, Quezon City, Philippines

Telephone: $32 924 60 31 to 35

Telefax: +632 924 0109

Email: pawb-plan@gaia.org.iphil.net

Poland

Dr. Kazimierz Rykowski

Deputy Director, Forest Research Institute

ul. Bitwy Warszawskiej 120 r. nr 3, 00973 Warsaw, Poland
Telephone: +48 22 22 49 32

Telefax: +48 22 22 49 35

Email: karyk@ikp.atm.com.pl

Russian Federation

Dr. Andrey Filiptchouk

Deputy Director, All-Russian Research and Information Centre for Forest Resources
69 Novocheriomushkinskaya S117418 Moscow, Russian Federation

Telephone: +D95 332 5342

Telefax: +7 095 331 0533

Email: strakhov@aricfr.msk.su
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Slovak Republic
Mr. Julius Novotny

Head of Department of Forest Protection, Forest Research Institute
Research Station, Lesnicka 11, 969 23 Banska Stiavnica, Slovak Republic
Telephone: 421 859 211 44

Telefax: +421 859 21044

Email: novotny@fris.sk

Sri Lanka

Dr. Hemanthi K. Ranasinghe

Department of Forestry and Environmental Science, University of Sri Jayewardenepura
Nugegoda, Sri Lanka

Telephone: +94 854 685

Telefax: +94 1 437 879

Email: mmorgani@silt.lk

Trinidad and Tobago

Mr. Carlton Sambury

Assistant Director, Head of Forestry School, Eastern Caribbean Institute of Agriculture and Forestry
Centeno, Via Arima, Trinidad, W.I.

Telephone: +B09 646 2650

Telefax: +1 809 646 3964

United Kingdom
Mr. Simon J. Hodge

Head of Woodland Ecology Branch, Forestry Commission Research Division
Northern Research Station, Roslin, Midlothian, EH25 9SY United Kingdom
Telephone: +4431 445 2176

Telefax: +44 131 445 5124

Email: Simon.Hodge@Forestry.Gov.uk

United States

Dr. Mary A. Melnyk

US Agency for International Development

3963 Biooklyn Avenue, Baltimore, M[21223 USA
Telephone: +7703 875 4670

Telefax: +1 703 875 4639

Email: mmelnyk@usaid.gov
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Representatives of UN/Specialised Agencies

FAO

Mr. Hosni El Lakany

Director, Forest Resources Division, Forestry Department, FAO
Viale delle Terme di Caracalla, | - 00100 Rome lItaly
Telephone: +39 62251

Telefax: +39 6 5225 5137

IPF Secretariat

Mr. Jaime Hurtubia

Principal Environmental Officer, IPF Secretariat, Division for Sustainable Development
44" Street, Two UN Plaza Room DC2-1254

New York, NY 10017 USA

Telephone: +212 963 4219

Telefax: +1 212 963 3463

Email: hurtubia@un.org

IUFRO/CIFOR

Mr. Tim Boyle

Principal Scientist, Center for International Forestry Research (CIFOR)
P.O.Box 6596 JKPWB, Jakarta 1006acdnesia

Telephone: +6251 622 622

Telefax: +62 251 622 100

Email: cifor@cgnet.com

UNDP

Ms. Susanne Schmidt

Environment Specialist, Natural Resources Management Unit
SEED/BPPS/UNDP

304 E 44 Street, 10 floor

New York, NY 10017 USA

Telephone: +212 906 6058

Telefax: +1 212 906 6973

Email: sschmidt@seed.undp.org

UNFCCC

Mr. Mukul Sanwal

Programme Officer, Communication, Assessment & Review Programme, UNFCCC
P.O Box 260 124

D-53153 Bnn, Germany

Telephone: +4228 815 1000

Telefax: +49 228 815 1999

Email: secretariat@unfccc.de



UNEP

Mr. Hamdallah Zedan

Chief, Biodiversity Unit, UNEP
P.0O.Box 30552, Nairobi, Kenya
Telephone: 254 2 623 258/9
Telefax: +254 2 623 926

Email: hamdallah.zedan@unep.org

Mr. Bai Mass-Taal

Senior Programme Officer, Biodiversity Unit, UNEP
P.0O.Box 30552, Nairobi, Kenya

Telephone: 254 2 623 238

Telefax: +254 2 623 926

Email: bai.mass-taal@unep.org

Non-governmental organisations

BIONET

Mr. Sheldon Cohen

Coordinator, Biodiversity Action Network (Bionet)
1400 18 Street N.W. Suite 502

Washington D.C. 20036, USA

Telephone: +202 547 8902

Telefax: +1 202 265-0222

Email: bionet@igc.apc.org

IUCN-World Conservation Union/World-wide Fund for Nature (WWF)
Mr. Nigel Dudley

Equilibrium, 23 Bath Buildings, Montpelier

Bristol BS6 5PT United Kingdom

Telephone and fax: +4¥17 942 8674

Email: 100705.3457@compuserve.com

International Alliance of Indigenous Tribal Peoples of the Tropical Forests
Ms. Jaji Carino

International Alliance of Indigenous Tribal Peoples of the Tropical Forests
14 Rudolf Place, Miles Street

London SW8 1RP, United Kingdom

Telephone: +4471 587 3737

Telefax: +44 171 793 8686
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Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity
Dr. Calestous Juma

Executive Secretary

Phone: 1514 288 2220

Fax: 1 514 288 6588

Email: biodiv@mtl.net

Mr. Anthony Gross

Officer-in-charge, Division of Implementation and Communication
Phone: 1514 287 7025

fax: 1 514 288 6588

Email: biodiv@mtl.net

Ms. Kerstin Stendahl-Rechardt

Junior Professional Officer, Division of Implementation and Communication
Phone: 1514 287 7019

fax: 1 514 288 6588

Email: biodiv@mtl.net

Local organising committee

Ms. Anneli Sund

Senior Adviser, International Affairs Unit, Ministry of the Environment
P.O. Box 399, FIN-00121 Helsinki, Finland

Telephone:358 9 19911

Telefax: 358 9 633 106

Email: Anneli.Sund@vyh.fi
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ANNEX I

WORKING GROUP REPORTS FROM THE LIAISON GROUP MEETING ON
FOREST BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY, HELSINKI 25-28 MAY 1998

WORKING GROUP 1
FACILITATE THE APPLICATION AND INTEGRATION OF THE OBJECTIVES OF THE CBD
IN THE SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT OF FORESTS AT THE NATIONAL, REGIONAL,
AND GLOBAL LEVELS, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ECOSYSTEM APPROACH

Of the four working groups, Working Group 1 (WG1) addressed the broadest topic: “facilitate the application
and integration of the objectives of the CBD in the sustainable management of forests at the national, regional,
and global levels, in accordance with the ecosystem approach. The scope of this topic could cover, in effect, all
types of action taken to implement the CBD in relation to forests.

STEP 1: List of 15 potential “elements”

As a first step in approaching this topic, WG1 compiled a relatively comprehensive list of 15 potential "elements”
for scientific, technical and technological input (see below). Under each element, WG1 sought to cross reference
relevant:

(i) proposals for action contained in the report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Forests (IPF);

(i) CBD provisions;

(i) COP and SBSTTA decisions; and

(iv) sub-issues or topics which may require attention. The cross-referencing of this information was left
incomplete due to time constraints.

A work programme encompassing these 15 elements could be designed to provide scientific, technical and
technological advice to assist CBD Partiesperationalizingthe objectives of the Convention and the

ecosystem approach in the context of sustainable forest management (SFM). In addition, these elements could
contribute to the implementation of key IPF proposals for action, since the IPF called for ‘ecosystem approaches
which integrate the conservation of biological diversity and the sustainable use of biological resources’. More
specifically, the results of work on these elements could, for example:

()  help clarify for Parties ways in which CBD provisions apply to forest ecosystems;

(i)  be used by the COP to develop "guidance” to the CBD financial mechanism and other relevant
institutions; and

(i)  provide specific forms of goport to Parties for implementation (e.g. related to information,
technology, lessons from case studies, etc.).
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1.

Identifying means to alleviate extra-sectoral constraints

IPF: 17(a), 29(a)

CBD: 6(b)

COP: Decisions 11/9 and 111/12

- Perverse subsidies, economic instruments, food security, low agricultural productivity, settlements,
poverty alleviation

Identifying forest sector policies and laws that are necessary preconditions for sustainable forest
management

IPF:  30(b)

CBD: 6 (b)

- Positive incentives, timber concession policies

Identifying effective institutional arrangements for achieving sustainable forest management

IPE:  17(h) (1)
CBD: 6(a)
COP:

- Definition of the roles of stakeholders, co-ordination mechanisms

Identifying conditions for effective participation of local and indigenous communities in sustainable
forest management

IPF:  17(a)
CBD: 8()), 10(c)
COP:

- Traditional forest-related knowledge, access, rights, income generation, alternative employment

Identifying mechanisms to promote positive private sector involvement in sustainable forest management
IPF:  69(a) (b) (d) (e)

CBD: 11

COP:

- Incentives, instruments, capacity, technology

Identifying measures to strengthen the public sector role in norm-setting and as a facilitator in sustainable
forest management

IPF:  17(9)

CBD: 12

COP: Decision lll/12

- Ensure compliance, enact regulations

Analysing comparative effectiveness of regulatory versus market-based mechanisms in promoting
sustainable forest management

IPF: 70 (b), 69 (b)

CBD: 6 (a)

COP:




