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I. INTRODUCTION

1. In decision VII/16 E, paragraph 4, on articl§)8nd related provisions, the Conference of thgi€s
decided to undertake further activities to compl@tase one of the composite report on the statigrands
of traditional knowledge relevant to the conseatand sustainable use of biological diversitypider to
produce a revised version of it, in consultatiorthwand with input from Parties, governments, refeva
stakeholders as appropriate, and from indigenodsl@al communities through the national focal p®im
consultation with and after approval of indigenansl local communities.

2. In paragraph 5 of the same decision, the Conéeref the Parties requested the Executive Segrietar
immediately start work on a second phase of theposite report, laying emphasis on sections 4 aofitbe
outline of the composite report, foreseeing respelst the identification of national processes timady
threaten the maintenance, preservation and applicat traditional knowledge, innovations and piees and
the identification of processes at the local comityulevel that may threaten the maintenance, puvasen
and application of traditional knowledge, innovagand practices.

3. The Conference of the Parties also requesteBxbeutive Secretar{to take action [...] to create an
advisory group/steering committee in which indiggnand local communities will be represented tasags
the completion of the report and undertake a pewmriaw of the revised version, in consultation with
indigenous peoples and local community organizatitiat have participated in the work on the Conieerit

4, Pursuant to this request, in notification 43868&5 June 2004, the Executive Secretary invitetidza
organizations and stakeholders to make nominatimnsthe Advisory Group/Steering Committee. In
notification 46350 of 2°t December 2004, Parties were informed of the dstabent and composition of the
Advisory Group/Steering Committee. Participantgaveelected on the basis of their expertise, gebira
representation and gender balance.

5. The meeting of the advisory Committee was maolesiple by the generous contributions of the
Governments of Spain and Sweden. As requestetidoZonference of the Parties, the main purposbeof t
meeting of the Advisory Group/Steering Committe&iseview phase one of the composite report, dsase
the regional reports on phase two. In addition,ERecutive Secretary drew upon the expertise ofigaly
Committee members to seek advice and guidancediagaa number of issues under consideration uriger t
work programme on Article 8 (j) and related prowis and which will be on the agenda of the nexttimg@f
the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Article)&f)d other provisions, to be held in Granada, r5pai
23-27 January 2006.

6. The draft regional reports for phase two ofdbmposite report as well as other documents for the
meeting of the Advisory Group/Steering Committe® available atvww.biodiv.org
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PART A
ORGANIZATION OF WORK
A. Attendance
7. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee for therkvprogramme of Article 8(j) and related provisions

was attended by 19 experts, including 6 consultahe full list of participants is contained in BAex I.
B. Documentation

8. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee had beftren agenda, an annotated agenda (including a
programme of work), 8 working documents and 15 bemknd documents for the consideration of the
participants. A list of these documents is corgdiim Annex II.

C. Opening of the meeting

9. The meeting was opened by the Officer-in-Chalge, Olivier Jalbert, on behalf of the Executive
Secretary on Monday 11 July 2005 at 9.30am. Thetinge was chaired by a representative of the Sataet
Mr. Jalbert thanked the Governments of Spain anddew for their support and recalled the purpos¢hef
meeting as stated in Decision VII/16.E, paragraph ‘to assist in the completion of the (Phased #nof the
Composite) report and to undertake a peer revietlveofevised version...”.

D. Adoption of the agenda and programme of work

10. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee Meetingsvinvited to consider the proposed organization
of work for the meeting annexed to the present &ated provisional agenda. (Annex I). The work wasied

out in plenary. The meeting adopted the agendaiged in document UNEP/CBD/WG8J/Advisory
Committee/1/1 and the annotated provisional ag€b®EP/CBD/WG8J/Advisory Committee/1/1/Add.1), as
prepared by the Secretariat.

E. Closure of the Workshop
The meeting was closed at 5.00pm. Thursday 14hjutite Officer-in-Charge of the Secretariat.

I. COMPOSITE REPORT ON THE STATUSAND TRENDS - DRAFT REGIONAL
REPORTSAND THE DRAFT REPORT ON REGISTERS

11. A representative of the Executive Secretaryeresd the objectives of the Advisory Group/Steering
Committee Meeting, against the background of tlegyamme of work on Article 8(j) and other relevamrk
programmes, as well as the expected outputs dfldeding.

12. Following this introduction, each consultantsviravited to introduce his/her draft report regagdihe
regions they are covering for the Composite Repartthe Status and Trends regarding the knowledge,
innovations and practices of indigenous and lo@ahrounities, and the draft report on registers. hEac
presentation was followed by discussion relatetthéoreports presented. All the draft reports veenesidered

in plenary.

13. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee reviewsel draft regional reports on phase two presented
by the consultants, as well as the report on regist The participants, through a mixture of questiand
constructive criticisms provided advice to the adtants to allow the draft reports to be refined &nriched.
The Advisory Group/Steering Committee was also @gkeconsider whether the regional reports adda#tss
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priority issues as requested by the ConferencheoPtarties (Decision VII/16E), especially sectidrend 5 of
the outline of the composite report, foreseeingeesvely the identification of national processkat may
threaten the maintenance, preservation and applicat traditional knowledge, innovations and piees and
the identification of processes at the local comityulevel that may threaten the maintenance, pvegien
and application of traditional knowledge, innovasoand practices (decision VI/10, annex 1). Theisary
Group/Steering Committee provided advice and sugdemprovements to the draft reports, while adigeto
the guidance given by the Conference of the Parties

14. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee also m®red in plenary, approaches to ensure consistency
among regions for both review of phase one of tmaposite report as well as the regional reportplmase two.

To assist comparability of reports, the Advisory o@y/Steering Committee developed a matrix of
issues/obstacles at national and local levels, lwtiattached in Annex IV of this report. It wasted the both
phase one and phase two of the composite reportdwoeed to be read together to ensure a complete
understanding of phase two. Please note thatath& comments regarding the regional reportaeadable in

Part B, of this document: |. Observations regaydive draft report on registers and the draft nreglioeports; and

Il. Observations regarding Participatory mechanifonghe participation of indigenous and local coomities in

the work of the Convention; criteria for the opematof the voluntary funding mechanism; Developmeft
elements ofsui generissystems for the protection of traditional knowled@ghnovations and practices; Ethical
code of conduct to ensure respect for the culamdl intellectual heritage of indigenous and lamahmunities;
Indicators for assessing progress towards the B@versity target: status of traditional knowledghnovations
and practices

1. ELEMENTSFOR A PLAN OF ACTION FOR THE RETENTION OF KNOWLEDGE,
INNOVATIONS AND PRACTICES OF INDIGENOUS AND LOCAL COMMUNITIES

15. Under this agenda item, the representativeeSecretariat introduced elements of a possilale pi
action for the retention of traditional knowledgmnovations and practices of indigenous and local
communities as contained in COP 7, Decision 164Eagraphs 8-9. The action plan aims to identifyprac
and timeframes, taking into account ongoing worldamthe Convention and relevant organizations, to
facilitate synergy between existing initiatives atat halting the loss of and encouraging the tieterand
use of TK, and to provide further guidance for ihgplementation of the programme of work on the
implementation of Article 8j and related provisidaging into account elements identified in theenn

16. The participants were also invited to furthiberate on proposals for the Plan of Action comddiin
this agenda item, notably by providing specificaframes and objectives and may also identify gyiessues for
the plan of action in light of the specific chaexetics of the knowledge, innovations and prastioeindigenous
and local communities.

17. In identifying timeframes, both the consultaawsl Advisory Group/Steering Committee membersdote
that regional reports would need to be completethtsy August, to allow them to be edited and predes the
WGS8(j) in January 2006. It was also noted thadaltuments for WG8(j) would need to be submittecchsgly
October, and therefore all comments and input shbelreceived by the Secretariat by late Septe20@5.

V. MECHANISMSFOR THE PARTICIPATION OF INDIGENOUSAND LOCAL
COMMUNITIESIN THE WORK OF THE CONVENTION

18. Under this item, Advisory Group/Steering Contedtmembers were invited to discuss mechanisms for
the participation of indigenous and local commusitin the work of the convention, and in particulae
proposed draft selection criteria for the Volunt&ynd for Indigenous and Local Communities (VFILCA
representative of the Executive Secretary of thev€ntion on Biological Diversity reviewed the edistiment of
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the Voluntary Funding Mechanism (as per COP 7 Dati¥Il/16/G, paragraph 10), followed by discusson
related to possible selection criteria for indigem@and local communities representatives, as respiey COP 7,
Decision VII/16/G. The participants then providadvice with regard to identifying criteria for tselection of
participants from indigenous and local

communities and the operation of the Fund, foreventual consideration of WG8(j) and the COP 8.

