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INTRODUCTION

1. In accordance wit te progranme of work, te Scientific and Technical Adwisory Pane 1l
(STAP ) he M it tird meeting from dine 30 —uk 5, 1999 at The Diusion of Tech no bgy,
Industry and Econom ics, UNEP, Paris, France.

SECTION 1: STAP BRAINSTORMINGON TH EUSE OFTAXONOM IC INFORMATION

2. The STAP Brainstorming on te Use of Taxonom ic Inform ation was he B at The Diwvsion of
Techno bgy, Industry and Econom ics, UNEP on Jdine 30, 1999. The meeting was chaired by
Dr. Peter Bridgewatr, STAP Tean Leader on te GbbalTaxonomic Initiatne (GTI). The
purpose of tie brainstorming session was © expbre te key issues underpinning te use of
taxonom ic inform ation as a key com ponent in conservation, sustainab B use, and equitab B
sharing ofbenefit ofbiodiversity.

3. The brainstorm ing brough ttogeter a sm alnum ber of inkrnationa lexpert t address tis issue
in Ightofte SBSTTA IV recommendations. Specific issues which were raised inclided (1)
ways in which taxonomy can stim u bt deve bpmentand execution of country-driven proposal
(i)how te GEF Secretariat—Im p Bm enting Agencies Strakgic Partnerships can he b advance
te G bbalTaxonomy Initiatinve and (iii) how taxonomy can he b te Conwention and te GEF
address te issues conservation and sustainab B use. The Reportoftie Brainstorm ing Session is
presentd in Annex 1.

SECTION II: TH IRD MEETING OF STAP 11
Agenda Iem 2: Working Group Sessions

4. A number of working group sessions were convened, name §: clmat change, biodinersity,
intrnationallwatrs and te cross-cutting tieme of hnd degradation, as a means of preparing
input for te consideration of e substantive issues on te agenda and m ore particulbr¥ ©
reMew te consullank work on Performance Indicators for measuring GEF impact The
work ing group sessions were conduckd in tree segment, name ¥:

(i) A substantive review of te report submited by te GEF Consullant on Perform ance
Indicators for Measuring GEF Im pact Presentations were provided by te consu ling firm s
undertaking tiose studies: ITAD Lt. in te case ofbiodiversity and Te lis Institut in te
case of cllm ak change ;

(i)  Consideration oftie oter substantive issues on tie STAPm eeting agenda

(i)  Te Bconference as a means of faciltating tie input of e focallarea speciakkt from te
GEF Scretariatand te Implmenting Agencies notatiending te STAP meeting. These
sessions ook tie form ofa GEF Task Force Meeting chaired by te GEF Scretariat

Agenda Iem 3: Opening oftie Meeting

5. The opening plnary of tie Third Meeting of STAP Il conmenced at9.00 a.m. on June 30,
1999 at The Diwusion of Industry and Environm ent, UNEP, Paris, France. The meeting was
opened by Prof. Madhav Gadgil Chairman of STAP. Mr. dm Curlin, Officer-in-Ch arge,
Diwusion of Technobgy, Industry and Economics, we komed te participant © Paris and in
particu br © UNEP T office.



Agenda Iem 4: Adoption oftt e DraftProuvsiona BAgenda and Organization of W ork

A.

6.

10.

Agenda and O rganization of W ork

The meeting adoptd te draft provsionall agenda and organization of work wit minor
m odifications contained in docum ent UNEP/GEF/STAP 11/3/4/Add.1 and UNEP/GEF/STAP
1/3//Add.3.

Participation

The STAP members who atended te meeting were Prof. Madhav Gadgil Dr. Christine
Padoch, Dr. Petr Bridgewatr, Prof. Jbse Sarukhan, Dr. Paoh Rossi Pisa, Dr. Michel
Cobm bier, Dr. Zhou Dadi, Prof. Shuzo Nishioka, Prof. Eric Odada, Prof. Angel W agener
and Dr. Dennis Anderson.

Mr. Ndegw a Ndiangui representd te Conwvention © Com batDesertification.

