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Introduction
A.
Background

1. The Ad Hoc Open-ended Inter-Sessional Working Group on Article 8(j) and Related Provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity (the Working Group) was established by decision IV/9 of the Conference of the Parties.  It held its first meeting in Seville, Spain, from 27 to 31 March 2000, and its second and third meetings in Montreal, from 4 to 8 February 2002, and from 8 to 12 December 2003, respectively. The fourth meeting was held in Granada, Spain, at the kind invitation of the Government of the Kingdom of Spain, from 23 to 27 January 2006, while the fifth and sixth meetings were held in Montreal, from 15 to 19 October 2008, and from 2 to 6 November 2009, respectively. In its decision X/43, the Conference of the Parties revised the programme of work of the Working Group and decided that the seventh meeting was to be organized prior to the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to further advance the implementation of the work programme. Accordingly, the seventh meeting of the Working Group was held from 31 October to 4 November 2011, in Montreal, at the headquarters of the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO), back-to-back with the fifteenth meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice. 
B.
Attendance

2. The meeting was attended by representatives of the following Parties and other Governments: [to be completed].

3. Observers from the following United Nations bodies, specialized agencies and other bodies also attended: [to be completed].

4. The following organizations were also represented by observers: [to be completed].
ITEM 1.
OPENING OF THE MEETING

5. The meeting was opened at 10.15 a.m. on Monday, 31 October 2011, by  Mr. Kazuaki Hoshinio, the representative of the President of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity, who invited Mr. Kenneth Deer and Mr. Charlie Patton, Elders from the Mohawk Community from Kahnawake, to perform a ceremonial prayer of welcome during which Mr. Patton spoke “The words that come before all things”.
6. Opening statements were made by the Minister of Environment of Iraq, Mr. Sargon Lazar Slewa, Mr. Kazuaki Hoshino, and Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf, Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity.
7. Mr. Sargon Lazar Slewa said that Iraq’s aim was to strengthen its links with the Convention on Biological Diversity and that Iraq intended to repair the damage that had been done by war and to protect its biodiversity for the sake of humanity and for future generations.  Iraq had completed its national report within six months of acceding to the Convention on Biological Diversity and had developed its national strategy on biodiversity. Iraq was also undertaking public consultations on the protection of biodiversity and was working with others to update its biodiversity database. However, Iraq needed additional technical support to fulfil its commitments for the implementation of 2011-2012 targets. In closing he presented the Executive Secretary, Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf, with a model of the shield of Iraq’s Ministry of Environment.
8. Mr. Kazuaki Hoshino welcomed participants and thanked the leaders of the Mohawk community for their ceremonial opening and prayer. He said that the presence on the podium of the Minister of the Environment of Iraq, Mr. Sargon Lazar Slewa, was evidence of the country’s determination to protect its important biodiversity. He wished Iraq every success in the future. He also reminded the Working Group that among its recent achievements was its contribution to the adoption by the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties of the Tkarihwaié:ri Code of Ethical Conduct to Ensure Respect for Cultural and Intellectual Heritage of Indigenous and Local Communities. The Working Group had also contributed in a significant way to the successful conclusion of the Nagoya Protocol on Access and Benefit-sharing. The Working Group was now moving to a new phase in its work, namely the incorporation of a new major component of the programme of work dealing with Article 10(c) on customary use of biological resources in accordance with traditional practices compatible with sustainable use of biodiversity. The Working Group would also initiate work on several other tasks of the programme of work, namely tasks 7, 10, 12 and 15, as decided in Nagoya. The present meeting was taking place in the early stages of the United Nations Decade on Biodiversity, and indigenous and local communities could make a key contribution to the objectives of the Convention and to the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets.
9. The Executive Secretary, Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf, welcomed participants and in particular, Mr. Sargon Lazar Slewa, the Minister of Environment of Iraq, whose presence was a vibrant testimony of the determination of the people of Iraq to protect their rich biodiversity and their commitment to achieving the objectives of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and its Aichi Biodiversity Targets. The current meeting had a major contribution to make in ensuring the effective implementation of the Nagoya Biodiversity Outcomes, particularly Target 18, which provided that by 2020, traditional knowledge was respected and fully integrated and reflected in the implementation of the Convention with the full and effective participation of indigenous and local communities. He expressed his heartfelt thanks to the representatives of the Mohawk community and through them to all indigenous communities for reminding participants, through the welcoming ceremony, of the intrinsic link between culture and nature and the unique contribution of indigenous peoples and local communities in protecting life on earth.