19. Discussions also covered other participatorghaeisms including the development of information
sharing-tools such as the TK (Information) Web &loaimed to promote awareness and enhance access by
indigenous and local communities to informationissues relating to Article 8(j) and related prosts of the
Convention. Mr. David Cooper of the SCBD also di&sed with the Advisory Group/ Steering Committee,
cooperation with other conventions, organizationd @nitiatives, and engagement of stakeholdershi t
implementation of the convention and sought adwaenternational indigenous organizations that rbay

able to participate in this initiative.

V. DEVELOPMENT OF ELEMENTSOF SUI GENERISSYSTEMSFOR THE
PROTECTION OF TRADITIONAL KNOWLEDGE, INNOVATIONS AND
PRACTICES

20. As per COP 7 Decision 16/H, paragraphs 1-1Heunthis agenda item, the representative of the
Secretariat introduced an initial overview of relev material/s regardingui generissystems for the
protection of traditional knowledge, innovationslgractices.

21. The participants were invited to elaboratelendevelopment of elementsafi generis

systems, taking into account the specific charattes of the knowledge, innovations and practiceimdigenous
and local communities and bearing in mind thatisbae ofsui generissystems is related to the negotiation of an
international regime on access and benefit sharilmgparticular, participants were requested taniife any
relevant information on innovative policy, adminiive and legislative measures that are supportife
customary laws and practices (as requested by G&aisibn VII/16, Annex VI H).

VI. ETHICAL CODE OF CONDUCT FOR RESEARCH, ACCESSTO, USE, EXCHANGE AND
MANAGEMENT OF INFORMATION CONCERNING TRADITIONAL KNOWLEDGE,
INNOCVATIONS AND PRACTICESFOR THE CONSERVATION AND SUSTAINABLE USE
OF BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY

22. As per COP 7 Decision 16/E, Annex C, under #igenda item, the representative of the Secretariat
submitted for consideration by the participantdrat code of ethics/conduct to guide further resean the
retention and use of traditional knowledge, innmret and practices of indigenous and local comries)it
embodying traditional lifestyles relevant to theaservation and sustainable use of biological ditxers

23. The participants were invited to further elaeron the draft presented, taking into account the
outcomes of their work under item 3. In particuf@articipants were encouraged to review and Brttie draft
proposal in light of the specific characteristidstiee knowledge, innovations and practices of iedigus and
local communities.

VIl. INDICATORSFOR ASSESSING PROGRESS TOWARDSTHE 2010 BIODIVERSITY
TARGET: STATUSOF TRADITIONAL KNOWLEDGE, INNOVATIONS AND PRACTICES

24, To initiate discussion, a representative of Bxecutive Secretary of the Convention on Biologica
Diversity reviewed the objective/s of this agentan in connection with the ongoing work on indicatander
the Convention, as per COP 7 Decision VII/30, Anfieend Il. The presentation was followed by distus
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on possible indicators for the retention and us€kafincluding further discussions regarding stadnd trends
of linguistic diversity and numbers of speakerindigenous languages, as well as with the vievdémtifying
further possible indicators.

25. The participants were invited to further elaberon the issue, taking into account the outcamheiseir
work under item 3 and assessing the importancestabishing indicators to assess the success lordaof
measures to promote or preserve traditional knaydednnovations and practices. The participantsewe
requested to note that any proposed indicators busttablished in accordance with the princippesoosing
indicators identified by the Expert Group on Indara and Monitoring (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/9/10), andtthay
additionally proposed indicators must include t@kaand comparable data over standardized peribtisi®, to
allow for measurement and the establishment ofden It was further noted that it was most likéhat an
accurate picture of the state of TK will be achittterough a bundle of indicators. It was also ddlet in such a
programme of indicators, it would be important tmsider both qualitative and quantitative indicator

PART B
l. OBSERVATIONSREGARDING THE REPORT ON REGISTRIES, AND THE
REGIONAL REPORTS.
26. Following is a brief synopsis of major itemsalissed. This is not intended as an exhaustiveflissues

discussed by the Advisory Group/Steering Commiltetis an indication of the broad ranging discussithat
occurred at the meeting and that will continue tedeically in the lead up to the Ad Hoc Working @poon
Article 8 (j) scheduled for January 2006 (Gran&jzqin).

a. Draft report on the usefulness of reqistries

27. Recalling the COP 7 Decision VII/16/E paragr&ps), which requests the Secretariat to: assessoté

of databases and registers in the protection dftibaal knowledge, innovations and practices digenous and
local communities embodying traditional lifestyletevant for the conservation and sustainable tgétogical

diversity, including the advantages and limitati@isregisters as a measure to protect traditionaiwktedge,
innovations and practices, as well as approaches fas the implementation of registers, and of imises and
disincentives, the Advisory Group/Steering Commaitfrovided the following advice taking into accouihé

draft report before them (refer document UNEP/CBGR&Y/4/Registers/1).

28. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee noted tiale in some cases databases and registers lanay p
a role in the protection of traditional knowledg®&ovations and practices, such databases andeegae only
one approach in the effective protection of tradisl knowledge, innovations and practices and their
establishment should be voluntary, not a requirgnfien protection, and established with the prioformed
consent of indigenous and local communities. Thgigory Group/Steering Committee also emphasizatlith
indigenous and local communities decide to use gatiibases and registers, that there would berespanding
need for funding and capacity-building for indigescand local communities regarding the establistraad
maintenance of such databases and registers.

29. Various Advisory Group/Steering Committee meraleEmphasized the cultural context of registers and
expressed concerned over the reductionist approatihg that TK cannot be separated from the asktia
biodiversity and genetic resources. Some memdlsosstated that registering information about T&ynake

TK out of its context and add to the problem ofugtnism.

Many members felt that documented experiences amdsc(both good and bad) would be helpful in ahgwi
indigenous and local communities to assess theeyahefulness and possible dangers of registers.

30. There were various views expressed by the Adyi&roup/Steering Committee members regarding use
of appropriate terminology. Some members rejetttedise of the work “banks” and suggested thatfiges” be
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substituted. Some members noted that the isspeoefding “access” to TK was new to indigenous émehl
communities and hence they would need time to dlysider this issue. It was also noted that teotogy such
as “facilitate access” (to TK and associated biediity and genetic resources) may be problematimébgenous
and local communities and that these communitieg &aleo want to seek access to indigenous plantseeds
from botanical gardens and seed banks.

31. In general, the Advisory Group/Steering Comeaitfelt that community-based registers and register
controlled by indigenous and local communities niey useful. It was noted that the security of regss
remained an issue for indigenous and local comnasnidand registers controlled by indigenous andlloca
communities, with different levels of access angele of security, may be a useful strategy for gedious and
local communities to pursue. The costs and capaeeded to develop and maintain registers renapessing
issue for indigenous and local communities

32. Members of the Advisory Group/Steering Committeted that issues around “public domain” continue
to concern indigenous and local communities. I$ weported that protection often requires thatifi@mation

be in the “public domain” and that the concept p@iilic domain” remains an alien concept for indiges and
local communities, exasperating their attemptsrodget and promote their knowledge. One consupamposed
the development and protection of a special cultuesitage list — a red list — to identify urgemtian required
concerning cultural heritage (including TK).

34. In general, it was noted that registers maydedul tools but they cannot offer a panacea ofegtimn to
TK. Registers have advantages and disadvantalde=e remain unresolved issues around registelsasieho
decides on what is registered. At the same timeas agreed that registers may be useful togsdtect TEK,
especially if registers are locally based and atieni by the knowledge holders (ILC). To achievest
indigenous and local communities need capacitydingl to decide if registers may be a useful tooh&dering
the local context) and then to use them and mairtkem, as such. It was also noted that registighsdisclosure
requirements may be useful in addressing unauttmbrizse but in general, protection should not requir
registration of TEK.

b. Draft African region report

35. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee membeovigded both general and specific advice regarding
the various regional reports. General commentsheilprovided in the concluding observations, alenth a
matrix of issues (Annex 1V), developed by the Comea to assist the consultants and to increase the
comparability of the various regional reports.

36. Regarding the African report, the Advisory Coittee specifically noted that the issue of indigesio
peoples remains problematic in the African contaxt was often confused with “tribalism”. They atsuied that

the draft report would benefit from a more detailiggstussion about globalization and that case ssudbuld also
be a useful addition. The consultant also advikatlin the African context, there was more interegdvancing

protection of TK and biodiversity and associatededie resources, as the African States believedbe¢ss has
already been facilitated.