The representatives from te GEF Scretariatand te Im pBmenting Agencies who atended te
meeting were Dr. Kennet King, Assistant CEO ;Dr. A lkn Milr ;Dr. Kanta Kum ari and Dr.
Waker Lusigi, Dr. Frank Ritiner and Dr. Jark H arstard (GEF Scretariat) ;Dr. Lars Mdaeus
and Dr. Katy MacKinnon (Worl Bank)s;Mr. Ahmed Djogh Bf, Ms. Jacque Ine A bisi de
Lardere # Mr. Mark Radka and Mr. dm Curlln (UNEP);Dr. Mark Griffit and Ms. Anne-
Marie \erbeken (STAP Scretariat).

A number of speciallguest atended segment of tite STAP meeting name I, Dauvd Nichol
(Te Bis Instituee), consullant, CIm ak Change Perform ance Program me Indicators, ;Dr. Doug
Snit (ITAD), consullant Biodinersity Performance Programme Indicators, Dr. Pierre-
Edouard de Boigne, (FMOMW FEO)and mem bers oftie French STAP.

Agenda Iem 5: Reportby te GEF Secretariat te ImpBEmenting Agencies and te Subsidiary
Bodies of tie Conwention

11.

12.

13.

The Assistant CEO of e GEF provded an overnview of recentdeve bpment in te GEF and
teir im plcations for STAP. In tis regard, he identified o main areas (i) priorities em erging
from te tirkeent meeting ofte GEF Councilland (ii) stratgic partnerships. Wit respectt
te former, reerence was m ade © te GEF initiative on country e Bco-ordination bot atte
O perationa IFocalPointand Constituency e I and te im p Bcations for STAP wit respectto
te mobilzation of te scientific and €chnicallcom m unity in recipient countries. Catalsing
oter institutions © absorb te agenda oftie gbballenvironm entt rough expanded opportunities
for RegionallBanks and tie im p Ications for STAP, particubr¥, as itre hes 0 te use oftie
STAP Rostr of Expert was allo high Bghtd. The need for awareness Msit © tese
institutions was em ph asised.

In te case of te Hter, an overview was presentd on te stratgic partnerships being
dee bped betveen tie GEF Scretariatand te Im pBmenting Agencies. Specific reference was
made © te UNEP Stratgic Partnership on Mobi lzation oftie Wider Scientific and Technical
Com m unity UNDPT partnership on Capacity BuiBing and te Wor Bl Bank T partnership on
Renew ab B Energy Tech no bgies.

In te case oftie UNEP Stratgic Partnership, a num ber ofideas were high Bgh®d which coull
form e Bment of tis initative. These inclided a focus on gaps in GEF operations such as
sustainab B use issues and g bbalenvironment indicators ;know Bdge m anagem ent inc Lding



14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

chlaring house facilties ;faciHation of discussion on scientific and tchnicallissues em erging
from GEF operations t rough e Bctronic fora ;and supportfor te G bbalEnvironm ent O utlbok
wit a specific focus in GEF focallareas. The importance of STAP participation in tis
partnership was em phasised.

Reference was allo made t enhancing co-operation between GEF and com p Im entary agencies
such as e Conwention Secretariat and bi herallagencies. In te case ofbi hterallagencies, itis
anticipatd tat tese agencies willreplcak GEF progpct trough teir regubr bikeral
program mes. The fe-based approach currentd being im pEmentd by te GEFwas high Igh&d
as amajor instrum entfor ensuring greakr transparency wit respect® budgeting. Sustainab i
use was high Bgh&d as a priority areawhich STAPshoul focus on.

The representative from te Wor B Bank informed te meeting tat FY99 was a good year for
tie Bank as itde Iered 255m in GEF propck. For FY2000 a sustained growt in GEF work
progranme ata rak of 15% was anticipakd. A trend which emerged in FY2000 wiBlbe a
decrease in te awrage size of biodi\ersity propct as we Bas a shift of emphasis from
protctd areas © sustainab ¥ use.

Reference was allo made © te formulktion of strakgic partnership and in particulbr te
Renewab B Energy Partnership. In tis regard, itis anticipatd tatt is approach wiBresukin
reduced transaction cost; increasing predictabi ly of resources ; and intgraton of GEF
obpctives in e WorB Bank country diabgue mechanism. Reference was allo made © te
Stratgic Partnership on Land and W akr for Africa.

