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Note by the Executive Secretary

INTRODUCTION

1. In decision VIII/5 A, paragraphs 1 and 9, the Coafee of the Parties requested the Executive
Secretary to continue to report of progress onirtipdementation of Article 8(j) and related proviss
based on information received through the natiogpbrts and in the integration of relevant taskthef
programme of work on Article 8(j) and relate préeiss into the thematic areas. In paragraph 2ef t
same decision, the Executive Secretary was reqligstecompile a statistical report identifying
participation of indigenous and local communitiegifferent bodies of the Convention. In paragréph
the Working Group is requested at its sixth meetm@ddress, as a priority, the timeframe to itétia
work on the remaining tasks of the programme of kwfor Article 8(j) and related provisions.
Furthermore, in paragraph 6, the Working Groupetguested to analyse work initiated and/or advanced
on related provisions, in particular Articles 10Q(d)7, paragraph 2, and 18, paragraph 4, of the
Convention and to provide advice on how these edlgirovisions may be further advanced and
implemented.

2. In order to address paragraph 2, the ExecutiveeBmgrhas put in place infrastructure through
the guidelines for the fourth national reports d@maugh the voluntary fund for indigenous and local
community participation in meetings held under @avention, to collect this information on an arinua
basis and to make it available to future meetinfshe Working Group on Article 8(j) and related
provisions. In response to paragraph 5, the adderid this document/Icontains the programme of

* UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/5/1.
v UNEP/CBD/WG8J/5/2/Add.1.



UNEP/CBD/WG8J/5/2
Page 2

work on the implementation of Article 8(j) and rd provisions, Lidentifying the status and remaining
tasks not yet initiated for the consideration & Working Group.

3. In regard to paragraph 6, the initiation or advameet of work on related provisions, such as
sustainable customary use (Article 10(c)) and teldgy transfer (Article 17.2), are taken up in s&et,
under thematic areas, which also examines progredke integration of the relevant tasks of the
programme of work for Article 8(j) and related pigions into the thematic areas of the Conventida.
avoid duplication, section I, includes only theroadreas which have made further advances since the
fourth meeting of the Working Group on Article 8(j)

4. Section Il reports on progress on the implememadArticle 8(j) and related provisions based
on the third national reports. Section Il of tldecument contains draft recommendatighfor the
consideration of the Working Group.

I THEMATIC AREAS

5. It should be noted that related provisions suclrigle 10(c) and Article 17, paragraph 2, are
taken up not through distinct programmes of workthtough integration into thematic programmes and
cross-cutting issues such as economic, trade asehtive measures; sustainable use; and technology
transfer and cooperation.. Hence such productshasAddis Ababa Principles and Guidelines on
Sustainable Use and their implementation by Paatiedirectly relevant to the implementation ofséne
articles.

A. Biological diversity of dry and sub-humid lands

6. Paragraph 3 of the programme of work on dry andhsubid lands (decision V/23, annex I),
states that “implementation of the programme ofkwwill also build upon the knowledge, innovations
and practices of indigenous and local communitessistent with Article 8(j) of the Convention”.

7. In response to the findings of the in-depth rev@vimplementation of the programme of work,
the Conference of the Parties, at its eighth mgetiaquested, in decision VIII/2, that the Execaitiv
Secretary identify land-use options that promotadiviersity and generate income for indigenous and
local communities, particularly options for transbdary and community based natural resource
management. As such, the Executive Secretary meépdocument UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/8 for
review by the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Tedahiand Technological Advice.

B. Forest biological diversity

8. The fourth meeting of the Ad Hoc Technical Expeno@® (AHTEG) on the Review of
Implementation of the Programme of Work on Fordstdgjical Diversity met in Rome from 28 May to
1 June 2007 at the Food and Agriculture Organinadibthe United Nations (FAQ) in order to analyse
the state of implementation of the work programmaed make recommendations for improved
implementation, in accordance with the mandatehef AHTEG established by decisions VI/22 and
specified in decision VIII/19.

9. Indigenous organizations that participated in tAIITEG included the Pacific Indigenous
Peoples Environment Coalition (PIPEC), and the @mmalndigenous Biodiversity Network. Experts
agreed during the fourth meeting of the AHTEG onpboints for improvement of the scientific and

2/ Decision V/16, annex.

3/ The draft recommendations also include recomm@nuabased on the issues contained in the addeonflum
this document.
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technical background document for the review; 56ictgsions from the draft review; and 28
recommendations for improved implementation. Thafgomost relevant to the programme of work of
Article 8(j) and related provisions are:

(a) Recommendation for the improvement of elementgdal 1, objective 3 of the
programme of work: “Improve collaboration betwebe Secretariats and Subsidiary Bodies of the CBD
and UNFCCC, and enhance coordinated implementatidroth conventions at the national level, and
include biodiversity experts, including holderstaodditional forest related knowledge, into the eutr
discussions on reducing emissions from deforestatio

(b) Recommendation for the improvement of elementgdal 4, objective 3, of the
programme of work: “Provide adequate financial tegees for capacity building and organizational
structures for the management of natural resowsed by indigenous peoples.”