37. The Advisory Committee recommended that a nadtizal analysis be applied to economic issuea as
major factor impacting on the use and transmitfallld and in particular, the role of poverty. Thela of
traditional healers, as holder and carriers of TiKud also be further examined. Some Advisory @fSteering
Committee members recommended that a report betwted around thematic issues. It was also recordete
that greater attention be paid to the sub-regioNarth Africa. It was also noted that the repantiid address in
more details issues such as the breakdown of ityadlt institutions, tourism, protected areas, rofeand
repatriation of artefacts, people movement (i.gration, conflict, refugees, etc.), and changingifa structures
including the inability of Elders to find interedtand worthy students for the intergenerationaidfer of TK. It



UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/4/INF/13
Page 8

was also noted that the report could contain maorgéhe important role of indigenous women as knogéed
holders, practitioners and transmitters.

39. It was also noted by the Advisory Group/Steg@ommittee that the report had a strong focus kn T
related to medicinal medicines, and that it shobdd refocused according to the mandate of Articlg, 8(
specifically on the knowledge, innovations and pcas of indigenous and local communities relevanthe
conservation and sustainable use of biodiversitywas also suggested to link the research to tikemhium
Development Goals (MDGSs). The group/ steering catemialso advised that there should to be morefofizs
on the role of Indigenous Women in the retentiofi k&f

b. Draft Asian/Australian region report

40. It was noted that it is difficult to include thathe Asian region and the Australian continenthie same
regional reports because of the diverse circumstant both of these areas. It was also notedtiigapolitical
context of indigenous peoples and whether they wHigally recognized or not, often provided amlication of
the state of TK. It was also noted that the conogépndigenous remains problematic in the Asiagior and
non-recognition of indigenous peoples impacts ath lloeir cultural survival and the retention arghsmittal of
TK. Where indigenous peoples are not officialbgagnized as distinct peoples, their specific negakrights
are not taken into account in law or policy anganticular their collective rights are not addreiss# was further
noted that if indigenous peoples are not respebtettheir knowledge is also not respected.

41. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee notedt timasitu conservation by indigenous and local
communities was paramount for conversing bioditgrsiThey also noted that the failure to develogusive
education systems which value indigenous learnigles and teaching strategies and contained elemznt
traditional knowledge adversely impacted on thednaittal of TK. The same could be said of healthtems,
which fail to incorporate elements of traditionagaicine.

42. In the Asia/Australian region deforestation a@ms a major issue to the retention, use and trissgim of
TK and in particular illegal logging activities tnopical Asia and movements away from traditiorgrieultural
systems to modern mono-cultural (and unsustainddale)ing systems were negatively impacting on TK.

43. Advisory Committee members discuss the hisibdontext of TK and noted that in the recent gashe
governments had banned TK practices believing Wexg harmful to the environment and that yet irenedimes
such policies had been reversed and internatiortalye was impetus to protect and promote TK. The
Committee also advised that loss of access totimadi territories remained the most pressing isauée region
and that this should be highlighted in the regiaeglort. Included in loss of territories shouldibeluded land
degradation and salination, which was impactingsaly on TK in regions such as Australia.

44, Advisory Committee members also recommendeditidasidual countries should not be singled out in
the report, as the report was a regional reporidémtify trends. One Advisory Group/Steering Conteg
member noted that Asia was a leader in valuing Tid B such areas as aquaculture and diverse tradliti
agricultural systems and that these successesdsheuiighlighted in the report.

45, The Advisory Group/Steering Committee recomneenthat loss of access to territories remained the
most urgent issue in the region and that this istwelld be foremost in the regional report. Imposiof foreign
religions and assimilation policies were also idfedt as having major negative impacts on TK use an
transmission.

45, Advisory Group/Steering Committee members piswided advice regarding the scope of the repart (
Asia not South-East Asia) and noted that there avdack of research on TK issues in the region aodem
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primary research was needed. The Asian regionatskiop was seen as a useful way of collecting-fiestd
information directly from indigenous and local conmities.

c. Draft Artic region report

46. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee noted ube of case studies in the Arctic report is aulsef
methodology in ensuring indigenous perspectives wigble in the report, however some Advisory
Group/Steering Committee members felt that thentepas too descriptive and on the whole, needdsetmore
analytical and use less case studies in a moregitananner. In general, it was thought thatdheice of case
studies should be more critical and that usingem#tic approach may assist in choosing a more $ecuset of
case studies. Some members thought that the remaid be restructured to provide greater claritywas also
noted that the Arctic is a diverse region crossiivgrse political boundaries and that it was diffi¢o collect the
same information (and equal information) from &k tsub-regions. Despite this diversity, commondsswere
noted in the report and the consultant emphasizedifficulty that indigenous peoples have withcdissions
concerning ABS moving ahead before adequate proteatas afforded to TK.

47. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee membesfGreenland/Denmark noted that Greenland could
provide a good case study of autonomy and its itnpad K use and retention. She also recommendsdther
international bodies relevant to the Arctic be inidd in research and data-collection efforts ssctha Nordic
Council, the Sami Council, the Arctic Council af tCircum-Polar Conference. She noted that irgienal
cooperation between indigenous peoples in the @rptovided a mechanism/strategy for protecting and
preserving TK. She also advised that Greenlanddvewbmit an independent report this year for et fime,
which would accompany the Denmark report. It ipepted that the Greenland report will provide usefu
information for the Arctic regional report.

48. Advisory Group/Steering Committee members atgsed issues such as climate change, sub-surface
resources, and militarization in indigenous terite. Many members felt that repatriation prograsnwhich
sought to return artefacts and human remains msy k& useful support for the retention, use andr-int
generational transfer of TK and that the reporusthonake reference to such programmes. Some membéxd

the impact of “hard-core conservationists” who caigped against indigenous traditional activitieshie Arctic

such as sealing and whaling, noting that theseingmact on the use and transfer of TK and shoulcebared to

in the regional report.

49, One member noted that lack of access to atldenf education pressured younger indigenous psedpl
move away from their communities and this increasedchances of them not returning after theiristidnd
also limited the possibilities of Elders passingtba knowledge (intergenerational transfer). Tinénd was
particularly evident in Greenland where indigenstigdents wishing to pursue tertiary studies hattaeel to
Denmark for access. The lack of indigenous pets@escin mainstream curricula, were also seen &#ntntal
to the retention and use of TK.

d. Draft Latin American, South America and the Cardobeegion report

50. The LAC report provided an insight into the tigatar vulnerabilities of indigenous peoples amd
particular, the impact of poverty and displacemamtthe cultural transfer between generations. ddresultant
noted the importance of redefining rural developimiena way that could be inclusive and value indiggs
communities. He also noted the impact of foreighgions on TK but also noted that the lack of ezsh
available regarding the impact of religions on Tkadua it difficult to draw conclusions. The consnttalso
indicated that strengthening indigenous involvenaribcal government level could do a lot to assidigenous
empowerment and the protection and promotion of THe also noted that there were 64 known indigenous
groups living in voluntary isolation and there rénea a great need to ensure such peoples (andktieirledge

systems) were protected from harassment from artsighcluding religious institutions, if their cules and
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knowledge is to be protected. Some members swgglydsit repairing the damage caused by religicatgltions
to indigenous peoples (and their knowledge systeshslld include restoration and reconciliation teges.
Along these lines, language restoration programwesg discussed noting that Mexico has recentlygeized
62 languages within the country.

51. Some Advisory Group/Steering Committee memipeted that some countries have good policies in
place but they were not effectively implementedsoAthe colonial legacy was quite diverse in theCLAegion
and this impacted on the survival of indigenouspbtemas distinct groups and the use and retenfidi o Many
members noted the importance of customary law alkd for governments to recognize and/or reaffirm
customary law to protect TK. One member suggestatithe report should contain a critical analysisrade
agreements and how they impact adversely on TKnyMaembers supported the emphasis on educatiothend
role of indigenous women. Many members also supdahe need for indigenous peoples to be invoateall
stages of policy development. The Committee alBsmommended the inclusion of good practices and in
particular, noted that in Mexico there had beemméconstitutional reforms at the federal and skatels that
provide a legal basis for the protection of indiges peoples’ rights and in Venezuela, laws andgquhoes are
now in place to protect indigenous traditional kitexge, as guaranteed in their constitution. Thistqmtion
includes penalties for the illegal appropriationimdigenous knowledge, technology, innovations eastoms.
Given that some countries have strived to devetopeption mechanisms that include TK protectionaaalysis

of whether or not these procedures were makindfereince in regards to TK would be useful.