10. He thanked the Governments of Spain and Sweden who had provided the funds for the facilitation of the meeting and the participation of developing and least developed country delegates, as well as the Governments of Australia, Finland, Germany, Japan and Norway, who had provided resources to ensure that 20 participants from indigenous and local communities could be funded to attend the meeting. He also expressed gratitude to Japan, which despite the economic downturn and the catastrophic tsunami that had struck the country earlier in the year had maintained its strong commitment to the Convention through the Japan Fund.
11. He emphasized that the Working Group on Article 8(j) was a living example of the unique partnership between indigenous and local communities and the Parties to the Convention. At the current meeting, it was called upon to establish a new major component of work on customary sustainable use of biodiversity, as well as a number of tasks that would contribute to the effective implementation of the Nagoya Protocol on Access and Benefit-sharing.  Addressing customary sustainable use was essential to the achievement of all three goals of the Convention. The Working Group had great potential to ensure that lessons learned from customary sustainable use could be applied to sustainable use in general. It could also assist in ensuring that traditional knowledge was more fully taken into account in an increased focus on implementing the ecosystem approach, which was very much aligned with both Article 8(j) and Article 10(c), and, in doing so, contribute to shaping the outcome of the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties, which would provide the first opportunity to assess initial progress and put in place further measures to implement the Strategic Plan and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets.
.ITEM 2.
ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS

2.1.  
Officers

12. The Bureau of the Conference of the Parties acted as the Bureau of the Working Group, in accordance with rule 26, paragraph5, of the rules of procedure. 
13. On the proposal of the Bureau, Ms. Snežana Prokić (Serbia) served as Rapporteur.  
14. In keeping with past practice, indigenous and local community representatives were also invited to designate seven “Friends of the Bureau” to participate in Bureau meetings as well as to act co-chairs of possible contact groups. On the proposal of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity, the following were elected by acclamation as “Friends of the Bureau”: 
Arctic:

Ms. Gunn-Britt Retter (Saami, Norway);

Africa:

Ms. Lucy Mulenkei (Maasai, Kenya);

Asia:


Mr. Gam Shimray (Asia Indigenous Peoples Pact, India)
Latin American and Caribbean region:

Ms. Maria Eugenio Choque Quispe (Centro de Estudios Multidisciplinarios Aymara, Bolivia);

Pacific region:

Ms. Malia Nobrega (Hawaii);

North America:

Ms. Yvonne Visina (Metis Nation, Canada);

Central and Eastern European region:

Ms. Polina Shulbaeva (Russian Association of Indigenous Peoples of the North (RAIPON)). 
15. At the same time, it was also agreed that Ms. Gunn-Britt Retterwould serve together with Mr. Kazuaki Hoshino as Co-Chair of the Working Group. 
2.2.  
Adoption of the agenda

16. At the 1st session of the meeting, on 31 October 2011, the Working Group adopted the following agenda, on the basis of the provisional agenda (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/1/Rev.1). 
1. 
Opening of the meeting. 

2. 
Organizational matters. 

3. 
Progress report on the programme of work for Article 8(j) and related provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity. 

4. 
Mechanisms to promote the effective participation of indigenous and local communities in the work of the Convention. 

5. 
In-depth dialogue on thematic areas and other cross-cutting issues: ecosystem management, ecosystem services and protected areas. 