(© Recommendation for the improvement of elementg@al 3, objective 1 of the
programme of work: “Ensure full and informed pagation of indigenous people, local communities,
women, other major groups and the general publiche decision making process related to the
conservation and management of forest biodivetsity.

(d) Recommendation for the improvement of elementg8al 3, objective 1 of the
programme of work: “Prioritize research on the imipoce of forest biodiversity and specific ecosyste
functions for women, in particular indigenous wontaking into account the work done on Article 8(j).

10. In accordance with the mandate of the AHTEG, thiesemmendations will form the basis of the
information document on the in-depth review of thgpanded programme of work on forest biological
diversity to be submitted to the Subsidiary BodySmmentific, Technical and Technological Advicatat
thirteenth meeting. The  full procedural meeting pomt is  available  at
http://www.cbd.int/doc/meetings/for/tegfor-04/offi/tegfor-04-03-en.doc

C. Mountain biological diversity

11. In decision VII/27, the Conference of the Partig®med a programme of work on mountain
biological diversity. Goal 2.3 (“To respect, prege and maintain knowledge, practices and innowati

of indigenous and local communities in mountainarg”) and goal 3.6 (“To promote the development,
validation, and transfer of appropriate technolsgier mountain ecosystems, including indigenous
technologies in accordance with Article 8(j) of tl®nvention on Biological Diversity and related
provisions”) of the programme of work are espegiadllevant to Article 8(j). A number of activities
listed under these goals inter alia address theeros and provisions of Article 8(j). In additiomet
following other goals and activities of the prograeof the work take into account the consideratibn
Article 8(j) and Article 10(c), for example:

(@) Under goal 1.3 (To promote the sustainableofiseountain biological resources):

. Activity 1.3.2 aims to promote sustainable land-ysactices, techniques and
technologies, including those of indigenous/localommunities and
community-based management systems, for the catsmrvand sustainable use
(including hunting and fishing) of wild flora anéudna and agro-biodiversity in
mountain ecosystems, including biological pest icint

. Activity 1.3.3 aims to support activities of indiggus and local communities
involved in the use of traditional mountain-relatkdowledge, in particular
concerning sustainable management of biodiversibil, water resources and
slope;
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. Activity 1.3.4 aims to promote partnerships betwedinstakeholders, including
indigenous and local communities, involved in thestainable use of mountain
biological resources;

(b) Under goal 1.4 (To promote access to, andirgpanf benefits arising from the
utilization of genetic resources related to mounthiological diversity in accordance with national
legislation where it exists), activity 1.4.1 aims $trengthen the capacity of indigenous and local
communities to engage in equitable benefit-shar@mgangements, taking into account the Bonn
Guidelines on Access to Genetic Resources ancaRdiEquitable Sharing of the Benefits Arising out o
their Utilization, bearing in mind their voluntamharacter and that they do not purport to replace
national legislation.

(c) Under goal 1.5 (To maintain genetic diversity mountain ecosystems, in particular
through the preservation and maintenance of taditiknowledge and practices), activity 1.5.2 aims
implement provisions contained in Article 8(j) tagiinto account the needs of developing countries.

12. In conclusion, implementation of Article 8(j)-relawt activities of the programme of work for
mountain biodiversity, as revealed by the analggihird national reports, is limited. Thirty-fiyger cent

of responding countries have taken measures faflbesaring from the utilization of mountain geicet
resources, including preservation and maintenariceaditional knowledge. Twenty-seven countries
indicated that such measures are under developamen®7 countries that no such measures had not been
taken. Measures taken include: traditional medicarveys and studies, ex-situ conservation, toedit
knowledge inventory, policy and legal frameworkscantives for organic farming. A number of
countries have developed strategies, laws, progesson mechanisms for sharing benefits arising from
use of genetic resources, including those from rf@aonecosystems, or protection of traditional
knowledge associated with use of mountain genetspurces. For example, Brazil requires that
contracts be agreed for access to genetic resoancebenefit-sharing from their use, including #ho$
mountain ecosystems

CBD Parties
196. Has your country taken any measures for sharing the benefits arising from the utilization of
mauntain genetic resources, including preservation and maintenance of traditional knowledge?

0 & 19% (37) W b 4% (25) Oc 16% (32)
O 1% (27 B ko Answeer: 9% (18 O Mot Analyzed: 358% (73
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D. Ecosystem approach

13. In decision V/6, the Conference of the Parties &slbd2 principles for the application of the
ecosystem approach. A number of these imply theufd effective participation of indigenous anddb
communities in decision-making, in particular, pipies 11 (the ecosystem approach should consider a
forms of relevant information, including scientifimd indigenous and local knowledge, innovatiorg an
practices) and 12 (the ecosystem approach shoutdvim all relevant sectors of society and scientifi
disciplines). Effective application of the ecogystapproach, therefore, automatically would include
this consideration. However, the extent of the @ffe implementation of these principles at natlona
level is difficult to ascertain.