52. Some members requested that the report exasuicte positive initiatives as health programmes tha
incorporate TK and TK practitioners and the estinlient of inter-cultural Universities, as meastioesssist TK
retention. Some Advisory Group/Steering Committeembers also requested for further refinement ef th
recommendations and an increase in the outcomested recommendations. Finally, it was suggestedoto
some work on the links between traditional knowkeggeservation and poverty.

e. Draft North American region report

53. The consultant outlined the historical contekindigenous peoples in North America and discdisse
complexities including the identification of "ldceommunities” within the North American contex&he noted
that the regional reports have struggled with tiificdlties of defining a healthy state of TK andresidering
possible indicators. She also noted that no defis had been adopted for TK or indigenous peoghesyet it
was still possible to take forward the protection @reservation of TK. She noted that it is nsagsto read the
composite regional reports as a package (both Phasd IlI) to understand and appreciate both thgatiee
impacts on TK (Phase Il) and the positive effortstés, indigenous peoples, educators, museumsjet, etc.
are taking to preserve and retain TK (Phase I).

54. The consultant argues that the major thredtkids a lack of respect for indigenous peoples trair
beliefs. She also noted that loss of land anduagg is a result of lack of respect for indigenpesples. She
noted that in loosing language, people loose cdeaapd TK that is expressed by that language ouflgose the
opportunity to practice TK, the TK becomes less afiten disappears. The message for TK is “useliiase it".

55. She further agues that the lack of funding,eptyy lack of access to traditional economies aud lof
access the new market economies, keep indigenooglese socially disadvantaged. She also noted that
indigenous peoples are often left out of decisi@kimg processes. From the report, it appeardhiegprinciples

of the modern market economy and its paradigm oticoing (unsustainable) development and growthkwor
directly against sustainable community-based intigs economies. Furthermore, customary legal mysteave
been overshadowed by introduced legal systemsrigawdigenous peoples either living under both llsgatems

or weakening or loosing their traditional structunecluding those that are applicable to TK.
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56. The report discusses the growing problem oftty@uicide in indigenous communities and noted that
cultural continuity was necessary for the well lgeaf youth and indigenous communities. She furtised the
correlation between self-government and youth daicisuggesting that community empowerment was a
necessary pre-requisite in addressing various tabdssues including the retention and transfefl§f She also
noted that people movements resulting from mignadind settlement together with introduced disedsestaken

an enormous toll of indigenous peoples’ populahambers. Demographics and increasing youth papoktn
recent times are also effecting the transmissiointefrgenerational transfer of TK. She also ndteat urban
peoples may still pursue cultural practices — dngais difficult to determine to what extent urbaian was
detrimental to TK, as many urban indigenous peopdedinue to travel to and from their homelands ematinue

to practice their culture (and use their TK). eSioted that historically, incoming settlers’ laafkrespect for the
indigenous peoples has lead directly to loss ad kmd resources. She emphasised that accesditmitral lands
was pivotal for the survival of indigenous peopdasdistinct peoples and the survival of their kremgle. On a
policy level, the consultant argues that over tigeyernments have neglected their fiduciary dutesards their
indigenous populations and indigenous peoples rediaadvantaged and impoverished as a result.

58. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee membetsahthat gender analysis is a critical area caonicgr
TK and Western researchers may be analysing indigesocieties incorrectly as a result of their awitural
and gender perspective/s. The members also recodatddhat indigenous sources be used as much siblpos
to ensure an accurate picture is developed regatbastate of TK. They also cautioned againgpant, which
reinforces the victim mentality and could lead watlier disempowerment of indigenous peoples. Theisbry
Group/Steering Committee stressed the need fogémdius peoples to become empowered players iprihigss
that sought to preserve and protect indigenous leune.

59. In particular, the Advisory Group/Steering Coitb@e noted that legislative reviews may be usafd
maybe more achievable in regions such as North &mebecause of the limited number of countrieshiat
region.

60. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee also neo@nded the inclusion of positive examples and good
practices where possible and in particular, reqaesirther information of a number of initiativeas Canada,
including an 11-year plan to revitalize and promat®riginal languages and cultures; “bush schoadsassist
trouble youth; the 1991 Nunavut Agreement provisifor traditional Inuit harvesting; the recentipdiized land
claims agreement which recognizes the Nunatsiawveament’s jurisdiction over culture and languaae to
ascertain their impact on TK retention and use.

61. Some members of the group raised concerns aheyiossible impact on TK, of genetically modified
organisms (GMOs) and the impact of invasive speciany Members noted the need to take into accthent
ongoing issues surrounding intellectual propert, dhd indigenous peoples and the work being caroied
across the international system on these issué® olgoing cultural conflict between laws and vadystems
also was discussed. Deforestation, mining andaitiqular oil extraction and pipeline impact wereted at
having possible detrimental effect on the abilityrmligenous peoples to practice TK. Lack of asdeswaters
and in particular fresh water, also remains a conaad the group emphasized the important rolewlader lays

in the spiritual life of a peoples and in TK praeti

f. Draft Pacific report

60. The Pacific report was presented on behalhefRacific consultant by the Secretariat, as tmsutant
was not available. The Pacific report provideduesory overview of TK issues in the Pacific regiand in
particular, noted that Pacific Island States aréqaarly vulnerable to external factors includiagonomic forces
and environmental shocks. These countries areactaised by remote geographic isolation, wide ettsl,
vulnerability to natural disasters, small intermadrkets and limited natural resources. The repotéd the
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effects of people movements and in particular, igration for economic reasons (opportunities) atxhnization
as major factors in TK retention.

61. In general the report did not adequately cdher 3 cultural communities agreed upon, those being
Micronesia, Polynesia and Melanesia. Various aiestvere used as examples throughout the texhbre was

no consistency in these examples. New Zealandrisgtlargely in the report, whereas other areas wet
address in any depth. In particular, under natiobatacles, the only obstacle identified was meatigolitics in
New Zealand. The Advisory Group/Steering Commitesmmmended that the Pacific countries be divideal
“colonized”, “independent countries” and “terries” as a more useful comparative model for theggonal
issues. This may also provide a structure forrapzehensive legislative review for the region, vahveould be
useful in identifying action that could be takenMgmber States to preserve and promote TK.

62. Given the importance of the marine environnterthe indigenous peoples of the Pacific, the adyis
group/steering committee members recommended libaPacific region report look closely at issuesnafrine
tenure and resource rights. The members also meeothed that the report include an examination ef th
proposed Pacific Model Law proposed by indigencemptes in the Pacific. Furthermore, they suggetttatthe
report also should look more closely at the impadtIV/AIDS and other epidemics, as well as thesrof TK
and traditional health practices as an indicatibfk). It was suggested also that the report &haiso refer to
migratory species and shared knowledge across tsoede that. given the particularly vulnerabilaly small
island states it is also important that climatengeais addressed. Regarding natural disastersAdiesory
Group/Steering Committee noted the Pacific hadaaty evarning system and that this should be induitkethe
report. It was noted that indigenous peoples caredérly warning indicators for natural disastersl dmat
indigenous peoples had been subject to naturadtdisafor millennia and were adept at adaptingrandvering.
It should be emphasised that increased incidenteatiiral disasters as the result of climate chamages
increased risks rather than natural disastersgeibe issue of nuclear waste, testing and potiudiso was not
adequately addressed in the report but were regnedi important factors by the Advisory Committee.

63. In general, the Advisory Group/Steering Cotteni requested that further work be completed erdthft
Pacific region report by the consultant to enshed it adequately covers the region and the culamamunities
and adequately addresses the factors impactingeoretention and use of TK. To assist all the oltasts the
Advisory Group/Steering Committee has developedatrimof issues to should be addressed in eacthef t
regional reports (attached as Annex IV). The matiil be circulated to all the consultants to asshem with
the second draft of the reports, which are due @guat 2005.

Concluding General Observations regarding the deafbrts

64. In general, a sharper focus in the reporthiemtandate of Article 8(j) and specifically on kmowledge,
innovations and practices of indigenous and looatraunities relevant to the conservation and susitdénuse of
biodiversity, is required. Too often the draft ogg drift into generalities and examine relatexliés and other
forms of TK or the broader concept of TK (whichbisyond the mandate of the CBD), at the expensedekper
critical analysis of obstacles at national and liéeeels to the transmittal of knowledge, innovasand practices
of indigenous and local communities relevant to ¢baservation and sustainable use of biodiversitill to
easily, this approach can lead to incorrectly feoug on unauthorized access issues (to TK sudiKaelated to
traditional medicines) at the expense of the pramnadf the wider application of TK, which is paraom to the
survival of biodiversity, sustainable developmemd she survival of indigenous cultural diversity.