8.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.
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Identifying means to operationalize criteria and indicators for sustainable forest management at the

national and sub-national levels

IPF: 17 (d)
CBD: 7
COP:

- Tools for monitoring, decision-making, adaptive planning and target setting

Identifying methodologies for restoring biodiversity in degraded forest ecosystems

IPF:  584(iii)
CBD: 8(f)
COP: Decision lll/12

Assessing the role and effectiveness and mechanisms of plantation forests in alleviating pressure
on natural forests and forest biodiversity

IPF:

CBD:

COP:

- Emphasis on use of degraded lands

Identifying means to promote the multiple values and benefits of forests
IPF:
CBD:
COP:
- Ecological services, market and non-market products, national accounting systems, creating markets
for non timber products, aesthetics, lower quality species, transfer of technology, ecotourism

Identifying means to implement the ecosystem approach to managing forests at varying levels
IPF: 17 (a)
CBD: 8(d)
COP: Decisionlll/12
- Protected areas, tailoring subnational strategies based upon ecological and social conditions,
guidelines and best practices

Developing methodologies for building an effective biodiversity information system and indigenous
knowledge systems

IPF:
CBD:
COP:

Identifying ways to facilitate access to and transfer of environmentally-sound technologies and
know-how to developing countries on favourable terms
IPF:
CBD:
COP:
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15. Identifying means by which ex-situ conservation can contribute to sustainable forest management
IPF:
CBD:
COP:

Step 2: An overall framework and sequence of steps for addressing the 15 potential “elements”

Having compiled the above list, WGL1 felt it was important to step back and consider how such an enormous set
of potential activity areas could begin to be addressed. In so doing, WG1 considered two particularly important
guestions:

1.  What are the unique or most important features and provisiongthe CBD in terms of
addressing forest-related issues and in terms of the WG1 topic?

Here, two CBD features were identified:

- Theecosystem approactio managing forests
- Article 6(b), which obligated Parties to integrate the conservation and sustainable use of
biological diversity into relevant sectoral or cross-sectoral plans, programmes and policies.

2. What is the "value-added" of a forest work program under the CBD?

Here, it was felt that the value added could be to analyse and develop scientific, technical and technological
advice useful to all CBD Parties on how to actually operationalize the ecosystem approach and Article 6(b), and
how these two areas could be linked.

Bearing this in mind, WG1 developed a possilve-step framework for addressing the 15 eleme®istred

around the ecosystem approach and implementation of Article 6(b) (see below). Examples of possible outputs fc
each step are also included. In considering how this might relate to the topics of the other three working groups, i
was felt that this might be an appropriate overall structure for addressing all four topics. To support this, some of
the preliminary areas of work identified by the other three working groups are cross referenced below, along with
the original 15 elements identified by WG1. WG1 developed a preliminary schematic diagram showing the
feedback loops and interactions among these five steps. This proved to be a valuable exercise and could be
further developed.
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A POSSIBLE FIVE-PART FRAMEWORK AND SEQUENCE OF STEPS FOR
ADDRESSING FOREST BIODIVERSITY

I Steps I

1. Defining the ecosystem approach to forest biological

diversity

This could cover:

B "Traditional ecology”, e.g. biogeographic zones, natu
regeneration mechanisms, edaphic factors and tropH
dynamics (forest management) and buffer zones,
corridors, representativeness (protected areas).

B “Social ecology”, e.qg. indigenous knowledge systemg

al
ic

2. ldentifying preconditions for implementing Article 6(b
(the integration of forest biodiversity considerations into

forest- and other sectors).

3. ldentifying and implementing criteria and indicators (
well as benchmarks and targets; to include social and
biophysical)

LS

4. ldentifying research and information needs and
mechanisms

5. Identifying best practices and approaches in relation

(0]

forest biological diversity

I Outputs I

Definitions
Guidelines
Principles

Legislative measures

Institutional measures

Economic measures

Incentive measures

Policy reforms and co-ordination

Reforms in planning processes (e.g. economic)
Measures to strengthen the information base
Awareness activities and programmes

See results of working group 2 |

Mechanisms to promote access to available informagon
Guidelines for effective biodiversity information systefns
Research on sustainable forest management techniques
of particular importance to forest biodiversity

Technigues and technologies
Silvicultural practices

Partnership agreements

Transfer of sound technologies
Equitable sharing of benefits
Sustainable use of biological diversity

WORKING GROUP 2
COMPLEMENT EXISTING NATIONAL, REGIONAL OR INTERNATIONAL CRITERIA AND
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INDICATOR FRAMEWORKS FOR SUSTAINABLE FOREST MANAGEMENT

1. Approach

In order to complement existing national, regional or international criteria and indicator frameworks for
sustainable forest management the working group suggested a framework with a sequence of activities for
developing criteria and indicators for forest biodiversity (FBD) under the CBD.

C&l are required to assess FBD to achieve CBD objectives. They formalise the collection of information required
to characterise problems, set priorities and formulate actions. C&I depend on the ability to effectively ‘capture’
the true state of forest biodiversity, and the processes affecting it, by using proxy measures that are relatively
easy to undertake. Failure of C&I to adequately capture the true state of biodiversity will result in the failure to
generate corrective measures to ameliorate problems before it is too late.

In order to be an effective tool for the implementation of decision 11/8 of the CBD, C&l for FBD must capture the
true state of forest biodiversity, adequately characterise the pressures and processes which affect forest
biodiversity, and also indicate the response of FBD to those pressures and processes. To be effective it is crucia
that C&ls are applied at a level appropriate for the issue to which they are applied. Hence, ecological indicators
of the state of forest biodiversity must be applied at the ecosystem level, whilst indicators that relate to legislative
framework and capacity building are appropriately applied at the national level.

The group has examined the biodiversity components of the C&l for SFM that are being proposed, and in some
cases implemented, under the six regional processes. We find their scope to be too wide for the purposes of the
CBD because their focus is much wider than biodiversity. We also find their consideration of forest biodiversity
to be too general, and their application of FBD C&ls to be at an inappropriate scale.

2. Situation analysis, characterisation of the problems

The key problems that the CBD Work Programme must address are summarised below:
- Current emphasis mainly on deforestation and more focus is required on forest quality.

- Focus: most current C&I for SFM focus on sustainable use (pressure indicators) and not on biodiversity
conservation (state and response indicators). State and response indicators are more difficult to formulate
and implement, but are crucial to CBD.

- Scale: biologically based indicators are required at the ecosystem (biogeographic region) scale,
performance based indicators required at the national scale.

- Top down approach: C&I for FBD should ideally start at the biogeographic (ecosystem) level (CBD
objective 1 and 2) and socio-political unit level (CBD objective 2 and 3), and be tailored to ensure that they
are meaningful and comprehensive for each biogeographic region / socio-political unit. National, regional
and global level C&ls would then report on a) performance at the ecosystem level, b) development of the
political, social and financial infrastructure to facilitate achievement of biogeographic region / socio-
political unit level goals.
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- Targets: C&I are only valuable if there are feed-back mechanisms to precipitate action in response to the
information yielded by indicators. This requires that consideration of meaningful targets and thresholds be
an integral part of C&l processes.

- Poor information flow: in order for C&I process to work there must be clear linkages between the
biogeographic region / socio-political unit level and the national/global level. Clear linkages will allow a)
flow of information collected, b) flow of relevance (so all involved at the national and local scale
understand where their efforts fit in), c) flow of actions (in response to information).

- Lack of agreement and wide applicability of C&l for SFM: this is partly a result of current processes
formulating national level C&I processes that contain ecological factors. Regional forest types and socio-
political systems vary so much that lack of agreement and applicability is not surprising. The structure we
outline will facilitate consensus building, providing a clear C&l framework for FBD allowing
responsiveness to the local situation.

- Lack of training which may result in inconsistency of approach. Training is essential to allow accurate
comparison and priority setting.

- Lack of capacity: some countries require the institutional skills, financial means and logistical capacity to
administer C&l for FBD.

3. Requirements of C&I systems

The criteria and indicators need to fulfil a wide range of different functions. The structure suggested below can be
thought of as a matrix with four axes, or perhaps as four different, yet interdependent, sets of issues. Some of
these issues require further research and this issue is of relevance to the CBD work programme. The four axes ¢
presented below in the form of a logical sequence:

3.1 Objectives of the CBD that need to be addressed by the C&I for FBD, which fall into three broad
categories:

- conservation of biodiversity

- sustainable use

- equitable sharing

3.2 Types of measurement
- state - i.e. status
- pressures - agents of changes/processes
- responses - change, i.e. effects of pressures on status

Types of measurement are affected by both spatial and temporal pressures. The "responses” category will often
be fulfilled by successive measurements of state and pressure.

3.3 Scales of measurement
- biogeographical region (more precise than a biome, less exact than an ecosystem)
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- socio-political unit (relating to issues such as land tenure, economic groups,
traditional forest use etc. - needs definition by the CBD).
- national level

This axis needs further research and development, in terms of both "biogeographical region" and "socio-political
unit".

3.4 Process of measurement
- criteria
- indicators
- targets

This axis includes a "targets” element in acknowledgement of the importance of setting the equivalent of damage
thresholds against which to measure change.

4, Liaison

There should be a link with other C&I processes, in particular with the follow-up to the IPF of the CSD. The IPF
has made good advances in terms of C&I for SFM, and we suggest that the CBD therefore initially concentrates
on issues relating to FBD and its equitable sharing. We note that there is much to be learnt from existing criteria
and indicator processes, all of which should address FBD as an integral component of their defining and
implementing C&l for SFM. However, we believe that what the CBD can uniquely offer is the more detailed
focus on FBD which is still required (for example, most proposed C&l for SFM contain only one, or at most two,
criteria relating specifically to FBD).