14, The Secretariat co-organized a workshop on theystar® approach and customary practice in
protected areas in small islands, in Bangkok, fit#nto 16 December 2006. A central theme of the
workshop was the value and utility of customaryctice and indigenous knowledge in managing natural
resources better. The workshop had a high leveldicipation of indigenous and local communities’

representatives and demonstrated the value of gitogriheir effective and full participation.

E. Agricultural biological diversity

15. In decision VIII/23 D, the Conference of the Pastieequested the Executive Secretary, in
partnership with FAO and in consultation with othelevant international organizations, to prepanala
review of the programme of work on agricultural diiersity for consideration at its ninth meeting,
which will be held in Germany in May 2008.

16. As an input to the in-depth review process, the&aogat has prepared a preliminary analysis of
information on the programme of work on agricultusediversity contained in the 127 third national
reports that were submitted to the SecretariatfdsMay 2007. Two questior in the third national
report related to the programme of work on agrigalt biodiversity will be of significant intereso t
indigenous and local communities. In responsthése questions, 60 per cent of the Parties reporte
having undertaken assessments of the knowledgeyations and practices of farmers and indigenous
and local communities. A few Parties mentionedirm@wonducted ethno-biological studies on the
traditional use of animals and plants, and socaremic studies on the use of traditional crop vase

In response to Q.170, less than one third of theid3a(29%) reported having made progress on
improving the policy environment to support local¢l management. However, where improvements
have been made, examples of such improvementsdediumeasures to support conservation of plant
and animal genetic resources, indigenous peoplgbts; agro-forestry, conservation of small-scale
landscape elements, preservation of landscapesiatuttical features, integrated farm management and
organic agriculture. A limited number of Partiesvdaestablished benefit-sharing arrangements (14%)
and provided economic incentives (18%) to farmersupport local-level management of agricultural
biodiversity.

F. Other matters
1. Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group on Biodiversityl &limate Change
17. The Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group (AHTEG) on Bicelisity and Climate Change was

established to assist the Subsidiary Body on Siientechnical and Technological Advice (SBSTTA)
in its further work on the interlinkages betweendiversity and climate change (decision VII/15), by

4/ Q.165: Has your country carried out an assessofethe knowledge, innovations and practices affxs
and indigenous and local communities in sustaimigdcultural biodiversity and agro-ecosystem sa&witor food production
and food security? (Activity 1.3); and Q.170: Hasul country improved the policy environment, indhgl benefit-sharing
arrangements and incentive measures, to suppaitieel management of agricultural biodiversity?
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undertaking a supplementary assessment on theratitey of biodiversity considerations in the
implementation of adaptation activities to climateinge, and preparing advice taking into considerat
the thematic areas of the Convention for plannimgy@ implementing activities to address adaptation
climate change. The AHTEG met for the first tinmeJianuary 2002 and included participation from
indigenous and local communities. The last meatintpje AHTEG was held in September 2005 and also
included representatives from indigenous and leoaimunities; there is no mandate for an additional
meeting. The reports of the AHTEG are publishe@BB Technical Series No. 10 and No. 25.

18. The AHTEG considered further assessment of thegiat®mn of biodiversity considerations in
the implementation of adaptation activities to @terchange and in particular noted that “understand
changes of biological diversity due to climate ammay include active participation of local and
indigenous communities”/5Sustainable development in light of adaptatorclimate change needs to
respect and promote indigenous and local communitydditional knowledge in ways that help to
complement scientifically-based knowledge and weesa. The full and effective participation of
indigenous and local communities in such mattersh wiequire capacity building indigenous
organizations, their institutions, and their unsiges and the use of their knowledge will depepdru
their approval and/or prior and informed conseiew information technology such as Web-based,
multi-lingual tools may facilitate and enhance camication between local and indigenous communities
and other stakeholders in pursuit of the goalshef @onvention and in particular in matters related
sustainable development and climate change.

19. As a follow up to the AHTEG, the eighth meeting tbe Conference of the Parties, in its
decision VIII/30 encouraged Parties and other Gawents, when addressing research needs and
activities on the impacts of climate change on edity, to involve indigenous and local commusti
and other relevant stakeholders, particularly csues related to ecosystem health, human health,
traditional knowledge, and livelihoods.

2. Incentive measures

20. The Conference of the Parties at its eighth meetdgpted decision VIII/25, on the application
of tools for the valuation of biodiversity and bieersity resources and functions. In paragraph thef
decision, the Conference of the Parties inviteibnat, regional and international funding instituis to
identify gaps and needs to support the buildingrdrancement of national capacity as well as researc
and training for undertaking valuation; to suppibet further development of regional and internatlon
capacity, and to explore options for interlinkedding mechanisms with a view to supporting the gtesi
and the harmonized application of valuation tooiwmoag different multilateral environmental
agreements. In paragraph 7 of the same decisienCtinference of the Parties encouraged relevant
national, regional and international research tustins to strengthen research activities including
research cooperation and exchange at nationabnalgand international levels, in order to promate
common understanding of valuation techniques angmgrnments and stakeholders, on a number of
issues spelt out in the decision.