65. There were major issues relevant to all regiolestified consistently throughout the draft regib
reports and included such issues as recognitiandijenous peoples, people movement (including aigmn,
forces relocations, conflict, economic opporturatyd urbanization), conflict and militarization, $oef natural
resources, water/s and lands, amongst others. e Reacsecurity were identified as major requireséott the
practicing of TK (I would add ownership and pagion and freedom of choice and action). In paldr, lack
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of access to fresh water was identified as a sagmif threat to TK. The Advisory Committee alsmsidered in
plenary, approaches to ensure consistency amomgnsefpr both review of phase one of the compagpert as
well as the regional reports on phase two. .{tfas already mentioned in paragraph 63) It wasdhtite both
phase | and phase two of the report would neectreld together to ensure a complete understanfliplgase
two.

66. An overarching theme in many of the report&@onization”. Many of the reports argue thatntany
regions colonisation remains an ongoing proceghaircountries and indigenous peoples continué/éounder
the legacy of colonialism. Some argued that calesi has been over-taken by neo-colonialism aneeent
time, Globalization. The Advisory Group/Steeringn@mittee recommended that the draft reports congidth
Globalisation and climate change as overarchingeiss It was noted that governments are more liteetpke
action on what they see as current problems andgthaernments find it difficult to take action orstorical
grievances.

67. All reports indicate that access to the tradai lands and waters (territories) of indigenond #&cal

communities, is a prerequisite for indigenous awl communities to practice their TK. The majessage of
the regional reports therefore remains “in-situ ssmation”. Indigenous and local communities mhbet
empowered to practice their knowledge on the tmids if TK and associated biodiversity is to suevi
Indigenous and local communities are not prepavegivie their knowledge to others to practice orirthehalf —

they must be actively involved in managing theiriteries and associated biodiversity by being égdho

practice their TK on their own territories. Indigris peoples also see the ongoing discussions oesé@and
Benefit Sharing may undermine TK preservation arudegetion if the ABS regime is negotiated beforieetive

protection is afforded to TK.

68. Changing land use, loss of habitat and spetlifitoss of forests were identified as major thsea TK.
Restoration of lands and waters and reforestatimh ravitalization of wetland programmes are all ifpees
programmes that can assist TK preservation andgtiom The Advisory Group/Steering Committee afvadjed
the general view that indigenous peoples are ogptusdevelopment, noting that indigenous people® fadl too
often been victims of development rather than berefes and called for the development paradigratitange.
They noted that indigenous peoples were interesteslistainable development and had always changdd a
developed depending on their circumstances.

69. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee agreed tie reintroduction of indigenous plants and afsm
and the control and/or elimination of alien spedesld contribute to the retention, use and transf@K. The
control of alien species was also coupled with myihental contamination by genetically modifiedanigms as
well as other introduced pests and diseases. dtumntre, it was argued that the reintroduction afigenous
fauna and flora must be accompanied by supportréatitional and diverse agricultural systems. Supfor
agricultural diversity and heritage was regardedhighly significant strategy to preserve and pramoK,
particular in regions such as Asia.

70. On a regional level, it was also noted thatntdes needed to consider cross-border issues asich
traditional movement patterns and species migradiodh the need to allow for cultural flow and crdssder
cultural obligations.

71. In general, the specific issue of HIV and itpact on TK was not addressed effectively in theores
and this may be because of the lack of relevamares on this issue. Indeed, the impact of HIV/81bn
indigenous peoples has to be contextualised againtsistory of introduced epidemics and a continuing
background of social disadvantage, limited fornthiation, alienation from mainstream societies (asalth
systems), poor nutrition, substance abuse andhgmith (and nutrition), which remain the sociegadtbrs that
made indigenous peoples particularly vulnerabkeuith epidemics.
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72. In particular, the Advisory Group/Steering Coittee noted that regional legislative reviews may b
useful and maybe more achievable in regions suchat America, because of the limited number of
countries in that region. In regions, such asRheific, it was recommended that such as revievidctake
place by dividing the Pacific nations into the ¢oted (Australia, New Zealand and the 7 Pacifidtteres)
and independent Pacific Island countries. In tB&Lregion, it was noted that there are good prastit
legislation in such countries as Peru and Panamanatine African region — in South Africa. All cemltants
were encouraged to conduct a legislative reviewn wie focus of providing Member States of the CBithw
something that they could work with. A criticalglslative review of laws and policies on a natioaad
regional level that impact (positively or negatiebn TK use, retention and transmission would hestm
useful in identifying action that national govermtgecould take to urgently address the issue of ™are
importantly, on a regional or global level, suchr@fiew may identify common issues that can beesi#d by
Member States. Such legislative reviews should asek to identify conflicts between legal systems
(introduced legal system and the customary legstiesy) and should focus only on laws and legal jpies
relevant specifically to TK.

73. In general, the reports argue and the AdviBrpup/Steering Committee agreed that ongoing
discrimination against indigenous peoples (lackesipect) remains a significant factor in the preston of
their knowledge, innovations and practices. Oneigaty Committee member argued that the indigenous
peoples have been and are seen as inferior — ashsentless” and thus their cultures and knowledge a
regarded as “less . Hence changing societalid&g towards indigenous peoples and their knowlstigald

be a broad objective of programme of work.

74. In general, it was argued that the reports neser be adequate given the breadth of the subiett
that it is necessary to focus on the programmeidm, if the CBD is to achieve real results irsthrea.

75. In general, support for indigenous institutioauctures and processes relevant to TK and asece
cooperation between indigenous peoples was regasiedeful strategies in preserving TK and in sxhing the
issues that cause a decline in TK.

76. Consultants were cautioned not to rely too moichanthropologists in their research as the vietvs
anthropologists may differ significantly from thoskindigenous peoples.

77. In response to concerns raised by the Advi&ygup/Steering Committee regarding the name used fo
the indigenous region referred to as “the formeSR3 the Secretariat of the CBD has sought claiian from

the UNPFII and has been advised that this regidhnaiv be referred to as “Eastern, Central Europeé the
Caucus”. Consultants were cautioned to ensure sidareregions and peoples are accurate to avoienpat
offence (misunderstandings).

78. In finalising their reports the consultants arged to revisit the mandate of Article 8(j) ahe terms of
reference for the reports to ensure their reporés facussed. In particular, the Advisory GroupéSiey
Committee recommended that all consultants askdbbkms, “have we identified all the threats?” Ruvisory
Group/Steering Committee also developed the Malfilssues (attached as Annex V), to assist coastdtin
identifying common issues and to enhance to condyeof the regional reports.

M. OBSERVATIONS REGARDING PARTICIPATORY MECHANISMSFOR THE
PARTICIPATION OF INDIGENOUSAND LOCAL COMMUNITIESIN THE WORK
OF THE CONVENTION; CRITERIA FOR THE OPERATION OF THE VOLUNTARY
FUNDING MECHANISM; DEVELOPMENT OF ELEMENTS OF SUI GENERIS
SYSTEMSFOR THE PROTECTION OF TRADITIONAL KNOWLEDGE,
INNOVATIONS AND PRACTICES, ETHICAL CODE OF CONDUCT TO ENSURE
RESPECT FOR THE CULTURAL AND INTELLECTUAL HERITAGE OF
INDIGENOUSAND LOCAL COMMUNITIES; INDICATORSFOR ASSESSING
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PROGRESS TOWARDS THE 2010 BIODIVERSITY TARGET: STATUSOF
TRADITIONAL KNOWLEDGE, INNOVATIONS AND PRACTICE

a. Participatory mechanisms for the participationmafigenous and local communities in the
work of the convention - criteria for the ogton of the voluntary funding mechanism

79. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee critigadinalyses the document prepared by the Secretariat
(UNEP/CBD/WGS8J/AdvisoryCommittee/VFILC/1) and coagrated the Secretariat of preparing a
comprehensive draft. In particular, they noted tha document provided a comprehensive processpmve
indigenous and local community participation in CBcesses.

80. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee recomneenthat the application form be simplified and that
the section “lll Substantive Contribution” be remadv They also noted that the CBD had an obligaticaccept
applications in any of the official languages o thnited Nations. The Advisory Group/Steering Catter also
suggested that the VFILC could be used to assistrgprehensive communications strategy. They alggested
that the selection criteria should take into actauimen selecting delegations the need for both réispeand the
need to build capacity of new participants. Furtimre, they supported the idea that the VFILC shaliow for
the broad participation of indigenous and local oamities in all CBD meetings of interest to them.