5. Types of indicators

The criteria and their indicators should capture a wide range of issues relating to forest quality, as it relates to
biodiversity. The following division was suggested as a guide for the CBD:

Biodiversity: needs to be reflected by capturing a range of different elements, based around the concept of
authenticity. These should include consideration of biodiversity at three levels: ecosystem, species and genetic.

Elements include:

- composition

- patterns/structure

- function/ecological relationships
- process/regeneration

- management practices

Sustainable use: should reflect a range of environmental indicators, including:
- health of trees

- health of ecosystem

- resilience in the face of changing environmental conditions

- soil and watershed protection

- impacts on other natural/semi-natural habitats
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- climatic impacts

Equitable sharing: should reflect a range of social and political values, including:
- wood products

- NTFPs

- employment

- recreation

- homeland

- historical value

- education including research

- cultural/aesthetic

- spiritual/religious local distinctiveness

Cross-sectoral issues

- legal infrastructure

- institutional capacity

- implementation in practice

- cross-sectoral impacts

- guidelines for sustainable forest management
- management planning

Not all these elements can be recorded quantitatively, and the indicators should include descriptive values.

6. Work programme elements

Five key elements were identified. These are listed in sequence of implementation below:

6.1 Definition and elaboration of key terminology: The proposal includes two new terms relating to scale of
measurement:

- biogeographical region: an area with a degree of ecological variation limited enough to
- socio-political region: i.e. a geographical unit suitable for use with a set of criteria and
indicators of equitable use

KEY OUTPUTS: An agreed set of definitions and maps of the areas.

6.2 Development of formal links with other processes and institutions to make optimal use of:

- institutional capacity;

- data collection and dissemination;
- training;

- research options.

Possible partner organisations include the various regional forest criteria and indicator processes, the
Global Forest Resources Assessment of FAO and other data collection exercises such as those of ECE,

l...
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6.3

6.4

6.5

NASA and WCMC.

KEY OUTPUTS: Ongoing co-ordination, shared production and use of data, joint training programmes
and identification of research needs and priorities.

Formulate a global framework to promote consistency in national criteria and indicators for forest
biodiversity.

The CBD should encourage a bottom up approach to the formulation of national criteria and indicators of
forest biodiversity. However, these national processes will be helped if the CBD Parties can agree a
general, global framework for such a process. Existing examples, including the six regional forest C&l
processes, do not provide enough detail for FBB. Such a framework would include criteria relating to the
key aspects of biodiversity conservation, sustainable use and equitable sharing, for which locally
appropriate indicators would be set at the national level.

KEY OUTPUTS: An agreed global framework.

Produce guidelines for implementing forest biodiversity criteria and indicators at the biogeographic and
socio-political unit level.

Given the suggestion that two new scales of measurement be adopted, a set of guidelines should be
developed to help with their implementation.

KEY OUTPUTS: Set of guidelines.

Validation: Develop a programme for evaluation and validation of the effectiveness of the forest
biodiversity criteria and indicator systems and processes. Continuous assessment will be needed, both to
check that the systems are being implemented, and to assess whether the processes are delivering valid al
accurate information.

WORKING GROUP 3
INCORPORATE TRADITIONAL SYSTEMS OF FOREST
BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY CONSERVATION

1. Situation Analysis

The vast majority of forest biological diversity lies outside of protected areas. The people who inhabit these areas and
national policies will influence the conservation of this biological diversity. St¥@enillion people are estimated to

directly depend on forest ecosystems for their livelihoods. Such forest use is integrated with their agricultural and/or
pastoral systems and makes significant contributions to a family's well-being. Traditional systems do not only include
harvesting from the forest, but also may have in place management practices that contribute to the conservation of the
desired species and their forest ecosystems.
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Case studies have been performed on some traditional conservation systems, but what is lacking is (1) documentation
more areas and ecosystems, (2) investigation of the impacts of such systems on biological diversity, (3) recognition of
such systems by scientists and by national policies and programs, and (4) the application of such systems to biological
diversity conservation.

2. Work Programme Elements

A. Leqgislation/Policy

In order for traditional systems to contribute to forest biological diversity conservation, it is important to recognise
tenure and use rights to the forest and its resources for the people living within and around them. Often times, these
people are blamed for deforestation; however, the lack of secure rights over these resources acts as an incentive to
exploit as much as possible, as soon as possible with little regard for conservation. Once tenure and use rights are
secured, conservation may proceed more readily than without these rights.

Recognition of rights is a first step, a further step is recognition of traditional systems as containing useful practices for
forest biological diversity conservation. These traditional systems should be reflected in policies and programs and
promoted through education and extension.

Immediate actions should be (1) the incorporation of Article 8(j) of the CBD into National Strategies and Action Plans,
(2) the development of guidelines for countries to proceed with Article 8(j) and (3) the establishment of a national
office/focal point to strengthen national capacity for CBD implementation.

B. Empowerment

People have the capability to manage and conserve forest biological diversity. The constraint is their inability to expres
these systems, at times due to national policies or imposed programs from national agricultural or forestry extension
agents or non-governmental organizations.

An important component of empowerment is the active participation of communities at all levels and throughout the
process of decision-making, policy formulation, research and implementation of decisions. Partnerships with local
communities should be established for forest biological diversity conservation. Involving local people in and allowing
them to design research, management plans and monitoring systems would contribute to forest biological diversity ove
the short and long term. Training, where necessary, should occur in a parallel manner in order to build capacity among
local communities to efficiently carry out the above.

The establishment of universities or centres of learning that emphasise traditional knowledge systems and that are gea
towards the needs of indigenous and local peoples would aid in the legitimisation and promotion of such systems.

Actions to promote empowerment over the short-term (e.g. for the next COP IV meeting of the CBD) include (1)
ensuring the participation of indigenous peoples and local communities in the development of National Strategies and
Action Plans; (2) encouraging representation of indigenous peoples and local communities in official delegations and (3
supporting the meetings of indigenous peoples and local communities at different levels (e.g. local, national, regional) tc
express and organise their views.
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C. Collaborative Research

Traditional knowledge systems include varying degrees of forest management from weeding around preferred trees to
actual establishment of agroforests. Research into these management systems and their relationship to forest biologice
diversity conservation is a priority identified by SBSTTA and others. Further research of these systems should be
performed in partnerships between the possessors of the knowledge (who may be described as "traditional” scientists)
and university-trained scientists. This partnership should go beyond participation to an active collaboration which train
the "traditional” scientist in formal techniques and reporting while the university-trained scientists learns about
traditional systems. A work program action would be the development of guidelines for such collaborative research.

Important first steps for research are the identification of critical ecosystems for forest biological diversity conservation
and the identification and understanding of traditional institutions and user groups. Case studies of traditional systems
are often performed, yet further steps are needed, for example the investigation and monitoring of the impacts of these
systems on forest biological diversity and the application of systems conducive to conservation. Wider dissemination o
such results and the application of systems is currently lacking at the national and local levels. Again, the establishmer
of universities and centres of learning for traditional knowledge would be an important vehicle for applied research,
information dissemination and monitoring and evaluation.

D. Field Extension

Field extension is one mechanism for the application of research results on the traditional systems that conserve forest
biological diversity. Extensionists, usually government officials or representatiMé®@s, often are the bridge

between government and people and between policy and field implementation. Field extension should be consistent
with traditional practices and would require the training of extensionists in these practices. Also, local people could be
trained as extensionists and assist within their own and in other communities. The decentralisation of field staff would
also contribute to increased attention to community-level needs.

E. Definition of Benefit Sharing

In order to address issues of intellectual property rights, those holding traditional knowledge of systems which promote
forest biological diversity conservation will have to decide arrangements/contracts for the sharing/distribution of their
knowledge to conserve forest biological diversity.
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WORKING GROUP 4
RESEARCH, COOPERATION AND DEVELOPMENT OF TECHNOLOGIES

The group considered the optional elements suggested by the COP decision, viz. research, co-operation and
development of technologies. It was agreed that these form a continuum, and that all elements were required for
successful generation, sharing, and implementation of scientific knowledge on forest biodiversity.

Similarly, the group discussed the need to address the three objectives of the Convention, viz. conservation,
sustainable management, and sharing of benefits. Again, it was concluded that these form a continuum, but that
there was a need to consider whether proposals generated adequately covered the three objectives. Emergency
situations requiring urgent and directed research should be capable of being addressed.

Two components of a work programme for research, co-operation and development of technologies on forest
biodiversity were identified. These were:

a) Mechanisms to promote more effective and efficient use, sharing, and implementation of existing knowledge;

b) Issues requiring new or additional research, co-operation and development of technologies.

1. Elements of a work programme

A. Mechanisms

Under the IPF process, the need for improved co-ordination, co-operation, and dissemination was recognized.
These same requirements apply to research, co-operation and development of technologies on forest biodiversity
so mutually supporting mechanisms should be possible to develop. Similarly, there are mutual areas of interest
with other inter-governmental processes, such as@@-

Specific components could include:
1. A "clearing house" or panel to guide the identification, definition and prioritisation of interdisciplinary
research, co-operation and development of technologies problems, involving the participation of

stakeholders.

2. International (regional and/or global) consortia to improve co-ordination and co-operation in research, co-
operation and development of technologies.

3. Encouragement to national research systems to promote increased interdisciplinary research, co-operatior
and development of technologies.