The meeting was allo informed oftie Wor B Bank ¥ GEF decentralzation effort as we las te
estab Ishm ent of co Bborative frameworks wit RegionalDewe bpmentBank and IFAD in te
contextof GEF po Icy on expanded opportunities for Executing Agencies.

The representative from UNEP gawe a brief ovendew of e Action Phn on UNEP-GEF
Com p Im entarity adoptd by te GEF Councilatit Bstmeeting and tie progress achiexed t us
far in imp Ementing te Action PEn. In tis regard, specific reference was made o te UNEP
docum ententithd “Operationallzing te Action Plhn on UNEP GEF CompEmentarity”? The
e Bment ofspecific re Bvance © STAPwere high Ightd. These inchided te estah khmentofa
STAP focall point in te Diusion of Assessment and Ear Warning and more eflectie
back stopping of STAP re hed activities.

Reference was allo made © te UNEP-GEF Stratgic Partnership on Mobilzing te Scientific
and TechnicalCommunity. In tis regard, e meeting was informed of ongoing discussion
wit te GEF Scretariaton tis issue. The im portance of STAPT active participation in te
stratgic partnership was em phasised.

The meeting was rem inded oftie need for STAP 0 underteke a Se Bctinve Review oftie Pibt
Biosa® ty Enab Ing Activity Prog ctconsisentw it Counci B directives.

The representative oftie Secretariatoftie Convention © Com batDesertification congratu ktd
STAP for conwening te Land Degradation IntrInkages Workshop in Bobgna, Ital in Jine,
1999. He emphasised, however, tie need for e resulks  be trans bhied into concret action.
The meeting was allo informed of te CCD Secrefariat continuing effors © work wit oter
Environm entall Conventions © expbre te intrinkages and synergies between te \various
Conwentions. Reference was allo made © te CCD/GEF pollcy paper on knd degradation
inerinkages. This reportwiMlbe presentd atte next CCD/COP 1o be conwened in Brazilin
Nowem ber, 1999.



Agenda lem 6: Reportby te STAP Chairman, ot er Pane IMembers and te STAP Secretariat
on Inkrsessiona BActivities

22. The STAP Chairm an reported on e NGO Consu Bation and te Thireent Meeting oftie GEF
Councillwhich were he B fron May 4-7, 1999. The issues which were high Igh€d by te STAP
Chair on tie basis oftie discussion which ook phce attie CouncilMeeting are summ arised as
folbws:

Land degradation: ©e Councillrequestd te Secretariat © prepare for te next Council
Meeting in Decem ber a paper defining te Enkages between hnd degradation and te GEF
focallareas as we BMas a timetab B for increasing GEF support for knd degradation activities
as tey re bk 0 e GEF focalareas 3

The decreasing num ber of clim at change progct in tie work programme 3

The m obi Bzation of tie scientific and ®chnicallcom m unity © he b prepare progpct on te
sustainab B use ofbiodinersity 3

Stratgic partnerships wit GEF Im p km enting Agencies.

23. Dr. Dennis Anderson reportd on te Workshops on Sohr-Therm all E Bctricity Generation
Techno bgies and Grid-Connected Photo Vo Baics convened by te Worl Bank on March 11
and 12, 1999. A num ber of recom m endations were m ade which hawe im pBcations for te GEF
portfo lo. These are sum m arised as fo lbws:

)

(i)

(iii)

(iV)

ABbw te currentproposall for GEF profct using so kr-term alle Ectricity generation
tchnobgies in Egypt and Mexico © mow forward © dewve bp teir fasibily and
tndering document. Furter propct may allo be deve bped from India, China, Brazill
and e Bewhere.

The GEF cannotand shoull nottake sol responsibi My for te future deve bpmentofte
tchinobgy. Itis necessary © “&chieve maximum Barning benefit, minimise funding
requirement from GEF, and m aximise co-funding from non-GEF sources.”” The GEF
and it ImpEmenting Agencies willneed © fostr parterships betveen te clent and
oter financing agencies and wit industry. And te commitmentmustbe bng-trm. The
sense is tat such partnerships and co-financing arrangement woull emerge as te
progcet are being prepared, appraised and im p kmentd.