6. 
Multi-year programme of work on the implementation of Article 8(j) and related provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity: 

(a) 
Tasks 7, 10, and 12 of the revised multi-year programme of work; 

(b) 
Task 15 of the revised multi-year programme of work; 

(c) 
Development of elements of sui generis systems for the protection of traditional knowledge, innovations and practices; 

(d) 
A new major component on Article 10 with a focus on Article 10(c) in the revised programme of work on Article 8(j) and related provisions; 

(e) 
Development of indicators relevant for traditional knowledge and customary sustainable use. 

7. 
Recommendations from the United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues. 

8. 
Other matters. 

9. 
Adoption of the report. 

10. 
Closure of the meeting.
2.3.  
Organization of work

17. At the 1st session of the meeting, on 31 October 2011, the Working Group approved the organization of work for the meeting on the basis of the proposal contained in annex II to the annotations to the provisional agenda (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/1/Add.1/Rev.1).  
18. To ensure the full participation of delegates and observers in the deliberations of the Working Group, it was decided that the Working Group would work in plenary on the understanding that, where necessary and appropriate, contact groups could be established to examine specific issues. 
19. At the 4th session of the meeting, on 2 November 2011, the Co-Chair reminded participants that the Working Group on Article 8(j) was a subsidiary body of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity, and that therefore the rules of procedure of the Conference applied mutatis mutandis, including the rules relating to the conduct of business and officers. Thus, the representatives duly nominated by Parties conducted the business of the meeting and, as such, were responsible for decision-making. In a spirit of partnership and in the light of its mandate, it had been the practice of the Working Group since its inception to encourage the fullest participation possible of indigenous and local communities in all meetings of the Working Group, including plenary and contact groups. Representatives of indigenous and local communities had also been welcomed as Friends of the Chair, Friends of the Bureau and co-chairs of the contact groups. That arrangement, which was an important feature of the Working Group on Article 8(j), was nevertheless without prejudice to the rules of procedure applicable to the conduct of business. It followed that any text proposed by indigenous and local community participants in plenary or in contact groups for inclusion in recommendations must be supported by at least on Party. He invited the Working Group to continue to apply that well-established practice at the present meeting in the same spirit of cooperation that had characterized the work of the subsidiary body over the years.
2.4.
Opening statements and general comments

20. At the 1st session of the meeting, on 31 October 2011, the representative of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity thanked the Mohawk Nation for their ceremonial welcome and the Executive Secretary and the Parties for facilitating the participation of indigenous representatives through the Voluntary Fund for Facilitating the Participation of Indigenous and Local Communities in the Convention Process and through the support of various non-governmental organizations and donors. She noted the progress made in the work of the Convention and said that with the adoption of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples by the General Assembly the use of the term “indigenous” alone was no longer appropriate and did not reflect indigenous peoples’ distinct identities and cosmovisions. In keeping with the developments in the area of indigenous peoples’ rights, their full and effective participation in decisions that affected them must be upheld by all States as an international standard and norm. She reiterated the recommendation of the ninth and tenth sessions of the United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues that the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity adopt the terminology “indigenous peoples and local communities” in the text of the Convention itself and all the instruments and documents created under it. She reminded the Working Group that the Bonn Guidelines, the Akwé:Kon Guidelines and the Tkarihwaié:ri Code of Ethical Conduct amounted to clear obligations on Parties to ensure free, prior and informed consent, mutually agreed terms, and the full and effective participation of indigenous peoples and local communities. The term “free, prior and informed consent” could not be used interchangeably with the phrase “with their approval”. Free, prior and informed consent was a fundamental minimum requirement for all States to respect.
21. The representative of the Indigenous Women’s Biodiversity Network said that, although the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples was an important milestone in the recognition of those rights, States often lacked the political will to implement international instruments pertaining to indigenous peoples’ rights as they related to their territories, lands and traditional knowledge. Indigenous women must be taken into account in decisions relating to traditional knowledge and access and benefit-sharing and be provided full and effective participation in the work of the Working Group on Article 8 (j). In the framework of capacity-building initiatives for indigenous and local communities in Latin America and the Caribbean in the period2009-2011, the Indigenous Women’s Biodiversity Network of Latin America and the Caribbean, with financial support from Spain and the CBD Secretariat, had organized a series of regional workshops on Article 8 (j) and access and benefit-sharing. The workshops had been conducted in a culturally sensitive manner, taking into account the real needs of indigenous peoples and local communities of the region. They could serve as a model for similar activities in other regions and she encouraged States parties to lend their financial support. Noting with appreciation the enhanced visibility of indigenous peoples and local communities in the process of the Working Group, she expressed concern that the development of elements of sui generis systems and implementation of tasks 7, 10 and 12 of the multi-year programme of work were still pending. The persistent lack of recognition of indigenous territories as the places where traditional knowledge was developed, practiced and transmitted from generation to generation, and of indigenous peoples’ right to free, prior and informed consent, were also cause for concern.