4. Improved international co-ordination in funding of research, capacity building, and dissemination.

5. Closer co-operation among UN conventions/inter-governmental processes.
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B. Research, co-operation and development of technologies issues

Five themes were identified covering the major new or additional research, co-operation and development of
technologies required on forest biodiversity. These were:

1. Key factors influencing biodiversity, and the establishment of thresholds.
- key determinants of biodiversity level and pattern
- impacts of human activities
- consequences of habitat fragmentation
- the impacts of release of LMOs or alien species/genotypes
- keystone species (not under CBD)

2. Relationship between biodiversity and sustainability/productivity
- the scientific basis of biological diversity (biophysical and socio-economic).

3. Economic policies/measures
- methodologies that can be used for forest valuation, and assessment of benefits/social values
- the impacts of regional trade agreements
- market-based incentives to promote conservation/sustainable. management
- the relationship between IPR and community rights

4. Socio-economic values and psychological perception

- Mechanisms for promoting equitable sharing of benefits
- The psychology of the perception of biological diversity

2. Conclusions for Thematic Area: Research, Co-operation and Technology Development

After reviewing the proposed element of a programme of work, a sequential ordering of elements was proposed &
follows:

Of immediate priority

1. Human impact and fragmentation

The state of the art of scientific knowledge on the consequences of human activities and habitat fragmentation
needs to be undertaken by an appropriate, qualified body (e.g. IUFRO). New research to fill gaps in knowledge
needs to be undertaken by Parties, but possibly taking into account the use of research consortia. With links to
thematic areas 1, 2 and 3.

Outputs
- Models of species population dynamics due to human manipulations/interventions will be developed to
- Continuous tracts of forest can be fragmented due to a wide range of events. The results will be
displacement of species requiring large, contiguous forest areas, and the creation of new habitats,
especially at the forest edge and in areas of regeneration. Gene flow will also be affected. At the landscap
level, impacts on biodiversity may be minimal or even positive in the short term. Outputs include
assessment of forest cover and land use change at global, regional, and national levels, using remote

/...
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sensing, and the development of methodologies for reporting on fragmentation and its impact on species
and population structure. Databases on spatial distribution of fragile species are required, and the
development of habitat management options to maintain viable populations.

2. The scientific basis of criteria and indicators

Existing and proposed C&I for biodiversity need to be tested, including field testing, in order to assess: which
indicators are cost-effective and efficient in different forest types; natural levels of variation in indicators over
space and time; possible thresholds/critical values; operational guidelines for implementation, and the possibility
of making use of research consortia needs to be taken into account. This is linked to thematic area

Outputs
- Improved scientific basis of C&l in relation to issues such as the relationship between indicators and
actual levels of biological diversity.; temporal and spatial dynamics of indicators; information content of
indicators; and an operational framework for application of C&l.
- Existing and proposed C&l for biological diversity at national and ecosystem/forest management unit
levels will be reviewed, including field testing. This would take 2 years.

3. Valuation
Methods for valuing biodiversity need to be reviewed and assessed in order to identify possible unified
approaches to valuation.

Outputs
Methodologies will be established for natural forest resources accounting as a tool for providing
information for forest policies and management. Methodologies will also be developed to estimate the value
and benefits of forest goods and services, including biological diversity. conservation and climate
regulation, and to convert these values into monetary terms to promote biological diversity. conservation.
Social evaluation methods of forest biological diversity are also required according to the three objectives
of the CBD.

4. Research consortia

In order to optimise efficiency in research on forest biodiversity, the use of existing bodies qualified to conduct
international, global or regional, research needs to be considered (e.g. EFI, CIFOR, CATIE, IUFRO, APAFRI).
Links to thematic area 1.

Outputs
International regional and/or global consortia. A forum will be established (not necessarily a new
forum, but may rely on existing fora, such as IUFRO) to improve co-ordination and co-operation in
research. Secondly, regional (eco-regional or geographic) fora will be established to improve co-
ordination and co-operation at the regional level. Again, existing institutions such as EFI, CIFOR, or
CATIE may be appropriate. These, in turn, would be supported by national fora.
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5. Strengthening national research systems
Possible approaches to promoting increased involvement of social and policy scientists within national
programmes, and encouraging interdisciplinary research need to be considered. Links to thematic area 1.

Outputs
National research systems to promote increased interdisciplinary research, co-operation and development
of technologies. Involvement of social and policy sciences in the implementation of the CBD work
programme on forest biodiversity (including networking) will be improved. The mechanisms discussed
above may contribute to this. Efforts to facilitate the implementation of the CBD and application of
existing research results will be concentrated.

6. Benefit sharing and financial implications

- Mechanisms to increase private sector involvement in research, co-operation and technology development neec
to be implemented. Innovative approaches to encouraging private sector involvement in non-consumptive forest
services research will be sought.

- The impact of IPR regimes on community rights needs to be assessed by an appropriate qualified body.

- The role of market-based incentives an conservation and sustainable use needs to be assessed (possible by
IUCN).

- Possible approaches to equitable sharing of benefits need to be reviewed.

Outputs
- Some such mechanisms may include: activities implemented jointly (e.g. between private sector and
developing countries), analogous to "debt for nature" swaps; participatory management in private sector
operations (e.g. logging companies); certification of private sector companies (e.g. pharmaceuticals)
based on their contribution to conserving biodiversity. Links to working group 1.

- The suitability of IPR regimes for protecting community rights and interests will be assessed. Possible
reforms to IPR regimes, recognising the diversity of cultures, will be recommended.

- Market-based or economic incentives that promote conservation of biological diversity., sustainable use,
and equitable sharing of benefits will be identified (note: work already underway). Case studies of
market-based incentives for conservation, sustainable use and equitable sharing of benefits will be
examined to assess factors determining effectiveness.

- The effects of extra-sectoral incentives on forest biodiversity will be assessed in order to recommend
reforms, where necessary.

- Methods for equitable sharing. Equitable sharing of benefits should not be assessed within an ecosystem
approach. Benefits arising out of use of genetic resources will be quantified. Characteristics of target
populations that should have participation in agreements requiring equitable sharing will be determined.
Relevant technologies that should be transferred in the context of equitable sharing will be identified.

7. Psychology
Research on the psychology of perception of biodiversity should be undertaken by an appropriate body.

Links to thematic areas 1 and 3.
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Outputs
We require better understanding of psychological mechanisms of human mind in the perception, behaviour,
and reaction in relation to nature. Such understanding will permit, inter alia, the development of new ways
of dialogue between partners, and the development of better ways of communication to convey the
importance of biological diversity. This will aid the development of better ways of education, training and
public awareness at local and national levels (Article 13, CBD).

8. Co-ordination within other inter-governmental processes
The secretariats of relevant inter-governmental processes (CBDC APF) should seek opportunities to co-
ordinate in work.

Outputs
Closer co-operation among UN conventions/inter-governmental processes, resulting in: programmatic
linkages; common elements in work programmes with forests as a unifying theme; informing and
influencing research agendas of relevant institutions; establishment of joint working groups of scientific
bodies of conventions; new sets of national commitments and incentives emerging under the conventions

Subsequent priorities

9. Funding co-ordination

A mechanisms to co-ordinate funding of research co-operation and technology development should be developed
(e.g. a liaison group of funding agencies which support research on forest biodiversity). Note that this refers to
funding outside the CBD/GEF funding mechanism.

Outputs
Improved international co-ordination in funding. At present there is a lack of co-ordination in funding of
research, co-operation, and technology development, resulting in duplication of effort, and gaps in the
overall programme. Under the auspices of the COP, a funding co-ordination panel may be established to
ensure the appropriate and co-ordinated allocation of funding to research issues related to forest
biodiversity.

10. Living modified organisms (LMOS)
An assessment, based on case studies and scientific theory, of factors determining threat from LMOs should by
undertaken by an appropriate body.

Outputs
Issues include the determination of factors that determine invasiveness and the probability of gene
exchange, and how to manage risks. A review of case histories and ecological/genetic theory will be
undertaken to generate guidelines identifying: how to recognise/quantify potential threat; appropriate
mitigation measures. This would take one year.

Tertiary priorities
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11. Research review body
A process should be established to keep under constant review the progress in research and technology
development in relation to forest biodiversity.

Outputs
"Clearing house" or panel. A panel consisting not only of scientists, but including also technology
specialists and stakeholders will be convened to guide the identification and prioritisation of research, co-
operation, and technology development requirements. The task of this panel will be to disseminate researct
results already available as well as ensuring meaningful input to research requirements from stakeholders.

12. Regional trade agreements
The impact of regional trade agreement should be revised

Outputs
Relationship between regional trade agreements and biological diversity. conservation will be established
(identifying positive and negative factors). Those issues to be addressed under the CBD and under the
trade agreements will be identified. Effects of trade liberalisation on biological diversity conservation will
be established.

Of low priority

13. Key determinants of biodiversity level and pattern

The determination of basic groups of key determinants influencing biodiversity positively and negatively,
including biotic, abiotic, and anthropogenic determinants. The most important factors within these different
groups will be identified in terms of positive and negative impacts. For example, among biotic determinants,
insect pests may have strong negative impacts, and natural regeneration positive impacts. Management options
minimise negative impacts and support positive impaittdevidentified.