The GEF programme mustdo more tan proMde new orders for te key so hr equipment
supp Bers. ItwiMlneed © cullivak IPP deve bpers © Bad te industry ®ams tatw i Bbui i,
own and operat te new plnt—an approach ful} consisentwit te currentparadign of
Iberalsation in te e Bctricity industry in de\e bping regions. Aside from Barning from

experience wit te tchnobgies so far, institutiona} organisationa It ch nicall Barning will
be betler fostred ifte progranme of propct tatte GEF support are managed as a
coherentprogranme. This willallo he b © awid te dangers ofa boom and bustcych

for orders of com ponent when tie industry is estab khing ite F Itwas allo suggestd

tatte tndering process shoul require te submittalofa business p hn which defined a
patl © costeflRctiveness.

Monitoring and Evaliation. Costreduction targe® shoull be setand monitored ateach
stage of te progranme. Alo, te monitoring and indicators work of tie Secretariat
shoul inchide measures not on¥ of cose and tchnical performance, but of



24.

25.

26.

27.

organizationa § €ch nicalland financia Bco-operation ach ieved during te im p #m entation of
te programme.

Such a pollcy woull heb 1 deebp a high ¥ promising carbon-free option for e kctricity
generation in deve bping regions, and m inim ise risks o a Mparties, incbding te GEF.

Anne-Marie \erbeken oftie STAP Scretariatreportd on her participation in tte Round Tab
Discussion on W IDE in Recife, Brazill Aprill8-9, 1999. STAPwas invtd © e Round Tab §
discussion as a folbw-up © te STAP Workshop on Mobilzation of e Wider Scientific
Comm unity he B in Chennai, India from Jnuary 5-7, 1999. Issues which were addressed atte
roundtab B session, inclided te conentof te WIDE database zsupportmechanism (s) at the
nationa l e kg co Bboration wit \various entities hoBing re lvant databases and intrnationall
support and financing of WIDE. Itwas reconmended tat STAP, trough te Roser of
Expert exp bre coBboration wit W IDE.

Dr. Zhou Dadi reportd on his participation in tie Tent Session of tie Subsidiary Body for
SBSTA/Clm ak Change he B in Bonn from M ay 31 —dine 11, 1999. Major issues which were

considered by SBSTA inchided te revsion of tie guide Ines for nationall com m unication 3
transportation, &chno bgy transfer, C Ban Deve bpm entMechanism and education, training and

pub llc aw areness.

Dr. Petr Bridgewatr repored on his participation in te Fourtt Meeting of
SBSTTA/Biodinersity convened in Montreall Canada from June 21-25, 1999. The priority
areas identified by SBSTTA which STAP shoull tke not of inclided coralree® sarid and
sem i-arid ecosysems, allen species, te G bbalTaxonomy Initiative, new p Bnttchno bgies and
sustainab B tourism . In addition, te ecosysem approach and te possib# estab Ishmentofa
G bbalBiodiversity Outbok, an IPCC ke process for biodiversity, were allo high Igh&d as
criticallissues ofre hvance © STAP.

Agenda Iem 7: Perform ance Indicators for Measuring te Im pactof GEF Intrwentons

28.

29.

Briefpresentations were made in ©te plnary session by te consulank co-ordinating e work
of perform ance indicators in te clmakt change and biodinersity focall areas. Substantiwe
discussion folbwed bot presentations. Since te work on te clmat change indicators was
m ostadvanced STAPwas ab # ©o make more substantive input. A briefovervew ofsome of
tie issues considered by STAPin te clim ak change focallarea are contained in Annex Il © tis
report

Itwas agreed by STAP tatte consullant findings willbe te subfct of continuous review .
The next revew session willtke phee at te fiftt meeting of STAP 0 be conwned in
Sepember 1999.

Agenda Iem 8: Mu Rip B Benefit of Inegratd Ecosyse€m Management

30.

31.