22. The representative of the International Forum of Local Communities thanked the Mohawk Nation for the ceremonial welcome. Endorsing the statement made by the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity, she welcomed the convening of the Ad Hoc Expert Group Meeting of Local Community Representatives from 13 to 16 July 2011 and the recommendations emanating from the meeting and thanked those parties and organizations who funded the meeting. She called on States to pay special attention to issues of full and effective participation and targeted outreach of local communities when considering those recommendations. Biodiversity and its conservation and sustainable use were crucial to the livelihood and of local communities and contributed to poverty eradication. States should take account of the role of women as key leaders in their local communities, traditional caretakers of ecosystems and providers of environmental services, especially those related to health and food security. Noting the interconnection between traditional knowledge and biodiversity and the custodianship of local communities over their environment, she said that local communities played a critical role in the conservation of the world’s biological diversity found in different landscapes and ecosystems within their habitat. She encouraged the effective and balanced participation of local communities in the implementation of the goals and objectives of the Convention. In the light of their limited participation to date, it would be useful to set up an expert group or other mechanism of cooperation to ensure the full and effective participation of local community representatives. 

ITEM 3.
Progress report on the programme of work for Article 8(j) and related provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity
23. The Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group took up item 3 at the 1st session of the meeting, on 31 October 2011. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on progress of the implementation of Article 8(j) and related provisions and its integration into the various areas of work the Convention and through the national reports (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/2). 
24. Introducing the item, the Co-Chair reminded the Working Group that the note also included information on the progress Parties had made in implementing Article 8(j) and asked for views on the draft recommendations contained in section III of the document.
25. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Brazil, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), Canada, China, Colombia, Ecuador, Ethiopia, India, Japan, Jordan, Malawi, Namibia, Poland (on behalf of the European Union and its member States), Republic of Korea, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Ukraine and Yemen.

26. A statement was made by the representative of the World Intellectual Property Organisation).
27. A statement was also made by the representative of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity.
28. Following the exchange of views, the Co-Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for the consideration of the Working Group.

29. At the 4th session of the meeting, on 2 November 2011, the Working Group took up the revised text proposed by the Co-Chair.

30. Following an exchange of views, the Co-Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for the consideration of the Working Group, which was subsequently circulated as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/L.2.
Action by the Working Group
31. [To be completed]. 
ITEM 4.
mechanisms to promote the effective participation of indigEnous and local communities in the work of the convention
32. The Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group took up item 4 at the 2nd session of the meeting, on 31 October 2011. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on Local community representatives within the context of Article 8(j) and related provisions (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/8), the report of the Expert Group Meeting of local community representatives within the context of Article 8(j) and related provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/8/Add.1) and notes  by the Executive Secretary on participatory mechanisms for indigenous and local communities in the work of the Convention (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/9) and  capacity-building initiative for indigenous and local communities in Latin America and the Caribbean on Article 8(j) and access and benefit sharing (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/INF/3).
33. Introducing the item, the Co-Chair said that, under that item, the Working Group might also wish to address further mechanisms to promote indigenous and local community participation, including capacity-building, development of communication mechanisms and tools, and the participation of indigenous and local communities in the work of the Convention.
34. The representative of the Secretariat drew attention to the dedicated work of a small Secretariat team led by John Scott that had conducted a series of workshops in implementation of the decisions taken at the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.  

35. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Botswana, Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Ecuador, India, Japan, Jordan, Mexico, Norway, Lebanon, and New Zealand, Niger, Poland (on behalf of the European Union and its member States), Republic of Korea, Senegal (on behalf of the African Group) and Thailand.
36. Statements were also made by: the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity, the International Union for the Conservation of Nature, the Indigenous Women’s Biodiversity Network and the Maritime Aboriginal Peoples Council.

37. The representative of Canada also suggested that the draft recommendations should be modified to encourage the Open-ended Ad Hoc Intergovernmental Committee for the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefit Arising from their Utilization to support the participation of indigenous peoples and local communities in its deliberations.

38. The representative of the Secretariat said that although the Working Group had, in the past, provided guidance to the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Access and Benefit-sharing, it had done so at the request of the Conference of the Parties. 
39. Following the exchange of views, the Co-Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for the consideration of the Working Group. 

40. At the 4th session of the meeting, on 2 November 2011, the Working Group took up the revised text proposed by Co-Chair.

41. At the 5th session of the meeting, on 2 November 2011, the Working Group continued its discussion of the revised text.

42. Following an exchange of views, the Co-Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for the consideration of the Working Group, which was subsequently circulated as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/L.3.
Action by the Working Group

43. [To be completed] 
ITEM 5.
In-depth dialogue on thematic areas and other cross-cutting issues: “ecosystem management, ecosystem services and protected areas”
44. The Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group took up item 5 at the 6th session of the meeting, on 3 November 2011 In considering the item, the Working Group had before it notes by the Executive Secretary on in-depth dialogue on thematic areas and other cross-cutting issues: ecosystem management, ecosystem services and protected areas (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/6) and a compilation of views on in-depth dialogue on ecosystem management, ecosystem services and protected areas (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/INF/4).
45. Introducing the item, the Co-Chair said that the Secretariat had put together a regionally balanced panel to inform the discussion on ecosystem management, ecosystem services and protect areas.
46. Presentations were made by Mr. Jon Petter Gintal (Sami Parliament, Norway), Ms. Marie Kvarnström (Swedish Biodiversity Centre, Sweden), Mr. Mdumiseni Wisdom D. Dlamini (Swaziland National Trust Commission), Mr. Mohammed Abdul Baten (Unnayan Onneshan - The Innovators, Bangladesh), Mr. Kid James (South Central Peoples Development Association, Guyana), Mr. Onel Masardule (Foundation for the Promotion of Indigenous Knowledge, Panama), Mr. Peter Cochrane (Director of National Parks, Australia) and Mr. Sakda Saenmi (Inter Mountain Peoples Education and Culture in Thailand Association, Thailand).An interactive dialogue ensued. 