81. The Secretariat will take on board the recontatians of the Advisory Group/Steering Committed an
the draft-working document (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/Advisoor@mittee/VFILC/1) will be redrafted and submitted
to the Fourth Session of the WG8(j), in early 2006.

b. Development of elements siii generissystems for the protection of traditional
knowledge, innovations and practices

82. The Advisory Committee welcomed the draft doeotrprepared by the Secretariat and

used it as a basis to discuss consider non-intelleproperty-basedui generisforms of protection of
traditional knowledge, innovations and practicetevant for the conservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity and possible elements fewi generissystems, for protection of knowledge, innovati@msl
practices of indigenous and local communities emglmadtraditional lifestyles relevant for the consstion

and sustainable use of biological diversity (andued benefit-sharing arrangements for these contiasni
when their traditional knowledge and associatedetierresources are access). The Advisory Comnitte
offered the following advice regarding the develemmof elements afui generissystems for the protection
of TK.

83. The Member from Peru opened the discussiors avjpresentation osui generiscommunity-based
forms of protection and used the Potato Park asxample. He noted that because intellectual ptpper
protection could only at best protect the intellettproperty elements of TK, it was necessary twisgeother
holistic forms of protection. It was noted that gooountries have already develoged generigrotection at
the national level and that these should be clyi@nalysed to ascertain their general applicgbilo the
international level.

84. The Advisory Group/ Steering Committee advisieel Secretariat, in further developing the draft
working document, to include and build on the wofkWIPO, UNU-IAS, and the Australian Institute of
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Studies (ARB{E), who have all conducted researchsof generis
protection and specifically on the recognition ahpiples of customary laws. The Advisory Grouping
Committee members also noted that indigenous pedplemselves must look at their customary laws to
determine what continues to be useful and appkcablcontemporary times, and advise the internation
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community on the best ways forward. They alsceddhat definitions for TK and other terms remains
problematic.

85. It was noted by the Advisory Group/Steering Guttee that the elements suggested in the annex to
the decision already propose a way forward; howes@ne committee members questioned whether this wa
the best way to proceed. It was also noted thexntture of customary law requires that it be egedcby
indigenous peoples and not by Member States, athtMember States could take it into account. Riéggr

the term “competent authority”, the Committee adglishat with regards to TK, the only competent arith
could be indigenous peoples (as knowledge holdétrsyas also emphasised that TK cannot be sepbhaten

the peoples concerned, nor from the peoples’ ressur The Committee also requested further worketo
carried out on the purposes, which extend beyoigthi$iic or commercial uses.

86. The Committee noted that there are differinglie of protection however local protection maytthe
most useful and practical level to focus upon, nptihat once a resource is extracted and removed
(internationally), it becomes harder to protectheTuse of customary law also is most applicabkhetocal
level. The Advisory Committee member for the Haaiégion, urged consideration be given to the rieode
laws being developed in the Pacific. The Commities® advised the concept of “public domain”, sdoul
require the user to prove that it was the intentibthe TK holder to place TK in the public domaihhe draft
document will be revised and presented for comneW{G8(j) at its fourth session.

c. Ethical code of conduct to ensure respect for thei@l and intellectual heritage of
indigenous and local communities

87. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee congedtd and express thanks to the Secretariat for a
comprehensive draft document to assist with thisagu$sions. The Member from the African regioruesged

the inclusion of the principle of “subsidiarity”that is, that all decisions should be made atdtesét possible
level to ensure community empowerment, and thegmiton of local systems. In this case, decisions
regarding research and any development processldshawplve or ensure participation of the lowest
indigenous and local community institutions, gowgrce and management systems. Other members neted th
importance of a broad definition for “research” altow for the widest possible circumstances. Adgisory
Group/Steering Committee agreed that there ardgrabwith the proposed voluntary nature of suclodec
They also advised that the fundamental role ofgedous women should be emphasised in the docuriibaet.
representative from Brazil noted that much of thatents of the draft document are in the Brazihational
code for researchers. Brazil also noted that “camsption” should be replaced with “equitable stah
benefits”, as a more accurate reflection of thardesf indigenous peoples. The advisory Grougi8tg
Committee members sought clarification on whetler ¢ode should also apply to internal researchgbein
carried out by indigenous peoples and it was agtleatdany proposed code should apply to all (inaoges,
non-indigenous, national or foreigner) researclegpsally. They emphasized that gender was an import
consideration when researching in indigenous cesitexd this must be taken into account, as knowledgas
may be gender specific. Researchers should albayensitive to secret and sacred knowledge, spaoe
places.

88. The Member from Norway noted that the drafteceldould also consider promoting indigenous
peoples rights to conduct their own research, dholy building their own research institutions amdrpoting
the building of cooperation, capacity and competerSome members also felt that the current dedfirb
them contained too many principles and should i®rieed to be more concise and better structurednyv
members also agreed that the draft code shouldteetee importance of giving back (information)the
community. The Committee also emphasised thaarekeshould promote inter-cultural exchange anéssc
to each other’s knowledge to promote synergiescamtplementarity. The Advisory Group/Steering
Committee members also noted that the outcomédsivork should not pre-empt the outcomes of
discussions regarding access and benefit sharirigey encouraged the further development of th# doale
believing its chief value is as a working level dowent.
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89. The Committee suggested that the Secretasdfycthe scope of the draft code, and clearly rokfi
“research”. They also emphasized the principleespect particularly as it related to indigenouscpsses,
and timeframes. It is also important to recogtise diversity of indigenous peoples. Some memhbeted
that some kinds of research may never be accepbleligenous peoples and that they must retarright

to say “no”. The Committee advised that reseaschbould never presume “terra nullius” (empty laiad)the
territory may be sparsely populated but not emp#yn example was provided of the impact of low-level
military flights over Arctic territories and the pact on Inuit peoples and traditional hunting. eTdode
should also take into account that research coedumt peoples and communities is fundamentallyefft
from research conducted on territories. In clamifyterms, a definition of prior and informed contswould
be useful.

90. It was note by the Committee that the recommagod from the UNPFII requesting the CBD to
develop elements of an ethical code to ensure ce$pethe cultural and intellectual heritage ofligenous
and local communities (COP7 Dec.16/l) was beyorel ttandate of the CBD, however the CBD could
partially fulfil this recommendation by referring the original COP 5 Decision 16, Il — Elementviich
requests the Secretariat idéntify, compile and analyse ... existing and cuatgraodes of ethical conduct to
guide the development of model codes of ethicabwtnfor research, access to, use, exchange and
management of information concerning traditionabkedge, innovations and practices for the consema
and sustainable use of biological diversity The Committee recommended that current wodugoon the
development elements of a draft code, as per CGfRisDn 16, for consideration of the WG8(j) atfasirth
session.

d. Indicators for assessing progress towards the Blifliversity target: status of traditional
knowledge, innovations and practice

Language Indicator

91. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee welcontke draft-working document prepared by the
Secretariat and made the following suggestionsnfiréove the text for the consideration of WG8(j).edduring
outcomes for the status of traditional knowledgepiations and practices is a difficult task ang sklection of
indicators requires careful thought. It was natfeat the COP had agreed on the status and trenidsgafstic
diversity and the numbers of speakers of indigerlanguages as one possible indicator. In discgstin
language indicator, Advisory Group/Steering Comesittnembers provided wide-ranging comments notiag th
at one extreme, indigenous peoples may keep taegubge and yet still loose their knowledge or dotheeir
language but retain at least part of their knowdeddt was also noted that non-verbal communicatitalys a
highly significant role in many indigenous socistend that this may survive traditional languags.loHowever,

it was felt in general that a language indicatsgdialong with other indicators may be a useful feayard.

Cultural Indicators

92. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee emphaisthat indicators should be community-based and the
Pacific representative discussed the usefulneswtifig indigenous and local community initiativexluding
research initiatives (such as those conducted digémous academic institutions) and the usefuloéssultural
well-being audits” or “which are being used by sdvh&ori communities as a self-administered and iséitted
indicator/s of their own indigenous well-being @kecould be family, local community or tribally-lea. The
principle of self-assessment was also a partiguiarportant consideration, as was the notion ofttoal well-
being”.