14. Keystone species.
An important issue, but one which applies predominantly at a sub-national (i.e. ecosystem!) level.

15. Global change and biological diversity

While this is an important research issue, other processes, such as the IGBP/GCTE programme are already
addressing many relevant issues. The long-term nature of this research also limits its value as part of a focused
programme of work under the CBD. The CBD Secretariat needs to establish links with the IGBP/GCTE
Programme to ensure that biodiversity is being adequately addressed. The Diversitas Programme could be
involved in promoting increased knowledge.
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ANNEX III

IPF AND FOREST BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY

1. Institutional background

1.1 The IPF comprehensive programme of work

1.2The IPF as a partnership and consensus building mechanism: The country-lead initiatives; the
informal Interagency Task Force on Forests; co-operation with the CBD Secretariat; complementarity
between CBD and IPF.

2. The main results of the IPF process

2.1 The state of knowledge in sustainable forest management: SG and others report.

2.2The IPF Final Report: Conclusions and proposals for action; some pending issues.

3. Forest Biological Diversity in IPfs results

3.1 Biodiversity as a cross-sectoral issue

3.2 Biodiversity issues in IPEs results: a brief analysis: Information Notes 1 and 2.

4. Looking ahead

4.1 CSD V, UNGASS and the IPF Successor.

4.2 The need for co-operation: collaborative linkages betweensIB&ccessor and CBD (decision
11/12).

4.3 Next steps on forest biological diversity related to IPF and its successor:
(i) The ITFR=s Plan for the implementation of IB§proposals for action;

(i) Support to a focused work programme on forest biological diversity and development of common
priorities between CBD and IRE successor.

1/ The following four information notes were prepared by the DPCSD/IPF Secretariat as a contribution to the meetingohthe liai
group on forest biological diversity with the purpose of assisting the Executive
Secretary in the preparation of a focused work programme for forest biological diversity.
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IPF Secretariat/INFORMATION NOTE 2

ISSUES RELEVANT TO FOREST BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
IN IPF=S RESULTS: A BRIEF ANALYSIS

commitments.

par.11.

be consistent with other national
policies and international

S

Programme Conclusions Proposals for Action

Element

I.1 National forest par.10. par. 17.

and land-use

programmes. National Forest Programmes shoulda) To implement, monitor and evaluate

national forest programmenIEP) taking into
consideration:

- international agreements

- traditional rights of indigenous people

National Forest Programmes also fo and local communities
be based on environmental service
and non-timber products.

- ecosystem approaches that integrate the
conservation of biological diversity and
the sustainable use of biological
resources

d) - to integrate suitable criteria and indicato
for sustainable forest management iNteP.

g) - capacity building, taking due account of
local traditional forest-related knowledge.

S
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Programme Conclusions Proposals for Action
Element
I.2 Underlying par.18. Many of the factors causingpar. 27. To prepare in-depth studies of the
causes of deforestation and forest degradatignunderlying causes of deforestation and fores

deforestation and
forest degradation.

interact and some are synergistic.

par. 21. The changes in forest coMepar. 28. To support the convening of a Glob

should be made against a
background provided by natural
policy frameworks for sfm and land
use plans.

- to identify the quantity and quality
of forests required to provide full
range of goods and services.

par.22. Natural forest and forest
plantations, plays a valuable role ir
meeting the need for forest produc
goods and services, and to conser
biodiversity and carbon reservoir.

par. 24. Undervaluation of wood
and non-wood forest products can
have direct bearing on manageme
conservation and sustainable
development of all types of forests.

par. 25. A diagnostic tool would
serve for refining criteria and
indicators, and methods of valuatig
in relation to national plans for
international agreements and
conventions.

degradation (national and international level

Workshop on the international underlying

par. 29. (a) To implement national strategie
for addressing underlying causes of
deforestation and to define policy goals for
national forest cover as inputs to the
implementation oNFP.

par. 30. (b) to assist developing countries in

egormulation and application of national policy
frameworks.

par. 31

nt(a) to undertake case studies for application
diagnostic framework.

(c) to support preparation of the programme
work for forest biological diversity of the CBD
with respect to analysing measures for

nmitigating the underlying causes of biodivers
loss (decision COP I11/12).

, promoting an integrated approach towards the

Z
~—

1=

causes of deforestation and forest degradation.

o
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Programme
Element

Conclusions

Proposals for Action

1.3 Traditional
forest-related
knowledge (TFRK)

par. 34. Countries are still in an
early stage of identifying ways and
means for the effective protection
and use of TFRK, and of exploring

the relationship between TRFK ang TFRK in SFM and to complement agties

SFM.

par. 35. The effective protection of
TFRK requires the fair and equitab
sharing of benefits.

par. 36. The principle of prior
informed consent. Ways and meal
to secure effective protection of
indigenous rights and the fair and
equitable sharing of benefits arisin
from the use of TFRK should be
identified. International co-
operation on TFRK and rights
related to it must be consistent with
obligations under the CBD and oth
relevant instruments.

par. 39. The Panel recognized thg
the CBD contains several provision
including art 8(j) and 10 (c) that ar
relevant to TFRK. Genetic
resources of forest ecosystems are
subset of the genetic resources
referred to in article 15.

par. 40.
(a) Taking into account COP Il decisions, (8))

to promote activities aimed at advancing
international understanding on the role of

undertaken by the convention.
(b) Invited COP/CBD: to collaborate with

ewho possess TFRK to promote an
internationally aceptable understanding of
TFRK; and to identify, respect, preserve and
maintain TFRK, including innovations and
ngractices that are relevant for the conservati
of forest biodiversity and the sustainable use
forest biological resources.
J (c) To explore further different options for the
policy, institutional and legal frameworks to
support application of intellectual property
rights and/or other protection regimes for
TFRK;
eif) To prepare technical guidelines on TFRK
application.
(g) To participate in partnership agreements
t that apply TFRK for SFM.
s(j) To inventory, store, catalogue and retrieve
e TFRK.
(k) To promote research on TFRK.
a0) WIPO and UNCTAD, taking into account
decision I11/14 to undertake study aimed at
advancing international understanding of the

TFRK.
(p) To undertake pilot studies at national leve
(Decision 111/14) IPRs and TFRK.

compilation of international instruments and

and use of TFRK.

indigenous people and forest dependent peop

relationships between intellectual property and

(q) SG in collaboration with CBD, to produce|a

national legislation pertaining to the protection

e

bNn
of
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Programme Conclusions Proposals for Action
Element
I.4 Fragile par. 44. - Need for an integrated | par. 46
Ecosystems approach to national forest and lard-

(a) affected by
desertification and
drought and

(b) Impact of air-
borne pollution of
forests.

use programmes and national plan
to combat desertification.

. local and traditional knowledge
. Protected areas

. in-situ conservation strategies

par. 45. Problems of fragile
ecosystems must be addressed in
close relationship with CBD; to
develop programmes consistent wi
CBD; Work of IPF and CBD should
be complimentary.

par. 49.Need for studies of
ecosystems functions where
pollutant deposition threatens
sustainability (biodiversity).

s(a) To adopt integrated approach to dryland
forests ecosystems.

by drought, in arid, semi-arid and dry sub-
humid regions.

(e) to promote sustainable management and
regeneration of natural vegetation in
thecosystems affected by desertification and
drought.

par. 50.

(b) To develop and apply techniques for
monitoring and analysing airborne causes of
deforestation and forest degradation; impact
forest health.

monitoring of natural level criteria and
indicators for airborne pollutants.

(c) to establish protected areas in areas affe¢

ted

on

(d) To develop methods for the assessment and

I.5. Needs and
requirements of
developing and other
countries with low
forest cover.

par. 51. The co-ordination with
CBD and other conventions is
essential.

par. 54. The restricted area of fore
in countries with low forest cover
results in reduced capacity for the
production of timber and for the
provision of goods and services,
including the maintenance of
biological diversity and endemic
species.

Par. 56. The national forest
programmes good vehicle for

par. 58

(b) (ii) To plan and manage forest plantation
where appropriate, paying special attention |
stsocial, cultural, economic and environmental
considerations in the selection of species,
preference to native species; and to avoid
replacing natural ecosystems of high ecologi
and cultural values.

(iii) To promote the regeneration and
restoration of degraded forest areas.

(v) to establish or expand networks of protec
areas working in close liaison with parties of

addressing needs and requiremen

U

(@]

cal

sthe CBD.
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Programme
Element

Conclusions

Proposals for Action

Il. International co-
operation in financial
assistance and
technology transfer.

A: Financial
Assistance

par. 62. The financing needs for
SFM at the ational level be met, as
far as possible, by the revenue
generated by the forest sector.

par. 63. Private capital flows are
growing and are increasingly great
than public funding. Itis critical fof
countries to introduce policies to
attract private investments.

par. 64. The need to fulfil financial
commitments of Agenda 21,
including the protection
representative forest ecosystems.
ODA remains a main source of
external public funding. The Pane
expressed its concern that funding
levels, including ODA, are
insufficient and declining.
Sustainable forest management is
not given sufficient priority in ODA.
Forest-related projects that have
global environmental benefits shou
also be supported through GEF,
under guidance provided by the C(
of relevant international
instruments.

To strengthen financial assistance:
par. 67

(c) To work with developing countries on the
basis of national forest programmes.

ed) To use national forest programmes as a
framework for the support and co-ordination
forest related activities.

of

(g) debt-for-nature swaps related to forests and

other environmentally oriented debt reductiof
programmes.

To enhance private-sector investment:

par. 69.

(c) Reinvestment of revenues generated from

forest goods and services back into forest
sector.

(d) to promote policies and regulations to
Icattract domestic and foreign private investme

for sustainable forest management, including:

DP environmentally sound forest-based industr
. reforestation and afforestation
. Non-wood forest product industries
. conservation and protection of forests

par. 71.