47. Following the discussion a summary of the panel presentations was circulated as UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/L.1/Add.1. 
48. [To be completed]. 
ITEM 6.
Multi-year programme of work on the implementation of Article 8(j) and related provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity 
A. 
Tasks 7, 10 and 12 of the revised multi-year programme of work
49. The Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group took up sub-item 6 (a) at the 3rd session of the meeting, on 1 November 2011. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it notes by the Executive Secretary on elements of sui generis systems for the protection of traditional knowledge, innovations and practices (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/3); tasks 7, 10 and 12 of the revised multi-year programme of work (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/4 and Corr.1); extracts covering the evolution of the ssue of definitions within sui generis agenda item from the Working Group on Article 8(j) and related provisions (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/INF/1/Add.1); a compilation of views on tasks 7, 10 and 12 of the programme of work on Article 8(j) and related provisions (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/INF/2) and a compilation of views on the development of indicators on secure land tenure and a summary of other initiatives concerning indicators relevant for Article 8(j) and Article 10(c) (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/INF/6); and the Glossary of Key Terms Related to Intellectual Property and Traditional Knowledge (WIPO/GRTKF/IWG/2/INF/2).
50. Introducing the item, the Co-Chair drew attention to the draft recommendations contained in section III of document UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/4.
51. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Canada, China, Colombia,  Ecuador, Ethiopia, Guatemala, India, Japan, New Zealand, Norway, Mexico, Philippines, Poland (on behalf of the European Union and its member States),  Republic of Korea and Thailand .
52. Statements were also made by representatives of ECOROPA, the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity and the Maritime Aboriginal Peoples Council.

53. Following the exchange of views, and after consultating with the Bureau, the Co-Chair asked Mr. Jose Luis Sutera (Argentina) and Ms. Yvonne Visina  (Metis, Canada) to co-chair a contact group to further discuss the draft recommendation contained in section III of document UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/4.
54. At the 4th session of the meeting, on 2 November 2011, Mr. Sutera, co-chair of the contact group, reported that the contact group had completed its work and the revised draft recommendation for consideration by the Working Group would be made available shortly. The Co-Chair said that the Working Group would take up the text of the contact group at a subsequent plenary session.

55. The text of the contact group was taken up by the Working Group at the 7th session of the meeting on 3 November 2011.
56. Following an exchange of views, the Co-Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for the consideration of the Working Group, which was subsequently circulated as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/L.4.

Action by the Working Group
57. [To be completed].
B.
Task 15 of the revised multi-year programme of work
58. The Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group took up item 6 (b) at the 3rd session of the meeting, on 1 November 2011. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it notes by the Executive Secretary containing consideration and development of terms of reference for task 15 of the Programme of Work for Article 8(j) and Related Provisions (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/4/Add.1); a compilation of views on task 15 of the programme of work on Article 8 (j) and related provisions (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/INF/2/Adds.1and 2); and the list and brief technical explanation of the various forms in which traditional knowledge can be found (WIPO/GRTKF/IC/17/INF/9).
59. Introducing the item, the Co-Chair said that task 15 involved developing guidelines on the repatriation of information, including cultural property, in order to facilitate the recovery of traditional knowledge of biological diversity in accordance with Article 17, paragraph 2, of the Convention on Biological Diversity. He invited the Working Group to consider the draft terms of reference for task 15 contained in section I of document UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/4/Add.1.
60. The representative of Brazil noted that there were some differences of wording between the draft terms of reference as contained in section I of document UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/4/Add.1 and the draft terms of reference contained in the annex to decision X/43 adopted by the Conference of the Parties at its tenth meeting. She suggested that the meeting should use the annex to decision X/43 as the basis for the present discussions.
61. Ms. Gunn-Britt Retter, Co-Chair, confirmed that the meeting would start its discussions using the text contained in the annex to decision X/43.
62. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Brazil Canada, China, Guatemala, India, Mexico, Poland (on behalf of the European Union and its member States) and the Syrian Arab Republic.
63. A statement was also made by a representative of the Tulalip Tribes. 
64. Following an exchange of views, the Co-Chair said that she would prepare a revised draft recommendation, taking into account the annex to decision X/43 adopted at the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties, to serve as a basis for further deliberations.

65. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 3 November 2011, the Working Group took up the revised text proposed by Co-Chair.