Indigenous Land Tenure Indicator
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93. The Advisory Group/Steering Committee discussg¢dength, the use of indigenous land tenure as a
possible indicator of the status of TK. It wasesgt that territories under indigenous authority/@anghere
indigenous peoples could continue to practice thkeiowledge, innovations and practices relevant tfoe
conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity pravided a useful indicator of the continued osdK. It

was also agreed that such an indicator could pgdsiiude territories such as protected areasratidnal parks
that are co-managed by indigenous peoples. AgairCbmmittee cautioned about looking for a singtidator

that could provide a panacea for measuring thestit TK and noted that indigenous land tenure beag useful
indicator when linked to a bundle of agreed indicsit

Changing Land-use Patterns Indicator

94. Changing land-use patterns was also proposedl @sssible indicator and it was noted that such an
indicator may be scientifically valid and measueabsing modern satellite technology and informaadtmeady
available. In particular, changing forest patteainsl deforestation should be taken into accourite Advisory
Group/Steering Committee cautioned that protectedsa which over-lap or occur on indigenous tetiggy may
indicate loss of access to resources and assodiatededge and that this should be taken into atcmegarding

the accuracy of land-use patterns as a possibieatod.

Demographics and Urbanization as an Indicator

95. There was a wide-ranging discussion of theofisEemographics as a possible indicator and thesidy
Group/Steering Committee noted that urbanizatiah people movements away from traditional territomeay
be useful, however some indigenous peoples in udyaas continue to travel regularly to their tiadil
territories to practice their culture and use theiowledge. It was also noted that some indigepaaples have
become urbanized but continue to occupy their ticadil lands and practice and to pratice theiraksome
extend?,. It was therefore noted, that like theglege indicator, the use of a demographics inalidat not
perfect but together and reinforced with otherdattirs, may provide a useful indicator as to thathesf TK.

Favourable (National) Policy Environment as andatbr

96. Recalling their early discussion that the AdwsGroup/Steering Committee emphasized that indisa
should be community-based and that in measurirggiarmal policy environment, the proof of successildde at
the community level and through the effective impdatation of policy. However, a favourable goveemin
policy environment was considered by the Advisoryoup/Steering Committee as useful indicator, if
complemented by other indicators. In discussifigvaurable national policy environment for the rdieen, use
and promotion of TK, the Committee discussed ddficiecognition of indigenous peoples by the State,
Indigenous Education Policies and Programmes sugchealy childhood education in mother-tongue or
programme that incorporated TK, Indigenous Heatilickes and Programmes that recognized traditibealers
and knowledge. The Committee also discussed @biéies and programmes that may indicate a sumgort
environment such as reconciliation policies (caturedress), policy participation of diverse cudtugroups
(including indigenous and local communities); pielicon religions and religious practice; policiesaustomary
law and legal pluralism; policies on multiple laages (including indigenous languages); and/or Fesliéor
redressing socio-economic exclusion.

97. It was further noted that the existence anccéffe implementation of government policies and
programmes which have a direct impact (either p@sior negative) on the retention and use of TKldde
considered as possible indicators although measuremay prove problematic and if possible may lgripe
gualitative in nature. Specific programmes suchndigenous Education, which includes elements kf may
provide a useful measurement of whether TK is bealged and passed on to future generations thrtargial
education settings. Hence on a national policgllesountries with established indigenous educatimgrammes
may be an indication of the survival and use of TiKcluded in indigenous education policies or pamgmes
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should be elements of mother-tongue educatiomduiil education and/or English as a second lang{(EEgE)
strategies, which indicate the use of indigenouguage/s. The same could be said of countries hinat
established health policies that include elementsaalitional knowledge and/or recognized tradigibihealth
practitioners.

Other Possible Indicators

98. The Advisory Committee members offered theofelhg advice of other possible indicators for the
health of TK for the consideration of the Secretiariln particular, the existence of cultural ihgions; the
existence of knowledge holders and the persistehceistomary law and cultural practices; the exis¢éeof
totems (indicating totemic diversity); the loss difstinct tribal groups (tribal clustering), phydica
manifestations of culture such as rituals, cereemnihe continuing transmittal of TK to future gext®ns;
and loss of lands and waters; access to resougssu(ce rights), amongst others.

Conclusion

99. The Committee concluded that traditional langsaas an indicator was useful if used along witiero
indicators (yet to be agreed upon). In particutlarnographics and changing land-use patterns maysékil
guantitative indicators and could be complementedimlitative indicators such as the “tribal auditefer to
cultural indicators, para. 92) to provide a moreuaate and holistic picture. It is apparent thaiuadle of
indicators will need to be developed, as proxiagscigdtural change and that they will have relatixsdue as
indicators for the health of TK. The Committeeocal®ted the importance of both qualitative and tjtative
indicators to provide a broad picture of the statu$sK. It was also emphasized that community catbrs were
highly significant in measuring TK were it occurs.
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Annex |
ATTENDANCE

Experts for the Advisory Group/Steering CommittgeReqgion

Africa

Ms. Haman Hajara, Cameroon

Ms. Lucy Mulenkei, Kenya

Mr. Gladman Chibememe, Zimbabwe
Mr. Mohammad Gad, Egypt - Absent

Asia and the Pacific

Ms. Jannie Lasimbag, Malaysia
Mr. Sandy Gauntlett, New Zealand - Apologies reediand replaced by
Ms. Aroha Mead, New Zealand

Mr. Stephen Schnierer, Australia - Apologies reediv

Central and Eastern Europe

Ms. Erjen C. Khamaganova, Russia

Latin America and the Caribbean

Mr. Andrés Madariaga, Argentina - Apologies recdive
Ms. Esther Camac Ramirez, Costa Rica
Mr. Mindahi Crescencio Bastida Mufioz, Mexico

Mr. Alejandro Argumedo, Peru

Western Europe and Arctic

Ms. Marianne Jensen, Denmark/Greenland
Ms. Audhild Schanche, Norway

North America
Ms. Peigi Wilson, Canada
Mr. Preston Hardison, USA

Consultants for Phases | and/or Il of the Compasitert

1) Ms. Peigi Wilson, Canada;



2) Mr
3) Mr
4) Mr
5) Mr
6) Mr
7) Mr

. Preston Hardison, USA;

. Sem Taukondjo Shikongo, Namibia;

. Glen Alan Kelly, Australia;

. Kirk Tyler (replacing Ms. Elina Helander)rifand;
. Gonzalo Oviedo, Ecuador (consultant);

. Maui Solomon, New Zealand (apologies recdjve
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ORGANIZATION

Annex |l

OF WORK: ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

Annotationsto the provisional agenda
PROPOSED ORGANIZATION OF WORK FOR THE FOR THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE ONARTICLE 8(J) AND RELATED
PROVISIONS OF THE CONVENTION ON BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY

Plenary

Notes

Monday

11 June 2005
9.30 amto 12.30
p.m.

1. Opening of the meeting;

2. Organizational matters:
2.1 Election of Officers;
2.2 Adoption of the Agenda;
2.3 Organization of Work.

2.4 Background and review of
the elements of the work
programme of Article 8j and of the
First Phase of the Composite
Report.

1. Meeting opened by the Executive Secretary of2BB or his representative

2. The programme officer will assist as Rapportéutepresentative of the
SCBD will act as chairperson.

2.4 Power-Point presentation on CBD and ArticleysProgramme Officer for
Traditional Knowledge, will be followed by a revienf the objective of the
Advisory Group/Steering Committee, the backgroumd ielevant Convention
processes and decisions, including an overvielwe@tomposite report on the
status and trends regarding the knowledge, innavatnd practices of
indigenous and local communities, relevant to threservation and sustainab
use of biodiversity.

The presentation is followed by discussion relatetthe topics presented.

2.00 — 5.30 p.m.

3. Composite report on the status
and trends regarding the
knowledge, innovations and
practices of indigenous and local
communities relevant to the
conservation and sustainable use
biodiversity: review of draft

regional reports.

3. Presentations by the regional consultants ofg¢bmnal reports. The order
of the presentations is as follows: All regionsdn |, revised version — the
of registers); Africa; Asia and Australia; Arcticatin, Central America and th
Caribbean, North America and the Pacific.

0],'his will be followed by a question and answer perand discussions.

Se

112
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Plenary

Notes

Tuesday

12 June 2005
9.00 am. to 12.30
pm

3. Composite report on the status
and trends regarding the
knowledge, innovations and
practices of indigenous and local
communities relevant to the
conservation and sustainable use
biodiversity: review of draft
regional reports.

3. Finalization of presentations by the regionalstdtants of the regional
reports.

The meeting is then invited to break into four wiogkgroups according to the
regions used for the purpose of the regional rep&dch consultant is invited
o? participate in the regional group that corresjsoto the mandate of its worK.
ach group is invited to review phase one of themusite report as well as the
regional reports on phase two presented by theuttanss.