The GEF Secretariat m ade a presentation on te proposed Operationall Progranme (OP) on
Mulipk Benefit of Inkgratd Ecosysem Management: A Holstic Approach on Carbon
Sequestration, Biodinersity, Soiland Watr Conservation Benefit of Sustainabb Ecosysem
Use.

The overalprogram m e objpctives oftie proposed OPwere outlned as:



To assist GEF partners in teir effors © resolle probBms preventing inegratd ecosysem
m anagem entand re ked g bballbenefit

To inflience ecosystm managem ent trends strakgical wit te \iew 1 achiewe carbon
sequestration, biodiversity, soi Band w atr conservation and otier g bhallbenefits.

32. It was exphined tat since carbon sequestration and oter gbball benefit of intgratd
ecosystm managem entdepend on com p kx bio bgicall clm atic and otier naturall factors and
may vary significanty from sit 1 sit from time scall © time scall ;e GEF inkrestis NOT
te \erification of short®rm —on sit im pact, butinstad, tie stratgic infllence on ecosystm
m anagem ent trends (patkerns) in awhol country or targetregion over tie medium and hrger
t'rm.

33. The issues identified which require furter ad\ice from STAP are:

Identification of priority inkernentions areas (ecosystm types) and ecosyse€m managem ent
approach es t atoffer bestpotntiall © achiewe widespread g bballbenefit 3

Met odo bgies © charactrise ecosystm management patierns witi appropriat indicators
and t assess m id-&rm changes in ecosystm use trends, inchding g bbalbenefit.

Agenda Iem 9: Targetd Research

34. Afer much discussion on tie currentprocedures with respectt te functioning oftie Targetd
Research Commitee, te folbwing revsed procedure was agreed © by te PaneBwit te
understanding tat furter discussion willbe required wit te GEF Secretariat and te
Im p Bm enting Agencies on tis m ater.

35. The procedure as agreed is outlned as fo lbws:

IAs submit te targetd research concept © te GEF Scretariat for e Igibi ly
detrm ination. The concept are allo sent® te STAP Scretariat for distribution © STAP
members © ensure teir ime ¥ inputon te concept. In te reMew of tie concepk a
detrm ination wilbe made by STAP of which progct shoull be revdewed by a STAP
Rostr Expertand/or an ack now Bdged autiority in tie re hvantfiell 3

Elgib B concept are distributd t te Research Commitee for review, inchiding te
recom m endation of STAP for exernallreMew. The reMew shoul be done atan earl
conceptuallstage atwhich time tie Comm itiee m ay agree © de Bgak it aut ority © revew
tie fuBproposed research met odo bgy © a STAP Rostr Expertand/or an aut ority in tie
fieB. The Chair willse Bctte STAP Rostr Expertand/or an autority in tie fie l in
consu lation witt e Members of te Research Commitee. The IAs willhowe\er retain
ope rationa Bresponsibi My for contracting tie expertand incorporating te commens into tie
proposalg

Progpct presentation and rexiew willbe guided by a standardized form at (Annex II) in
identifying te critria for targetd research propct based on te GEF Targetd Research
po Bcy paper and on tie need for inform ation on tie research met odo bgy 1 be used in te
progct;



Proposall subm ited © te Research Comm itee for reniew shoul hawe sufficientdetaill ©
albw an evallation of tieir potentialcontribution © GEF operationalprogranmes as we
as proposed m et odo bgy 3

Review ofthie submission wilbe done witin 15 working days on te assum ption b atprior
circu lhtion © identify appropriat expert has been possib k. Atte discretion oftie Chair,
a furter period of up © 15 working days may be necessary o faciltak a reMiew by an
extrnallexpert;

Comment of Commitee members may be exchanged by e Bctronic com m unication and
need notrequire aform allm eeting or & Bconference. H owe\er, request for a meeting on a
particu Br issue(s) or propct(s) m ay be submitied © te Chair 3

The reMiew by te Research Commitee (inchiding te designatd expert(s), ifany) will
focus on issues ofscientific and €chnicallm eritinc biding questions and concerns aboutte
proposed research met odo bgy, assessing te adequacy of responses © earller comment
by te Commitee. These comment and te IAs response shoul be inclided in tie final
propctdocum ent3

Meetings ofthe Targetd Research Com m itiee wilbe convened aminimum of four imes a
year or when necessary. Propctconcept willhowe\er be circulkid on a rolng basis for
reMew and conment STAPmeetings willbe used © tie maximum by STAP members ©
reMew progctconcept 3

Agenda Iem 10: GEF Strakgic Partnersh ips

36. UNEP and tte Worl Bank made a brief presentaion outning teir iniialtought on te
proposed stratgic partnerships wit te GEF Secretariat The meeting was informed tatby
tie nextSTAPmeeting more detailld inform ation of tie e Iment oftie proposed parterships
wilbe made avai kb } incbiding STAPZ rol.