66. Following an exchange of views, the Co-Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for the consideration of the Working Group, which was subsequently circulated as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/L.6.
Action by the Working Group
67. [To be completed].
C.
Development of elements of sui generis systems for the protection of traditional knowledge, innovations and practices
68. The Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group took up item 6 (c) at the 6th session of the meeting, on 2 November 2011. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it notes by the Executive Secretary on elements of sui generis systems for the protection of traditional knowledge, innovations and practices (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/3 a compilation of views on elements of sui generis systems for the protection of traditional knowledge (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/INF/1); Extracts covering the evolution of the issue of definitions within the sui generis agenda item from the Working Group on Article 8(j) and related provisions (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/INF/1/Add.1); and a compilation of views on the development of indicators on secure land tenure and a summary of other initiatives concerning indicators relevant for Article 8(j) and Article 10(c) (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/INF/6); and the Glossary of Key Terms Related to Intellectual Property and Traditional Knowledge (WIPO/GRTKF/IWG/2/INF/2).
69. Introducing the item, the Co-Chair said that as a basis for its work the Executive Secretary had updated his note on the subject of the sui generis systems for the protection of traditional knowledge, innovations and practices contained in document UNEP/CBD/WG8J/6/5 and reissued it as document UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/3. He said that section II of the revised note contained a draft recommendation for the consideration of the Working Group..

70. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Ecuador, Guatemala, India, Jordan, Poland (on behalf of the European Union and its member States), South Africa (on behalf of the African Group) and Thailand. 
71. Statements were also made by representatives of the Indigenous Women’s Biodversity Network and the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity. 

72. Following an exchange of views, the Co-Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for the consideration of the Working Group.
73. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 3 November 2011, the Working Group took up the revised text proposed by Co-Chair.

74. [To be completed].
D.
A new major component on Article 10 with a focus on article10(c) in the revised programme of work on article 8(j) and related provisions  
75. The Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group took up item 6 (d) at the 2nd session of the meeting, on 31 October 2011. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on Article 10 with a focus on Article 10(c) as a major component of the programme of work on Article 8(j) and related provisions (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/5 and Corr.1), the Report of the Meeting on Article 10, with a Focus on Article 10(c), as a Major Component of the Programme of Work on Article 8(j) and Related Provisions of the Convention (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/5/Add.1), and a note by the Executive Secretary containing a Compilation of Views on Article 10 with a focus on Article 10(c) (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/INF/5). 
76. Introducing the item, Ms. Malmer (Sweden), co-chair of the Meeting on Article 10 with A Focus on Article 10(c) As a Major Component of the Programme of Work on Article 8(j) And Related Provisions of the Convention, introducing the report of the meeting contained in document UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/5/Add.1, said that the meeting had been attended by representatives of indigenous communities, governments, international organizations and experts. Participants had agreed that customary sustainable use was important, both for indigenous peoples and society at large, as a tool for taking care of the planet. The meeting, tasked to give shape and substance to the major new task of the work programme relating to Article 10, had made proposals relating to three major components, namely: guidance on sustainable use and related incentive measures for indigenous peoples and local communities; measures to increase the engagement of indigenous and local communities and Governments at national and local level in the implementation of Article 10 and the ecosystem approach; and a strategy to integrate Article 10, with a focus on Article 10(c), as a cross‑cutting issue into the Convention’s various programmes of work and thematic areas, beginning with the programme of work on protected areas. She encouraged the Working Group to pay special attention to implementation on the ground when discussing the proposals. 
77. The Co-Chair drew attention to the draft recommendations contained in document UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/5, which related to the three components mentioned by the co-chair of the Meeting on Article 10.
78. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Colombia, Ecuador, Ethiopia, Jordan, New Zealand, Philippines, Poland (on behalf of the European Union and its member States), Republic of Korea, South Africa (on behalf of the African Group) and Thailand.

79. Statements were also made by representatives of the Forest Peoples Programme, the Maritime Aboriginal Peoples Council and the Tulalip Tribes.

80. At the 3rd session of the meeting, on 1 November 2011, further statements were made by the representatives of Canada, Norway and Poland (on behalf of the European Union and its member States).