21. In paragraph 8 of the decision, the Conferencé@fRarties encouraged relevant institutions, in
carrying out the work described in paragraphs 6 araf the decision, to support the participation of
indigenous and local communities, in order to featié the inclusion of cultural values in work on
valuation of biodiversity resources and functiomsl aassociated ecosystem services with a view to
generate valuation mechanisms that are suitabfeligenous and local communities.

5/ Report of the meeting of the Ad Hoc Technicalp&t Group on Biodiversity and Adaptation to Climat
Change, (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/11/INF/5).
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22. Options for the application of tools for valuatiohbiodiversity and biodiversity resources and
functions are annexed to decision VIII/25. Parpgra6 of the annex states that:

“The full involvement of all relevant stakeholdeas well as indigenous and local
communities is another important means of increpiie credibility and acceptability of
decision-making processes including the applicatbraluation methods. By ensuring
that sample groups are representative, their fodl affective involvement can also
contribute to the quality of applying certain valoa tools. Institutions should therefore
have mechanisms in place that ensure the full dfetteve involvement of relevant
stakeholders as well as indigenous and local contresnin appraisal processes
including the application of valuation tools.”

23. In paragraph 6 (c) of decision VIII/26, on incemtimeasures, the Conference of the Parties
encouraged relevant national, regional and intenat institutions and organizations, such as 1Ud

the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Dmreent, as well as representatives of indigenous
and local communities and relevant stakeholdersstitengthen research activities, including research
cooperation and exchange at national, regional@ednational levels, on, inter alia, the developiref
mechanisms, including policy, legal and instituibmeasures in full consultation with representsiof
indigenous and local communities that ensure tlreaiad equitable sharing of benefits arising from
positive incentive measures.

3. Transfer of technology and scientific and testhgical cooperation

24, The programme of work on transfer of technology acntific and technological cooperation,
adopted by the Conference of the Parties at itergBvmeeting and annexed to decision VII/29, irsvite
the relevant actors responsible for its implemémtato take into account a number of strategic
considerations, inter alia, that the participatiapproval and involvement of indigenous and local
communities and all relevant stakeholders is keytlie successful transfer and diffusion of techgglo
for conservation and sustainable use of biologdigérsity; and that mechanisms for ensuring that
technology transfer and cooperation fully respketrights of indigenous and local communities nieed
be taken into account in the implementation of fregramme of work (decision VII/29, annex,
paragraphs 4 (c) and 4 (d)). Task 15 of the progra of work for Article 8(j) and related provisiorss
mutually supportive as it requests the Working @ron Article 8(j), to develop guidelines that would
facilitate repatriation of information, includinguléural property, in accordance with Article 17,
paragraph 2, of the Convention in order to fad#itéhe recovery of traditional knowledge of bioloai
diversity, but this task is yet to be initiated.

25. The programme of work calls for, inter alia, theeelepment or improvement of national systems
of information exchange on technology transfer aedhnology cooperation, in consultation with
indigenous and local communities and all relevaakeholders, with a view to fostering dialogue
between technology holders and prospective useosigh, inter alia: (i) the application of ways and
means to ensure effective linkages with existindional, regional and international information
systems; (ii) accessibility and adaptability of Isystems by indigenous and local communities dnd a
relevant stakeholders; and (iii) information ondboeeds for adaptation, and related capacity,eto b
effectively channelled into national systems. Ferrtto this activity, the Secretariat is providimgining
courses on the clearing house mechanism for indigeand local communities, which include a section
on technology transfer and cooperation. The fustkshop in a series of clearing-house mechanisin an
Article 8(j) joint training activities, took pladge Quito, from 14 to 16 December 2007. The nexining
workshop is tentatively scheduled to take plac&fiica in April 2008.
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4. Monitoring and assessment of progress towardsthievement of the 2010 target

26. In decisions VII/30 and VIII/15, the Conferencetbé Parties adopted a framework for assessing
progress in the implementation of the StrategiaPathe Convention, including the target to achiey
2010 a significant reduction of the current ratebmfdiversity loss at the global, regional and owai
level as a contribution to poverty alleviation dndhe benefit of all life on earth. Under the foasea on
“protecting traditional knowledge, innovations gmactices” the Conference of the Parties agree¢esto
the indicator on “status and trends of linguistiwedsity and numbers of speakers of indigenous
languages” and to request the Working Group orcher(j) to develop additional indicators.

27. To further this task, the International Indigendt@um on Biodiversity established a working
group on indicators which proposed an initiativeotganise an international expert seminar of indicsa
relevant for indigenous and local communities ahd €onvention and this was supported by the
Conference of the Parties in decision VIII/5 G,gmaaph 5. The results of the process, the regional
seminars and the international expert meeting aaeemavailable for the consideration of the fifth
meeting of the Working Group on Article 8(j) in URECBD/WG8J/5/8.