To enhance international co-operation:

. Call for enhanced co-ordination, collaborati
and complementarity of instruments related {
forests, notably CBD, UNFCCC, CCD, ITTO
and IPF.

. To explore, as a priority activity, appropriatg
indicators for monitoring and

n

nt

es

pNn

]

1)

valuating adequacy and effectivenessibP.
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Programme Conclusions Proposals for Action
Element
B. Technology par. 74. par. 77.

transfer, capacity
building and
information.

Developed countries bear a specia
responsibility for facilitating the
creation of conditions for the
conservation of forest biological
diversity and sustainable use of
forest biological resources, inter-ali
through constructive approaches tq
the transfer of technologies to
strengthen the capabilities of
indigenous people, forest dwellers,
forest owners and local communitig
for SFM.

par. 75.

Agreed that priorities in technology
transfer could include:

technology and methods that
reduce environmental damage
due to current forestry practiceq
conservation and protection;
native species research,
including biotechnology, for treg
improvement;

rehabilitation and restoration o
natural forest ecosystems;
technology and methods for
retaining forest values,
including biological diversity;
incorporation of indigenous
knowledge in forest
management;

utilisation, rehabilitation
restoration and regeneration of
natural forest ecosystems;
new non-wood and wood forest
products.

To enhance technology transfer:

(a) access to and the transfer of
environmentally sound technologies and
corresponding know-how to developing
acountries on favourable terms.

(b) assessment and identification of specific
technology needs should be consistent with
priorities in national forest programmes.

2S

(c) strengthening co-operation in North-Sou
co-operation, S-S as well as N-S-S in forest-
related technology transfer taking due note g
related work being conducted in other
international forums, including the CBD@.

To improve information systems:

5 par. 78. (c) Invited ITTF, including the CBD
5; Secretariat, to facilitate the provision of a bet
flow to both the policy and operational levels
synthesised information on programme

® progress, policy development, best managen
practices and financial strategies for forest
sector (public and private), including
establishment of specialised databases.

ter
of

nent
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Programme Conclusions Proposals for Action
Element
lll. Scientific Par. 80. The database on forest | Par. 89.

Research, Forest
assessment and
Development of
Criteria and
Indicators for
Sustainable Forest
Management (SFM)

A. Assessment of th
multiple benefits of
all types of forests.

types is uneven. Much attention is
still given to timber and forest cove
whereas other goods and services
provided by forests such as the

sustainable use and conservation anghere appropriate.

the fair and equitable sharing of
benefits of biological diversity, are
rarely covered and need to be
considered.

Par. 81. Forest assessments shou

adopt and integrate a holistic multit

disciplinary approach. Efforts
should be made to harmonise
approaches to data collection and
analysis in order to enhance
comparability.

Par. 82. Data interpretation in

response to user needs is necessafyorganizations:

A study of users and categories of
users of forest resources and relatg
information at the international,
regional, national and local levels i
required.

Par. 83. Forest assessments shou
take account of criteria and
indicators for SFM. The need to
include qualitative and quantitative,
information on forest goods and
services should be addressed in
future assessments.

Par. 85. FAQ, in confiation with
countries and interested
organizations to prepaf@FA 2000.
The Panel noted importance of ec
floristic zone and vegetation maps
tools for the assessment process
together with qualitative parameter
and C&l defined through Helsinki
and Montreal Process, Dry Zone,
Africa Initiative, Tarapoto Initiative
and ITTO guidelines.

r,(a) To integrate national-level criteria and
indicators for SFM in ational forest
assessments, including qualitative indicators

(c) To strengthen research on forest inventol
and monitoring techniques.

(d) FAOQ, in consliation with governments an
Icdbrganizations to prepare plan for the
implementation ofsFA 2000. The Plan shoul
include broad range of forest values, includin
non-timber values and with due regard to the
requirements arising from internationally or
regionally agreed criteria and indicators.

(e,f,g) Requested FAO in kkaboration and
consultation with relevant international

2d to implement GFA 2000;

5 . to formulate an internationallgeeptable set
of definitions of key terms used in the
assessment of all types of forests;

Id
. to address need for better co-ordination.

(h) Countries to begin a consultation procesd
identify the full range of benefits derived frormi
forests.

[72]

y

o




UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/3/Inf.5

Page 41
Programme Conclusions Proposals for Action
Element
B: Forest Research Par. 91 Par. 94

. Took note of the recommendatio
on priorities for scientific research
on forest biological diversity made
by the COP to the CBD.

Par. 92.

. Recognized the need to enhance
forest research institutions’
participation in an international
network dedicated to conservation,
management and utilisation of
forests and forest policy research.

Par. 93.

. Research priorities that are in neg
of comprehensive intergovernment
organisation include:

- development of criteria and
indicators for SFM.

- integrated site-specific studies to
explore the relationship between
human development and forests.

- valuation of forests and forest
resources.

- forest valuation in national
resource accounts.

- TFRK

- Forest conservation, including
human impact on protected forest
areas.

- Long-term impacts of climate
change, ozone depletion and air

nga) Requested CIFOR to guide the

identification and definition of global and ecot

regional interdisciplinary forest research;

(b) Called COP to the CBD to promote forest
research and analysis and to address gaps i
existing knowledge where relevant to their
mandate.

(c) to expand the capacity of existing resear
institutions and where appropriate to establig
new centres for research, development and
extension, including for biological diversity
and forest products and other forest goods a
services.

ed
al

pollution on forest biodiversity.

=

Ch
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Programme
Element

Conclusions

Proposals for Action

C. Methodologies
for the proper
valuation of the
multiple benefits of
forests.

Par. 95. The costs associated with
deforestation, forest degradation a
changes in forest quality, in terms
losses of biological diversity,
impaired biological functions and
reduced social and environmental
values are not adequately measurg
by present methodologies.

Par. 96. The importance of the
services provided by forests,
including those relating to biologica
diversity and global climate
regulation, and the potential for
developing mechanics to translate
those values into monetary terms t
encourage forest conservation was|
recognized. Further discussion
should take place in the context of
the CBD on these issues.

Par. 100. Innovative and simple
scientific valuation methods are
needed, especially those related tg
criteria and indicators and natural
forest programmes.

Par. 101. New forest valuation

methodologies should take into

account following criteria:

. heutrality and scientific validity
. practical applicability

. simplicity and clarity

. multidisciplinarity

. cost-effectiveness

. orientation towards currently non-
marketable goods and services.

Par. 103. Support to national foreg
resource accounting as a means o
providing strategic information for

forest policy and management, and
of creating awareness of the value

Par. 104.
hd

bf(a) To make use of available methodologies to

estimate the value of all forest goods and

services and allow for more informed decisio

making about the implications of alternative
dproposals for forest programmes.

(b) To prepare comprehensive documents or]
the available forest valuation methods and d
sets required for the evaluation of forest gooq
\l and services, in particular those that are not
traded in the marketplace.

(c) To promote research to further develop
b forest valuation methodologies, in particular
those related to deforestation and forest
degradation, erosion, criteria and indicators

—

|
of

-

ata
Is

forest goods and services.
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Programme
Element

Conclusions

Proposals for Action

D. Criteria and
Indicators for
sustainable forest
management (SFM).

Par. 106. C&l provide a conceptug
framework for policy formulation
and evaluation. Criteria define the
essential elements 8FM while
Indicators provide a basis for
assessing actual forest conditions.
C&l, when combined with national
goals also useful for assessing
progress towards SFM. C&l can
play important role in defining the
goals of national forest programme
and policies.

Par. 107. There is a need for a
broad spectrum of quantitative,
gualitative and descriptive
indicators.

Par. 108. C&l may play an
important role in clarifying issues
related to forest certification and th
labelling of forest products. But
C&l development is primarily
intended for promoting and
monitoring SFM, and not for
imposing certification or labelling.

Par. 109. Need for further effort to
reach a common international
understanding of key concepts,
definitions and terms used in
formulating and developing C&l.
C&l should be formulated through
transparent process involving all
interested parties.

Par. 114. The Panel had diverse
views on the merits of a core set off
C&l for use at the global level, whil
recognising that dialogue should
continue.

| Par. 115.

(a) To prepare, through participatory approa
national-level criteria and indicators f8FM.

(b) To promote the use of internationally and
nationally agreed C&I as a framework for
promoting best practices; to include them in
national forest programmes.

s(d) To undertake efforts to achieve a commo
international understanding on concepts,
essential terms and definitions used in
formulating and developing C&l fd8FM; on
indicators for forests in similar ecological
Zones;

() Requested that the COP to the CBD take
note of the work of the various existing
initiatives on C&l to ensure that the work dorf
eby the CBD on developing and implementing
biodiversity indicators would be consistent
with, and complimentary to, them.

112

ch,
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Programme Conclusions Proposals for Action
Element
IV. Trade and Par. 116. The Importance of On market access:

Environment in
relation to forest
products and
services.

promoting SFM through muglly
supportive trade and environment
policies. A continuing process of
consensus building is needed.

Par. 117. Inadequate information
both domestic and international
trade in now-wood products and
forest services. Further studies an
data gathering are needed.

Par. 121. Noted efforts and
initiatives to promote lesser used
species in the international tropica

timber market. Should also include

temperate and boreal species.

Par. 122. Only a small proportion
the global trade are influenced by
certification of forest management
and labelling of forest products.
More studies and information are
required to clarify uncertainties,
including the economic and non-
economic costs and benefits.