81. A statement was also made by a representative of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity.

82.  Following the exchange of views, and after consulting with the Bureau,  the Co-Chair proposed the establishment of a contact group to discuss the agenda item further and report back to the Working Group at a subsequent session. The Co-Chair asked Ms. Tone Solhaug (Norway) and Ms. Jocelyn Cariño (Tebtebba) to act as co-chairs of the contact group.

83. At the 4th session of the meeting, on 2 November 2011, Ms. Solhaug, co-chair of the contact group, reported that although considerable progress had been made, further deliberations would be required in the context of the contact group.

84. The Co-Chair of the Working Group thanked the co-chairs and asked the contact group to continue its work for another session. He also asked the co-chairs to report again at a subsequent plenary session of the Working Group.

85. At the 6th  session of the meeting, on 3 November 2011, Ms. Solhaug, co-chair of the contact group, reported that although the contact group continued to make good progress, it would also still need further time to complete its deliberations.
86. The Co-Chair of the Working Group thanked the co-chairs and asked the contact group to continue its work.
87. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 3 November 2011, Ms. Cariño, co-chair of the contact group, reported that the contact group had not yet been able to complete its discussion of the draft recommendation, or the annex to the draft recommendation, and asked that the contact group be given additional time to complete its work.
88. The Co-Chair of the Working Group thanked the co-chairs and asked the contact group to complete its work as soon as possible.
89. [To be completed].
E.
Development of indicators relevant for traditional knowledge and customary sustainable use
90. The Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group took up item 6 (e) at the 4th session of the meeting, on 2 November 2011. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it the Report of the Meeting on Article 10 with a Focus on Article 10(c) as a Major Component of the Programme of Work on Article 8(j) and Related Provisions of the Convention (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/5/Add.1), notes by the Executive Secretary on development of indicators relevant for traditional knowledge and customary sustainable use (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/10) and a compilation of views on the development of indicators on secure land tenure and a summary of other initiatives concerning indicators relevant for Article 8(j) and Article 10(c) (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/INF/6).
91. Introducing the item, the Co-Chair recalled decision X/43 adopted by the Conference of the Parties at its tenth meeting by virtue of which the Conference had adopted two additional indicators for traditional knowledge and invited the Working Group to offer views on the draft recommendations contained in document UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/10.

92. Statements were made by the representatives of Canada, China, Ethiopia, India,  Japan, Jordan, Norway, Poland (speaking on behalf of the European Union and its member States) and the Republic of Korea
93. A statement was also made by representatives of the Indigenous Women’s Biodiversity Network and the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity.

94. Following an exchange of views, the Co-Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for the consideration by the Working Group.
95. [To be completed].

ITEM 7.
RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE UNITED NATIONS PERMANENT FORUM ON INDIGENOUS ISSUES (UNPFII)
96. The Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group took up item 7 at the 4th session of the meeting, on 2 November 2011. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary containing the recommendations of relevance to the Convention on Biological Diversity arising from the ninth and tenth sessions of the United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues (UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/7).
97. Introducing the item, the Co-Chair invited the Working Group to consider the new recommendations arising from the ninth and tenth sessions of the United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues pertaining to the Convention on Biological Diversity for consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its eleventh meeting.
98. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Brazil, Ethiopia (on behalf of the African Group), Guatemala, Jordan, and Poland (on behalf of the European Union and its member States). 
99. Statements were also made by representatives of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity and the International Union for the Conservation of Nature.
100. Following an exchange of views, the Co-Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for the consideration of the Working Group.
101. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 3 November 2011, the Working Group took up the revised text proposed by Co-Chair.

102. Following an exchange of views, the Co-Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for the consideration of the Working Group, which was subsequently circulated as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WG8J/7/L.8.
103. [To be completed].
ITEM 8.
OTHER MATTERS
104. [To be completed]. 

ITEM 9. 
ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

105.  [To be completed].

ITEM 10.
CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

106.  [To be completed].
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