28. UNESCO has taken the lead on the development ofirtieator on “status and trends of
linguistic diversity and numbers of speakers ofigedous languages”. An initial compilation of
available data was carried out with the suppomnftbe Secretariat and reported in Global Biodiwgrsi
Outlook 2. Further work is scheduled once the 2®i0diversity Indicators Partnership project,
supported by the Global Environment Facility, beesrfully operational.

5. Tourism and biological diversity

29. The Secretariat is planning to hold a series ofore and subregional workshops aimed at
capacity building for indigenous and local commigsitin support of the enhanced implementation ef th
Guidelines on Biodiversity and Tourism Developmemth the view to support and strengthen
indigenous and local initiatives in this area. isstfthree-day workshop is planned for the Arcegion,

in recognition of the International Polar Year 2@)7and will consider the distinct challenges ohote
rural Arctic destinations. This first workshop whieé held from 19 to 23 November 2007 in Quebec,City
Canada.

30. The objectives of the workshop are to:

(a) Exchange knowledge and experience developing leosity-friendly tourism activities
in the Arctic region including through implementatiof the Guidelines;

(b) Build capacity for participants to use new inforroatand web-based technologies more
effectively to develop and market tourism produbteugh implementation of the Guidelines;

(c) Build capacity in areas of interest to indigenond scal communities and in particular
under Article 8(j), including the revised 8(j) hopage and the Traditional Knowledge Information
Portal;

(d) Test and assess participative planning tools, wiefming needs assessment for future
training workshops, in collaboration with Jacquédsealier, an anthropologist from Carleton Universit
and expert on participative planning.

31. It is anticipated that subject to the availabilitiy funding, future regional workshops will take
place in Latin America, Africa and Southeast Asiath a focus on forest basins, islands and other
ecosystems. The Secretariat has invited Carletoivesity to technically assist in researching and
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developing policy planning tools and a needs assasts specifically aimed at indigenous tourism
product managers.

. PROGRESS REPORT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROGRAMME
OF WORK ON ARTICLE 8(j) AND RELATED PROVISIONSAT THE
NATIONAL LEVEL

A. I ntroduction

32. In the third national reports, Parties were asketkeport on the support provided to indigenous
and local communities to determine the status esmtls of, and threats to traditional knowledgeti€sr
were also requested to report on the implementatibrihe Akwé: Kon Guidelines, measures to
strengthen indigenous and local communities’ cdjeacifor decision-making related to the use of
traditional knowledge as well as mechanisms to pterindigenous and local communities’ participation
in relevant decision making and policy planningeThird national reports also included various typge
support Parties were requested to provide for mif@e@mentation of Article 8(j) and related provision
The previous progress report for the 4th meetindgp@MWorking Group on Article 8(j)6 took into aceuu
the thirty reports that had been received at that.t This current progress report takes into astone
hundred and twenty one, third national reports stibchby July, 2007.

B. Synthesis of responses and comments

Support provided to indigenous and local commusitre determining the status and trends of and the
threats to traditional knowledge, innovations amdgtices.

33. In response to these questions, 60 per cent d?dniges reported having undertaken assessments
of the knowledge, innovations and practices of fasrand/or indigenous and local communities. A few
Parties mentioned having conducted ethno-biologitadies on the traditional use of animals andtplan
and socio-economic studies on the use of traditiorap varieties. This is a considerable improvemen
as less than a quarter of Parties had provided support to indigenous and local communities in
determining the status and trends of, and threatkd traditional knowledge, innovations and piegi

in the previous progress report. Some countriesfoadulated relevant policies and laws that support
indigenous and local communities’ involvement indiversity conservation and sustainable use as well
as encourage the application of traditional knogéedinnovations and practices for biodiversity
conservation and sustainable use. A number of desnhave supported studies (ethno-botany) on
traditional knowledge related to medicinal plantsd asome other species in whose conservation
traditional knowledge and practices of indigenond bbcal communities plays an important role. A few
countries are taking steps to document traditidrawledge, innovations and practices related to
biodiversity conservation and sustainable use. &@mple, India and Nepal have started registering
traditional knowledge related to biodiversity. Nepas also established district biodiversity coneas

for this purpose. One project called “Aconteceu’hich is being implemented under Brazilian
Indigenous Peoples’ Program, has produced relgticemprehensive information on the status of
indigenous knowledge related to biodiversity in Ba In Colombia, the group Plebio (Policy and
legislation on biodiversity, genetic resource aradlitional knowledge) from the National Universay
Colombia is preparing a legal-technical proposaltfe protection of traditional knowledge, with the
support of indigenous youth. Mexico reports thredré has been also support for 35 projects aimed at
making known and promoting work developed by indmes peoples on conservation and use of their
natural resources, on various states across thergouA few developed countries, such as Germanty a
Belgium, had provided support through their intéioreal development aid programs to some developing

6/ See UNEP/CBD/WGB8J/4/2
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countries’ efforts to preserve traditional knowledglated to biodiversity and support indigenoud an
local communities’ involvement in biodiversity camgation.