Par. 128. (a) To study the environmental,
social and economic impacts of trade-related
measures affecting forest products and servi

br{b) To undertake measures for improving
market access for forest goods and services.

d On the relative competitiveness of forest
products:

Par. 131. (b) To support community-based
processing and marketing of wood and non-
timber forest products.

D

On lesser used species:

bfPar. 132. (a) To promote lesser used forest
species in domestic and international market
where increased use is consistent with SFM.

(c) To transfer technology, and to support
national and community level efforts to devel
and adapt technologies including traditional
forest-related knowledge, for increasing the
sustainable utilisation of lesser used species
On certification and labelling:

Par. 133. (b) To support efforts in developin
countries in relation to voluntary certification
and labelling;

(d) To carry out further studies on:
. The relationships between various criteria 8
indicators frameworks and certification;
. The special needs of local communities, oth
forest-dependent populations;

. The development of consistent terminology
. The impacts of certification schemes on the
relative competitiveness of forest goods and
services in the absence of equivalent schemg
for substitutes.

Ces.

nd

er
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IPF Secretariat
INFORMATION NOTE 3

IPF'S CONTRIBUTION TO THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CBD

Programme Elements |.1: National forest and land use programmes.

IPF's Proposals for Action CBD Articles COP Decisions SBSTTA
Recommendations

par. 17.

a) To implement, monitor and evaluate
national forest programmeiIEP) taking | Art.6.(b) [1/9; Annex (13) -
into consideration:

- international agreements Art.10(a);(b) - -

- traditional rights of indigenous people | Art.8()) [1/9; Annex (8) -
and local communities 10(c)
18.4

- ecosystem approaches that integrate the
conservation of biological diversity and theArt. 10 /12, 6(b) 11/8; 2(b)
sustainable use of biological resources

d) - to integrate suitable criteria and

indicators for sustainable forest - [1/9; Annex (15) | II/8; (c)
management into NFP. /12, 10(a)

g) - capacity building, taking due accouny Art. 12 /12, 6(e) -
of local traditional forest- related 8 ()

knowledge. 18.4
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I.2  Underlying causes of deforestation and forest degradation

IPF's Proposals for Action

CBD Articles

COP Decisions

SBSTTA Il
Recommendations

par. 27.

To prepare in-depth studies of the
underlying causes of deforestation and
forest degradation (national and
international levels).

par. 28.

To support the convening of a Global
Workshop on the international underlying
causes of deforestation and forest
degradation.

par. 29.

(a) To implement national strategies for
addressing underlying causes of
deforestation and to define policy goals fq
national forest cover as inputs to the
implementation oNFP.

par. 30.

(b) to assist developing countries in
promoting an integrated approach towar
the formulation and application of nation
policy frameworks.

par. 31

(a) to undertake case studies for applicat
of diagnostic framework.

(c) to support preparation of the
programme of work for forest biological
diversity of the CBD, with respect to
analysing measures for mitigating the
underlying causes of biodiversity loss
(decision COP 111/12).

Art. 7 (c)
Art. 14

Art. 7 (c)

Art. 6 (b)

=

Art. 6 (b)
s 10 (b)
|

Qfrt. 7 (c)
10 (b)

Art. 7 (c)
10 (b)
(d)

[1/9; Annex (9)
(10)
/a2

[1/9; Annex (7)
(10)
/12

[1/9; Annex (10)
(@)
/12
10 (b)

[1/9; Annex (10)
/12

/12
(3)
()

11/8; 3 (c)
(@)

/8; 3 (c)

/8; 2 (a)

1/8; 2 (b)

/8; 3 (c)
3(9)

11/8; 3(c)
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1.3 Traditional Forest-related Knowledge
IPF’s Proposals for Action CBD Articles COP Decisions SBSTTA Il
Recommendations
par. 40.
(a) Taking into account COP Il decisiong, Art. 8 (j) 11/9 (8) 11/8; 2 (a)
(8j) to promote activities aimed at 10 (c) (9)
advancing international understanding on 18 (4) a7)
the role of TFRK in SFM and to /14
complement activities undertaken by the
convention.
(b) Invited COP/CBD: to collaborate with | Art. 8 (j) 11/9 (8) -
indigenous people and forest dependent 10 (c) (9)
people who possess TFRK to promote an 18 (4) a7
internationally aceptable understanding of /14
TFRK; and to identify, respect, preserve
and maintain TFRK, including innovations
and practices that are relevant for the
conservation of forest biodiversity and the
sustainable use of forest biological
resources.
(c) To explore further different options fon Art. 8 (j) /9 -
the policy, institutional and legal 10 (c) /14
frameworks to support application of 18 (4)
intellectual property rights and/or other
protection regimes for TFRK;
(f) To prepare technical guidelines on /9 -
TFRK application. /14
(9) To participate in partnership /9 -
agreements that apply TFRK for SFM. /14
() To inventory, store, catalogue and Art. 8 () /9 -
retrieve TFRK.
(k) To promote research on TFRK. Art. 8 () /14 -
(o) WIPO and UNCTAD, taking into Art. 10 (c) /14 -
account decision 111/14 to undertake stud 15
aimed at advancing international 16
understanding of the relationships betwegn
intellectual property and TFRK.
(p) To undertake pilot studies at national
level (Decision 111/14) IPRs and TFRK. Art. 10 (c) /14 -
(q) SG in collaboration with CBD, to 15
produce a compilation of international 16
instruments and national legislation Art. 8 ()) - -
pertaining to the protection and use of
TFRK.
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1.4 Fragile Ecosystems

IPF's Proposals for Action

CBD Articles

COP Decisions

SBSTTAII

Recommendations

A. Affected by desertification and
drought.

par. 46

(a) To adopt integrated approach to drylg
forests ecosystems.

(c) to establish protected areas in areas
affected by drought, in arid, semi-arid ar
dry sub-humid regions.

(e) to promote sustainable management
regeneration of natural vegetation in
ecosystems affected by desertification an
drought.

B. Impact of airborne pollution of forestg
par. 50.

(b) To develop and apply techniques for
monitoring and analysing airborne cause
of deforestation and forest degradation;
impact on forest health.

(d) To develop methods for the assessme
and monitoring of natural level criteria ar
indicators for airborne pollutants.

nArt. 8

Art.8

ardt. 8

Art. 7 (b)
S 14 (a)
(b)

enf7 (c)

/12, 6(b)
/13; 1(a)

/a2
/13; 1(a)

/12
/13; 1(a)

/12

/12

11/8; 2 (b)

11/8; 3 (f)

11/8; 3 (d)

11/8; 3 (c)

1/8; 3 (a)
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1.5 Needs and requirements of developing and other countries with low forest cover

IPF’s Proposals for Action

CBD Articles

COP Decisions

SBSTTA Il
Recommendations

par. 58

(b) (ii) To plan and manage forest
plantations, where appropriate, paying
special attention to social, cultural,
economic and environmental
considerations in the selection of species
preference to native species; and to avoi
replacing natural ecosystems of high
ecological and cultural values.

(iii) To promote the regeneration and
restoration of degraded forest areas.

(v) to establish or expand networks of
protected areas working in close liaison

with parties of the CBD.

Art. 10 (a)
(b)
(d)
(e)

Art. 8 (f)

Art. 8 (b)

/12

/12

/12

11/8; 3 (d)

/8; 3 (d)

11/8; 3 (f)
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II. International co-operation in financial assistance and technology transfer

A: FinancialAssistance

IPF's Proposals for Action

CBD Articles

COP Decisions

SBSTTA Il
Recommendations

To strengthen financial assistance:
par. 67

(c) To work with developing countries on
the basis of national forest programmes.
(d) To use national forest programmes aj
framework for the support and co-
ordination of forest related activities.
(g) to continue the implementation of
mechanisms such as debt-for-nature swa
related to forests and other environmenta
oriented debt reduction programmes.

To enhance private-sector investment:
par. 69.

(c) Reinvestment of revenues generated
from forest goods and services back into
forest sector.

(d) to promote policies and regulations to
attract domestic and foreign private
investment for sustainable forest
management, including:

. environmentally sound forest-based
industries

. reforestation and afforestation

. Non-wood forest product industries

. conservation and protection of forests

par. 71.
To enhance international co-operation:

. Call for enhanced co-ordination,
collaboration and complementarity of
instruments related to forests, notably
CBD, UNFCCC, CCD, ITTO and IPF.

. To explore, as a priority activity,
appropriate indicators for monitoring and

evaluating adequacy and effectiveness of

NFP.

Art. 6 (b)
b a

Art. 6 (b)

part. 8 (k)
lly (m)

Art. 8 (m)

Art. 8 (k)

(m)
Art. 20

Art. 18
Art. 22 (1)

/e

/6
/6

/6

11/9; 2 (c)
11712 (3)(5)(7)
/2

1/12; 10 (a)

1/8; 2 (a)

1/8; 2 (a)
(b)
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II. International co-operation in financial assistance and technology transfer

B. Technology transfer, capacity building and information

IPF’s Proposals for Action

CBD Articles

COP Decisions

SBSTTA Il
Recommendations

To enhance technology transfer:

par. 77.

(a) access to and the transfer of
environmentally sound technologies and
corresponding know-how to developing
countries on favourable terms.

(b) assessment and identification of spec
technology needs should be consistent w
priorities in national forest programmes.

(c) strengthening co-operation in North-
South co-operation, S-S as well as N-S-§
forest-related technology transfer taking
due note of related work being conducted
in other international forums, including th
CBD@.