Tuesday

12 June 2005
1.00 p.m. to 5.30
pm.

3. Composite report on the status
and trends regarding the
knowledge, innovations and
practices of indigenous and local
communities relevant to the
conservation and sustainable use
biodiversity: review of draft
regional reports.

3 Plenary will be re-convened to allow working goeuo report on progress
and draft recommendations.

of

Wednesday

13 June 2005
9.00 amto 12.30
pm

4. Elements for a plan of action fo
the retention of knowledge,
innovations and practices of
indigenous and local communities

rltem 4 will also take the form of group work withanous expert$
brainstorming on possible elements of a plan abacfollowed by the Group
Leaders reporting the outcomes back to the broameting/plenary. Thede
.groups can be formed on a regional level to provddeommonality of
experience.
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Plenary Notes
Wednesday 5. Participatory Mechanisms for thdtem 5 will take the form of plenary discussionsédon the draft document
13 June 2005 participation of indigenous and concerning participatory processes and will theanojor a discussion,
2.00 —5.30 p.m. | local communities in the work of | proposals and recommendations.
the Convention, including criteria
for the operation of the Voluntary
fund Identification and assessment
of measures and initiatives to
protect, promote and facilitate
the use of Traditional Knowledge;
Item 6 will take the form plenary discussions bagedhe draft document
6. Development of elements of su| concerning sui generis systems and will then opea tliscussion, proposals
generis systems for the protection and recommendations.
of traditional knowledge.
Thursday

14 June 2005
9.0 a.m.to 12.30
p.m.

7. Ethical code of conduct to ensu
respect for the cultural and
intellectual heritage of indigenous
and local communities.

rétem 7 will take the form of plenary discussionséd on the draft document
concerning an ethical code of conduct and will thpan for a discussion,
proposals and recommendations.

2.00 pm — 5.30
p.m.

8. Indicators for assessing progre
towards the 2010 biodiversity
target: status of traditional
knowledge, innovations and
practices;

6. Adoption of the
Report/Recommendations;

7. Closure of meeting.

sdtem 8 will take the form of plenary discussionsédd on the draft docume

concerning possible indicators towards the 201@ibérsity target: status d
traditional knowledge, innovations and practicesl avill then open for 3
discussion, proposals and recommendations.

—h
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DOCUMENTSFOR THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON ARTICLE 8(J) AND RELATED PROVISIONSOF THE CONVENTION ON
BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY

Symbol Title
A. Working documents
UNEP/CBD/WG8J/Advisory Committee/1/1 Provisiongkada
UNEP/CBD/WG8J/Advisory Committee/1/1/Add.1 Anne@@itprovisional agenda
UNEP/CBD/WG8J/3/4 Executive Summary - Report onfitse phase of the composite report on the stataktrends regarding the

knowledge, innovations and practices of indigeramus local communities relevant to the conservadion
sustainable use of biological diversity.

UNEP/CBD/WG8J/4/Africa/l Phase Two - Composite repa the status and trends regarding the knowlddgevations and practices of
indigenous and local communities relevant to theseovation and sustainable use of biological dityers
African region (Working Draft only)

UNEP/CBD/WG8J/4/Artic/1 Phase Two - Composite reéporthe status and trends regarding the knowladgeyations and practices of
indigenous and local communities relevant to theseovation and sustainable use of biological dityers
Arctic region (Working Draft only)

UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/4/Asia/l Phase Two - Composite reporthe status and trends regarding the knowlddgeyations and practices of
indigenous and local communities relevant to theseovation and sustainable use of biological dityers
Asian region (Working Draft only)

UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/4/LAC/1 Phase Two - Composite reporthe status and trends regarding the knowledgeyations and practices of
indigenous and local communities relevant to theseovation and sustainable use of biological ditsers
Latin America, Central America and the Caribbeagiaie (Working Draft only)

UNEP/CBD/WG8J/4/North America/l Phase Two - Comjgoseport on the status and trends regarding tbe/lealge, innovations and practices of
indigenous and local communities relevant to theseovation and sustainable use of biological ditsers
North American region (Working Draft only)

UNEP/CBD/WG8J/4/Pacific/1 Phase Two - Composit@repn the status and trends regarding the knowleidgovations and practices of
indigenous and local communities relevant to theseovation and sustainable use of biological dityers
Pacific region (Working Draft only)
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UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/4/Registers/1

African Region

UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/3/INF/3

UNEP/CBD/WG8J/RW/Africa/l

Phase Two - Composijtent on the status and trends regarding the kmim&leénnovations and practices of
indigenous and local communities relevant to theseovation and sustainable use of biological ditsersthe
advantages and limitations of registers as a medsuyprotect traditional knowledge, innovations and
practices — Working Draft only.

B. Background/information documents (by rayio

Composite Report on theustaind trends regarding the knowledge,
Innovations and practices of indigenous and locairaunities.
Regional Report: Africa

Report of the African regal meeting on the composite report on traditikmawledge (New York,
21-22 April 2005)

Australia, Asia and the Middle East

UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/3/INF/4

UNEP/CBD/WG8J/RW/Asia/l

First Phase of the AustraAsia and the Middle East - Regional Reporttendtatus and trends
concerning the knowledge, innovations and pract€¢@sdigenous and local communities relevant to
the conservation and sustainable use of biologiiwairsity.

Report of the Asianioggl meeting on the composite report on
traditional knowledge (Baguio City, Philippines,-28 April 2005)

Latin America and Caribbean Region

UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/3/INF/10

UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/3/INF/10/CORR1

Composite Report on théustand trends regarding the knowledge,
innovations and practices of indigenous and looaimunities.
Regional Report: South America

Composite Reportlmn gtatus and trends regarding the knowledge,
innovations and practices of indigenous and looairaunities.
Regional Report: South America - Corrigendum
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UNEP/CBD/WG8J/3/INF/6 Composite Report on ttaus and trends regarding the knowledge,
innovations and practices of indigenous and looairaunities.
Regional Report: Central America

UNEP/CBD/WG8J/3/INF/6/CORR1 Composite Report andtatus and trends regarding the knowledge,
innovations and practices of indigenous and looatraunities.
Regional Report: Central America — Corrigendum

UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/3/INF/5 Composite Report on tlast and trends regarding the knowledge,
innovations and practices of indigenous and looatraunities.
Regional Report: Caribbean

UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/3/INF/5/CORR1 Composite Report andtatus and trends regarding the knowledge,
innovations and practices of indigenous and looatraunities.
Regional Report: Caribbean - Corrigendum

UNEP/CBD/WG8J/RW/LAC/1 Report of the Latin Ameriaad the Caribbean regional meeting
on the composite report on traditional knowledgewlNrork, United States of America, 14-15 May
2005)

North America

UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/3/INF/8 Composite report on theugatnd trends regarding the
knowledge, innovations and practices of indigeremgs local
communities. Regional report: North America

Pacific Region
UNEP/CBD/WG8J/3/INF/9 Composite Report on theustand trends regarding the knowledge,
innovations and practices of indigenous and looatmunities.
Regional Report: Pacific.
Europe and Russia
UNEP/CBD/WG8J/3/INF/7 Composite report on the ftatnd trends regarding the knowledge,

innovations and practices of indigenous and looatmunities.
Regional report: Europe and Russia
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Annex Il
Matrix of Common Issues — National processes tlat threaten the maintenance, preservation andcagiph of traditional knowledge,

innovations and practices and the identificatioprafcesses at the local level that may threatem#iatenance, preservation and application of
traditional knowledge, innovations and practicesdidion VI/10, annex (i).

Africa Asia/Australia Arctic LAC North American Pacific
National and L ocal Obstacles

Indigenous and local communities ar e subject
to:

=

Lack of secure land tenure

N

Lack of recognition and access to
traditional resource rights

Imposed “Western” Education

Changing family structures

Loss of indigenous languages

Sl Eal Pl

Increasing urbanization and people
movement and migration

.

Introduced Religion and foreign value
systems

7. Degradation of territories — including
deforestation and/or habitat loss, dams,
mining, pollution, and/or salination

8. Trans-boundary issues

9. Climate change

10. Objectification through Tourism

11. Conflict/militarization

12. Food aid and introduced foods

13. New technologies

14. Lack of formal recognition and respect of
TK

15. Spatial scale of TK
(as a holistic concept)

16. Livelihood and food security

17. Economic issues, including bio-trade,
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bio-prospecting and intellectual property
issues

18.

Poverty

19.

Lack of indigenous participation in
decision-making

20.

Status of indigenous women

21.

Political climate/processes

22.

Status of indigenous peoples — including
racism/discrimination

23.

Tourism and objectification

24.

Unsustainable Development