Legal and institutional review of cultural, envinmental and social impact assessments with a view to
incorporating the Akwé: Kon Guidelines into natibfegislation and policies

34. Most reporting Parties have not undertaken suclevéew. However, several Parties have
reviewed their relevant legislations and policiaslight of the Akwé: Kon Guidelines. For example
Norway is reviewing its biodiversity-related legigbns with adequate consideration given to theetsp
related to traditional knowledge of indigenous &whl communities. Uganda and Zambia indicated that
their EIA-related laws and practices had taken atoount some aspects of the Akweé: Kon Guidelines.
A few countries, such as Colombia and India, hadugted provisions in their biodiversity-related Bw
that require impact assessments of those activthigsimpact indigenous and local communities. &ub
notes that there is harmonization between the Ak&an Guidelines and the national legislation and
processes. Chile reports that Law 19.253 recegnize duty of society in general and of the State
particular to protect, respect and promote the ldpweent of indigenous peoples, their cultures, fisi
and communities, adopting adequate measures towsatlend and protecting their lands, ensuring thei
appropriate exploitation and ensuring and improvimgecological balance thereon.

Use of the Akwé: Kon Guidelines

35. Several reporting Parties reported that they ameguthe Akwé: Kon Guidelines in projects
proposed to take place in sacred sites and/or daddwaters traditionally occupied by indigenous and
local communities. Detailed information was notvpded. However, Colombia reported that it has
regulations in place on this issue, which are stippoby the Political Constitution of 1991 and by
Decree 1320, and which regulates previous consuiawith indigenous and black communities for the
exploitation of natural resources within their teemy. Only a few Parties indicated that they riegu
environmental impact assessments for any projeatt ittay have negative impacts on protected areas,
including those traditionally areas occupied byigedous and local communities. However, a few
Parties mentioned the use of the Akwé: Kon Guiaslim undertaking such assessments.

Capacity strengthening of indigenous and local camities for effective involvement in decision mgkin
related to the use of traditional knowledge, innomas and practices

36. Many Parties reported that some measures are @e.pla few Parties have put comprehensive
measures in place. Some Parties have not under@kgrmeasures or are considering taking some
measures. From the information provided by Parese countries indicated that they have developed
mechanisms and policies that encourage participadid indigenous and local communities in the
decision making processes that affect indigenoasl@aral communities and the use of their traditlona
knowledge. For example, India’s Biodiversity Act020provides for mandatory consultation on all issue
relating to access to biological resources and cas®ml traditional knowledge, thereby ensuring
involvement of local communities in the decisionking process. In Finland, the Sami Parliament is a
member of the Finnish National Biodiversity Comes#tand its monitoring group to safeguard the
information exchange, among others. Norway putlatg in 2005 procedures for consultation between
governmental authorities and the Sami Parliamehichvwill be used whenever new regulations or
activities directly affect the Sami interests. @hile, since 2001, the Ministry of Planning started
Program of Integral Development for Indigenous Camities, “Origenes” (Origins), aiming at
improving living conditions and promoting the deyainent of the identity of the Aymara, Atacamefio
and Mapuche peoples in the rural area. Within trasmework, the Ministry of Health is developing
actions for the recognition, validation and recgvef the knowledge and medical indigenous practices
such as those associated with diets, herbs, chitdldeveloped with the approval and participatidn
their indigenous medicine practitioners (traditiohaalers) or by the community as a whole. Some
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countries had undertaken some specific activittesttengthen the capacities of indigenous and local
communities. For example, Brazil has undertakenumber of projects, such as Capacity Building
Project-Access to Genetic Heritage and Associateddiional Knowledge, North Network of
Intellectual Property, Biodiversity and Traditiortéhowledge, to disseminate information to indigesmiou
communities for better understanding of relatedonmal and international legislations and to protect
intellectual rights over traditional knowledge onodiversity of the Amazon region. Nepal is
implementing people’s empowerment programmes tcameecd and strengthen the capacity of local
communities. In some countries, indigenous andl looenmunities took the initiatives for biodiversity
conservation and sustainable use as well as bestedfitng. In Trinidad and Tobago, local communities
organized themselves into formal groups for theppse of making a more effective contribution to co-
management of natural resources of the countryfevh developed countries such as Belgium and
Germany had provided support through their inteomal development aid programmes to some
developing countries to encourage their indigeranus local communities’ involvement in the decision
making processes that relate to use of their toamit knowledge, innovations and practices anccoeas
and benefit sharing developments.

