GTI Coordination Mechanism - 6th Meeting

11 February 2005 (on the margins of SBSTTA-10)

United Nations Conference Centre (UN-ESCAP), Bangkok, Thailand

1. Welcome and Opening Remarks
The Chair of the Coordination Mechanism, Christoph Häuser of Germany, welcomed members, and forwarded apologies on behalf of the Executive Secretary who could not be present at the meeting. The list of participants is annexed to this meeting summary. The Chairman noted that there is currently no GTI Programme Officer at the secretariat, so preparations for the meeting were limited. Nevertheless, it was important for the Coordination Mechanism to continue to function, given the short time until the in-depth-review of the GTI-PoW.
2. Review of the outcome of SBSTTA-10 and recent developments
At the time of the CM meeting the GTI relevant document L7 based on SBSTTA/10/16 was adopted with only minor changes. The participants were surprised to find paragraph L7 2b, referring to a GTI information portal under the CBD-CHM. This issue was not discussed before and the purpose of the portal was unclear. Members wondered if the SCBD has appropriate capacities to build and maintain this portal. It was proposed that the Chair of the CM approach Italy, which had proposed this paragraph, for the details.

The participants of the CM6 regretted the departure of Dr. Lucie Rogo and appreciated her engagement and excellent work done as Programme Officer for the GTI. 
The problem of a succession was discussed with respect to the short time available to conduct the in-depth-review of the GTI-PoW before SBSTTA-11 in December 2005, and the long recruitment process at the SCBD. As an interim solution, a consultancy was discussed, whereby someone should be employed for approximately 6 to 9 months to conduct the in-depth-review of the GTI-PoW (without any other obligations at the SCBD). The participants agreed to produce a short and precise job description for the consultancy and use their networks, such as BioNET-INTERNATIONAL, IUCN and GTI NFPs to assist in finding this person. Nonetheless, the post of PO for the GTI needs to be filled as soon as possible with a qualified person, preferably with taxonomic background and good understanding of the CBD process.

[After the CM meeting, The Chairman approached the ES on this topic and it was agreed that a consultant, situated in a developing country should be employed.]
The draft Guide to the GTI was warmly welcomed by the CM, but it was stressed that it was only the outline of the guide which is in recommendation SBSTTA/10/17. The final guide still needs to be finalized and produced by the CBD. The full guide was perceived as extremely useful but too long for decision makers and public. The production of a short and attractive guide, about 20 pages long with the full guide on accompanying CD, in all UN languages, was proposed (such combinations were produced by IUCN on a number of occasions). This could be done at a natural history museum with public relations sections or science writers to reduce workload on the GTI consultancy. The final product should be approved and distributed by the SCBD, preferably before or at SBSTTA11. The CM supported this and will propose the idea to the Executive Secretary.
3. Draft guidelines for exchange of specimens and research permits

The participants of the CM6 were concerned with the developments related to CBD provisions on Access and Benefit Sharing, in particular access to specimens for scientific purposes. The concern is that the ABS regulations are dominated by commercial interest, neglect the needs of science and therefore interfere and hamper taxonomic research, which is to a large extend based on collections and collecting specimens. The CM is aware of the problem (though no concrete example is known) that collected specimens might be used to develop a product. Two CM members (Len Hirsch, USA, and Alan Paton, Kew Gardens) contributed with two case studies to the documentation on ABS (ABS-WG 03 Information document #5).
The CM participants agreed that some sort of “code of conduct”, “best practice” or “guidance” for taxonomic collecting and loaning should be developed, taking advantage of the (many) similar regulations already developed for culture collection (Dr. Philippe Desmeth, Culture Collections, MOSAICC) and others. However, the major issue will be the legal status (recommendation, MoU, or law) of these regulations and their enforcement. Clear regulations, however, will certainly reduce fears of Parties to permit collecting.

The CM discussed whether to be proactive and write a statement to the ABS community on the importance of taxonomy and science and the implication of ABS-related regulations on these fields. As there are already two or three contributions in the ABS documents and as the ABS negotiations are very delicate, no concrete steps to influence the ABS negotiations will be undertaken by the CM for the moment, but a document for the next ABS negotiations will be considered.

4. In-depth review of the programme of work for the GTI scheduled for SBSTTA/11

The Chairman urged members to submit the GTI Questionnaire of the SCBD distributed in summer 2004. This is an important and essential contribution to the in-depth-review of the GTI. 

The inter-linkages of GTI with other programmes of work, cross-cutting issues and thematic programmes should be re-assessed in the course of the in-depth-review. Volunteers from among CM members should assess one cross-cutting issue and thematic programme each, and contribute that to the SCBD. The CM discussed the notion of expanding the field of taxonomy to human health, phytopathology and veterinary medicine, as well as DNA barcoding, to improve understanding of the importance of taxonomy. The Avian Influenza Virus demonstrates the close inter-relations between taxonomy and those fields. 
5. Next meeting of the Coordination Mechanism of the GTI

Several occasions and dates for the next meeting of the CM were proposed without coming to a definite decision. 
6. Other matters
The results and outcomes of the international conference "Biodiversity – Science and Governance", held on the initiative of the President of France in Paris in January 2005, were discussed. CM members appreciated that biodiversity received political and public attention through this meeting. However, the “Paris Declaration” was found in some sections to be somewhat vague and the introduction of another international body to discuss scientific issues about biodiversity was critically discussed, as no details of the mechanisms were available.
Thereafter, the initiative of BioNET-INTERNATIONAL to provide seed funding was debated. It was unclear if that initiative would not merely compete for the already limited funds in taxonomy, or would indeed bring new donors to taxonomy which is the explicit aim of BioNET-INTERNATIONAL.
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