To improve information systems:

par. 78.

(c) Invited ITTF, including the CBD
Secretariat, to facilitate the provision of &
better flow to both the policy and
operational levels of synthesised
information on programme progress, poli
development, best management practice
and financial strategies for forest sector
(public and private), including
establishment of specialised databases.

fic

in

cy
5

Art.
Art.

thrt.

Art.

Art.
Art.

Art.

16 (2)
18 (5)

16 (1)

()
18 (5)

16 (1)
18 (5)

17 (1)
(2)

/12
10 (a)

(b)
111/16

/16

/16

/16

/8
3(a)

/8
2 (a)
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M. Scientific Research, Forest assessment and Development of Criteria and Indicators for

Sustainable Forest ManagemeBF)

A. Assessment of the rtiple benefits of all types of forests.

IPF's Proposals for Action

CBD Articles

COP Decisions

SBSTTAI

Recommendations

Par. 89.

(a) To integrate national-level criteria ang
indicators for SFM in ational forest
assessments, including qualitative
indicators, where appropriate.

(c) To strengthen research on forest
inventory and monitoring techniques.

(d) FAOQ, in consliation with governments
and organizations to prepare plan for the
implementation ofsFA 2000. The Plan
should include broad range of forest valu
including non-timber values and with due
regard to the requirements arising from
internationally or regionally agreed criteri
and indicators.

(e,f,g) Requested FAO in kkaboration and
consultation with relevant international
organizations:

. to implement GFA 2000;

. to formulate an internationallgeeptable
set of definitions of key terms used in the
assessment of all types of forests;

. to address need for better co-ordination
(h) Countries to begin a consultation

process to identify the full range of benefi
derived from forests.

1 Art. 7 (@)

Art. 10 (b)

Art. 7 (a)

D

es,

[)

Art. 7

Aft. 10 (b)

Art. 10 (b)
12
ts 18

/10
/4

/10

111710
11/12; 10 (b)

/10

/12

11/8; 3(a)

/8; 3 (h)
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B: Forest Research
IPF’s Proposals for Action CBD Articles COP Decisions SBSTTA Il
Recommendations

Par. 94
(a) Requested CIFOR to guide the Art. 12 (a) [1/9; Annex (6) | II/8; 3 (f)
identification and definition of global and (b) (12)
eco-regional interdisciplinary forest /12, (9)
research; (20)
(b) Called COP to the CBD to promote | Art. 12 /12 (9) 11/8; 3 (a) to (h)
forest research and analysis and to addregArt. 17 (10) (a)
gaps in existing knowledge where relevant (b)
to their mandate.
(c) to expand the capacity of existing Art. 12 /12; 10 -
research institutions and where appropriatéart. 18 (@)
to establish new centres for research, (b)
development and extension, including for
biological diversity and forest products arjd

other forest goods and services
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C. Methodologies for the proper valuation of the multiple benefits of forests

IPF's Proposals for Action

CBD Articles

COP Decisions

SBSTTA Il
Recommendations

Par. 104.
(a) To make use of available methodolog

services and allow for more informed
decision making about the implications o
alternative proposals for forest
programmes.

(b) To prepare comprehensive document
on the available forest valuation methodg
and data sets required for the evaluation
forest goods and services, in particular
those that are not traded in the
marketplace.

(c) To promote research to further develg
forest valuation methodologies, in
particular those related to deforestation g
forest degradation, erosion, criteria and
indicators

es -

to estimate the value of all forest goods and

of

1/9; (11)

11/9; (11)

11/9; (12)
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D. Criteria and Indicators for sustainable forest managerSé&iM)

IPF’s Proposals for Action

CBD Articles

COP Decisions

SBSTTA Il
Recommendations

Par. 115.

(a) To prepare, through participatory
approach, national-level criteria and
indicators for SFM.

(b) To promote the use of internationally
and nationally agreed C&l as a framewot
for promoting best practices; to include
them in national forest programmes.

(d) To undertake efforts to achieve a
common international understanding on
concepts, essential terms and definitions
used in formulating and developing Cé&l
for SFM; on indicators for forests in
similar ecological zones;

(f) Requested that the COP to the CBD tg
note of the work of the various existing
initiatives on C&lI to ensure that the work
done by the CBD on developing and
implementing biodiversity indicators woul
be consistent with, and complimentary to
them.

Art. 6, 7(a), 8(c),
10(a)

Art. 6, 7 (a),
k 8(c)
10 (a)

Art. 2,7 (a)

ke

Italics = not
covered but
related to

[1/9; Annex (15)

/10

11/12; 6(d)
10(a)

[1/9; Annex (15)
1/12; 6 (d)
10(a)
(b)

/8; 2 (c)
3(a)

11/8; 2 (c)
3 ()
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IV. Trade and Environment in relation to forest products and services

IPF's Proposals for Action

CBD Articles

COP Decisions

SBSTTA Il
Recommendations

On market access:

Par. 128. (a) To study the environmenta|
social and economic impacts of trade-
related measures affecting forest product
and services.

(b) To undertake measures for improving
market access for forest goods and servi
On the relative competitiveness of forest
products:

Par. 131. (b) To support community-bas
processing and marketing of wood and
non-timber forest products.

On lesser used species:

Par. 132. (a) To promote lesser used for
species in domestic and international
markets, where increased use is consiste
with SFM.

(c) To transfer technology, and to suppor
national and community level efforts to
develop and adapt technologies including
traditional forest-related knowledge, for
increasing the sustainable utilisation of
lesser used species.

On certification and labelling:

Par. 133. (b) To support efforts in
developing countries in relation to
voluntary certification and labelling;

(d) To carry out further studies on:

. The relationships between various crite
and indicators frameworks and
certification;

. The special needs of local communities
other forest-dependent populations;

. The development of consistent
terminology;

. The impacts of certification schemes on
the relative competitiveness of forest goo
and services in the absence of equivalen
schemes for substitutes.

[72]

Les.

2d

est

nt

i
Art. 16
) Art. 18
Art. 8 (j)

a

Art. 8 (j)

(s
[
Italics = not
covered but

related to

1/9; (11)
/18

1/9; (11)
111718

/17 (4) to (8)
Annex
11/18

11/9; (11)
11/12; 6 (e)
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Outcome of the IPF: Elements for a forest biological diversity work programme

IPF Programme Element

Main Action Related to Forest Biological Diversity

1.1 National Forest Programmes
Inc. 1.4;15;

Il (&) and (b), and

1.2

1. Strategies for SFM based on an ecosystem

diversity (para.17.a).

2. Methodologies for identification of sites of high
interest for biodiversity (par. 17.a).

3. To integrate criteria and indicators for the
conservation of biological diversity as part of
sustainable forest management (par. 17.d).

approach which will integrate conservation measur
(e.g. protected areas) and sustainable use of biolog

ical

1.2 Underlying causes of deforestation and fores
degradation.

t4. To formulate and implement national strategies
addressing the underlying causes of deforestation
biodiversity loss (par. 29.a).

for
and

|.3Traditional forest-related knowledge (TFRK).

5. To advance international understanding on t
of TFRK in conservation of forest biological diversit
and sustainable forest management.
and TFRK (par. 40.p).

7. To produce a compilation of international

protection and use of TFRK (par. 40.7).

6. To undertake pilot studies at national level on IH

instruments and national legislation pertaining to the

he role

Rs
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IPF Programme Element

Main Action Related to Forest Biological Diversity

. International co-operation in financial assistance
and technology transfer.

A. FinancialAssistance

B. Transfer of Technology, capacity building and
information.

8. To promote policies and regulations to attract
domestic and foreign private investment for
sustainable forest management, including:

- environmentally sound forest-based industries
- reforestation and afforestation

- non-wood forest products

- conservation and protection of forests

(par. 69.d)

9. To facilitate the provision of a better flow to both
the policy and operational levels of synthesised
information on programme progress, policy
development, best forest management practices ar
financial strategies for forest sector (public and
private), including the establishment of specialised
databases (par. 78.c).

1. Scientific Research, Forest assessment and
Forest Management (SFM).

A. Assessment of the ritiple benefits of all types of
forests.

B. Forest Research

Development of Criteria and Indicators for sustainablessessment 2000 which should include broad rang

10.  To support implementation of Global Forest
forest values, including food biodiversity and non-
timber values (par. 89.d).

11.  To support CBD to promote forest research
and analysis as suggested in recommendation 11/8
SBSTTA, and to address gaps in existing knowledg
(par. 94.b).

12.  To support to expand the capacity existing d
research institutions and where appropriate to pror
establishment of new centres for research,
development and extension, including forest biolog
diversity, forest products and other forest goods an
services (par. 94.c).

e of

je

f

note

cal
d
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IPF Programme Element

Main Action Related to Forest Biological Diversity

1. Scientific Research, Forest assessment and

Development of Criteria and Indicators for sustainableiodiversity valuation methodologies (par. 104.c).

Forest Management (SFM).

C. Methodologies for the proper valuation of thg
multiple benefits of forests.

D. Criteria and Indicators for sustainable forest
management.

13.  To promote further development of forest

14.  To support CBD in the formulation of criterid
e and indicators for the conservation of forest biologi
diversity and to advise on how to integrate them as

|

part of sustainable forest management (par. 115.F).

IV.  Trade and Environment in relation to forest
products and services.

15.  To support efforts in developing countries to
enhance the assessment capability in relation to
voluntary certification and labelling, including the
special needs of local communities, other forest-
dependent populations and owners of small forests

(par. 133.b).

ral