Development of appropriate mechanisms, guidelidegislation or other initiatives to foster and
promote effective participation of indigenous aadadl communities in decision making, policy plagnin
and implementation of the conservation and sustdenaise of biodiversity at international, regional,
subregional, national and local levels

37. Many countries indicated that some mechanisms aegglations in this regard are in place.
Some countries have not developed or are yet teldgwsuch mechanisms or legislations. Specifically
number of countries have included provisions inirtle@nstitutions or biodiversity-related laws or
regulations that require the involvement of indiges and local communities in those activities thay
have impacts on the environment of these communitieluding biodiversity.

38. For example, the Philippine’s Constitution contaipsovisions that protect the rights of
indigenous cultural communities to their ancedaaatls to ensure their economic, social and natued!
being. In addition, the Philippines has enacteditidggenous People’s Rights Act that protects, agnon
others, the rights of indigenous people to exclotteers in exploiting natural resources within their
ancestral domain.

39. National biodiversity strategies and action plamsnational environmental policy encourage
participation of indigenous and local communities activities of biodiversity conservation and
sustainable use. Some countries’ sectoral plangrogrammes, such as forest management or
agricultural development, include mechanisms toolvey indigenous and local communities in the
implementation of these plans and/or programmemeScountries such as Australia and Canada have
established some specific mechanisms to involvégambus and local communities in the decision
making related to biodiversity conservation andtaungble use, such as Indigenous Advisory
Committees to departments of environment.

40. In Chile, indigenous communities have developedroanal and or territorial development plans
through the Origins Program (Programa Origenesjile®as reported that it has developed the Naltiona
Plan of Development and Indigenous Peoples —Law @&12002, which states it will “facilitate
indigenous people to develop their own way ofilif@ccordance with their cosmology”.

41. In Colombia, the Ministry of Environment, HousingdaTerritorial Development (MAVDT) has
created two advisory structures which are intetitutsonal and inter-ethnic committees, and in whic
delegates from ethnic communities across the cpydrticipate. These committees have acted as a
project adviser on the development of the regiovak strategy and on the collective constructioraof
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document on needs analysis. This document is thdtref the work of over 200 leaders representing
indigenous peoples, afro-Colombian communitiesspeacommunities and others.

42. A few countries require participation of indigenaausd local communities in the processes of
undertaking environmental impact assessments,cpéatly of those projects or activities that have
impacts on the environment and biodiversity of ghesmmunities. It should be noted that most oé¢he
mechanisms and legislations are national or laadllin nature. In addition, several countries nuogred
that they had signed a regional agreement sucheaérhus Convention for European countries which
provides for access by the public to environmeimf@irmation and stakeholder participation in relgva
environmental decision making processes. Howeredecision VIII/5 D, the Parties to the Convention
have adopted selection criteria for the voluntanydfto enable the effective participation of inaiges
and local communities to meetings held under thev€ntion, and the fund is now fully operational and
is assisting in promoting indigenous and local camity participation in meetings relevant to
conservation and sustainable use.

Mechanisms for the full, active and effective mapttion of women in all elements of the progranuhe
work on Article 8(j) and related provisions

43. Some Parties indicated that such a mechanism psage. However, many countries indicated
that they had not developed mechanisms particufarlynvolving women in the implementation of the
programme of work on Article 8(j) and related psons. A number of countries reported that their
relevant laws and policies encourage women padiicp in biodiversity-related activities. For exdmp
India’s Biodiversity Rules 2004 provide that nosdethan one third of the members of the local-level
Biodiversity Management Committees should be wondefew countries, such as Canada and Nepal,
have established some mechanisms that allow womparticipate in biodiversity-related activitiesrF
example, Nepal has institutionalized women involgatnin natural resources management through the
formation of community forestry user groups. Atgeet about 24% of the total community forestry user
groups are exclusively of women. Canada has theigibal Women’s Program to enable Aboriginal
women to influence policies, programs, legislatiord decision making that affect their social, aatu
economic and political well being within their owommunities and Canadian society. Mexico reported
that in projects implemented by INIFAP (Institut@donal de Investigaciones Forestales, Agricolas y
Pecuarias - National Agriculture and Forestry Resednstitute) the participation of women is
considered as an important factor in the selediwh conservation of germ plasma and of techniques t
be used.

Assisting indigenous and local community organaati to hold regional meetings to discuss the
outcomes of the decisions of the Conference ofPtities and to prepare for meetings under the
Convention

44, Though some countries said that measures or aesivitad been undertaken to raise local
communities’ awareness or involve them in the eslanternational processes. However, only a few
Parties have organized regional meetings for inthgs and local community organizations to discuss
the outcomes of the decisions of the ConferenceéhefParties. For example, in Botswana, local
communities under village development committedigge trust committees, resource user committees,
wetlands committees and conservation committeesl moketings where some decisions of the
Convention are discussed. A few countries mentioted some NGOs organize such meetings for
indigenous and local communities to make them awsdreelevant outcomes of meetings of the
Conference of the Parties. Two developed countf®seden and Germany) had provided support
through their international development cooperatmimdigenous and local communities in a number of
developing countries to allow them to participatetihe relevant processes and meetings under the
Convention.



UNEP/CBD/WG8J/5/2
Page 13

Financial or other support to indigenous and lo@@mmunities in formulating their own community
development and biodiversity conservation plans

45, Some countries indicated that such support is maealable through various means to
indigenous and local communities to assist themaridertaking activities related to biodiversity. For
example, India has provided financial support t@alocommunities in developing the People’s
Biodiversity Registers. A number of developed caesthave provided financial support to programmes
that target and involve indigenous and local comires) such as the support provided by the United
Kingdom to the Inter-American Development Bank'digjenous Strategy and funding of programmes in
Latin America that target indigenous groups. Mexieported that since 2002, UCPAST (the
Coordinating Unit for Social Participation and Tsparency), carries out a Contest on successful
experiences in management and conservation of algtatrimony and indigenous culture. During the
period of 2003-2004 a total of 35 projects weredieohin relation to this.

Development of capacity-building programmes to im@@nd enable indigenous and local communities
in the decision making processes related to geneecrestriction technologies: overall assessnoént
progress

46. The completion of 132 national reports has allofegch more comprehensive assessment of the
implementation of Article 8(j) and related provisg at the national level. However, the overall
implementation of Article 8(j) and related provisgrequires increased efforts and support. Supgport
the efforts to determine the status and trendsragfittonal knowledge, innovations and practices of
indigenous and local communities has progresseaiaimy countries, because of an increasing awareness
of its value across a wide range of areas howemrbr €ome countries recognized the importance of
traditional knowledge of indigenous and local comitias to biodiversity conservation and sustainable
use. The implementation of the Akwé: Kon Guidelireestill in the very early stages since few coigstr
have reviewed their related policies and legistatian light of the Akwé: Kon Guidelines and made
proper adjustments, though it is encouraging toenihiat some countries had developed and are
implementing some policies and legislations whiok eonsistent in principle with some aspects of the
Akwé: Kon Guidelines. For mechanisms of participatof indigenous and local communities in relevant
decision making processes, some countries haveinpyiace policies, laws and mechanisms that
encourage this, however, it is not clear as to veliédnt these mechanisms have been implemented. The
same can be said regarding the participation of &oof indigenous and local communities in relevant
decision making processes and activities. Finarstipport to indigenous and local communities tarthe
efforts to develop their own community plans appdacking since only a few countries have clearly
indicated that such support has been provided.

47. There remain several challenges and obstacles gfactuntries in the implementation of
Article 8(j). These range from financial, capacispcial, political, public awareness and demog@aph
obstacles. Parties reported that the ten mosifis@gnt obstacles to implementation of Article 8fjere
the following, in order of the perceived level dfatlenge to implementation:

Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

Lack of economic incentive measures;

Lack of public education and awareness at all kvel

Existing scientific and traditional knowledge natly utilized,

Lack of adequate scientific research capacitiesipport all the objectives;

Lack of horizontal cooperation among stakeholders;

N o o > w D Pe

Lack of capacities for local communities;
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8. Lack of synergies at national and internationagley
9. Lack of appropriate policies and laws;
10. Inadequate capacity to act, caused by institutiomealknesses.
48. Poverty also remains a high challenge, particulantypng African countries.

1. RECOMMENDATIONS

49. The Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Article &fd Related Provisions may wish to
recommend that the Conference of the Parties atrith meeting:

(a). Notesthe progress made in the integration of the reietasks of the programme of
work in the thematic programmes of the Conventiod #arough the national reports;

(b). Requeststhe Executive Secretary to continue to report orogmess on the
implementation of Article 8(j) and related provis®based on information submitted in national respor
and on the integration of the relevant tasks ofchgt8(j) and related provisions in the thematieaa for
the sixth meeting of the Ad Hoc Open-ended Intess&mal Working Group on Article 8(j) and Related
Provisions;

(c). RequestsParties, and especially Parties that have not sgdgimitted information
regarding the implementation of the programme afkwor Article 8(j) and related provisions, inclundj
information on national participation of indigencasd local communities, to do so in consultatiothwi
indigenous and local communities, through the foundtional reports where possible, and in timetier
sixth meeting of the Working Group on Article 8§hdrequestghe Executive Secretary to analyse and
summarize this information and make it availabletite Working Group on Article 8(j) and Related
Provisions at its sixth meeting;

(d). Requestghe Executive Secretary to continue to analysekvaor related provisions,
including, but not limited to, Article 10(c), Arlie 17, paragraph 2, and Article 18, paragraph thef
Convention, through the progress report for Arti®g) and related provisions and based on this
information, to provide advice to the Working Graaipits sixth meeting on how these related prowisio
may be further advanced and implemented,;

(e). Decidesthat one meeting of the Ad Hoc Open-ended IntessiBaal Working Group on
Article 8(j) and Related Provisions be organizetmpto the tenth meeting of the Conference of the
Parties, preferably back to back with a meetinghefWorking Group on Access and Benefit-sharing to
further advance the implementation of the work paagne on Article 8(j) and related provisions.