Agenda Iem 11: Country Diabgue Worksh op —STAP Input

37. The preparation of a STAP Modu k as partoftie Country Diabgue Session was discussed. A
proposallsubm ited by te Commitee on Science and Technobgy in Dewe bping Countries
(COSTED) 0 assistSTAP in tis regard was considered. There was no obgctions © COSTED
assisting STAP in te preparation of tte STAPmodull. Itwas however emphasised tatte
necessary resources fron te propctshoull be made avai b B © assistw it preparation ofthe
m odu k.

38. Dr. Petr Bridgew ater was se Bcted as e STAP Team Leader in tis issue.
Agenda Fem 12: AnnuaBReview ofthe STAP Roser of Exper€

39. The STAP Scretariat repored on te progress made in te implmentaton of te
recom m endations contained in te AnnuallReMew oftie STAPRostr of Expert of FY99. The
meeting was informed tatte STAPRostr of Expert database has now been transformed into
an inkractive database albwing te expert © updat te data contained in tieir C\A, whill at
tie same time ensuring qualy control The database is user-friend ¥ and offers a num ber of
search options. As a consequence, perform ance evaliation ofthe rostr experts by te IAs can
be sente Bctronical © te STAP Scretariat for evaliation. This facily wi Bgreaty enh ance
tie abi Hy of STAP 10 reniew tie perform ance evaliation of STAPRos&r of Expert in atime ¥



40.

41.

42.

manner. To increase te Rostr of Expert know Bdge of GEF operations, an inform ation
package has been dewe bped ;tis inclides focall area specific annotations © te Terms of
Reference for te tchnicalrevews.

The Im pBmenting Agencies and te GEF Secretariatwere requestd 0 review te annotations
and provde teir conment © te STAP Screfariat before te next STAP meeting in
Septem ber, 1999.

The STAP Scretariatallo outined tie timeteb B for te preparation of e AnnualReview of
FY2000, which inclides an anabsis oftie use oftie rostr during tie Bsttree financiallyears.
Imp Ementing Agencies were requestd © complt te performance evallation of e Roser
Reviewers by mid-Augustin order o albw te STAP Secretariat®o compi l te resuls.

Propctproposall and te atiached STAP roster reMews were distribued © STAP mem bers in
accordance wit teir area ofexpertise for reMew oftie reMews © be subm ited ©© te STAP
Secretariatby mid-August

Agenda Iem 13: Inkgrating t e Privat Sector in GEF W ork

43.

44,

45.

An owvervew was presented by te GEF Scretariat on it work on te Privae Secor. A
num ber of observations were made by te STAP, name ¥, te definition of privat sector, as
presentd in te paper, seem 1 suggesttatte “privak sector””is a hom ogenous group. In
reallty, tiswas notte case. Itwas suggestd tatte paper shoull char¥ distinguish between
smal medium and Hhrge entrprises as we M as entrprises in dewe bped and dewe bping
countries. Itshoull allo outlne for each type of privak sector group, teir rolk in each phase
of te GEF propct cych, as welas te ol which coull be used in facilating teir
participation in GEF activities.

The representative ofte Wor B Federation of Engineering Organisation (W FEO) allo made a
presentation under tis agenda itm . He expressed te wish oftte WFEO 1 coBborat wit

STAP, particulr¥ in te mobilsation of tie scientific and ch nicallcom m unity in GEF w ork

and wit te GEFin te form ubtion of privak sector stratgy. Areas which were high Hgh &d

where WFEO coull make a contribution inclided sharing of experiences and use of
WFEO/Com Tech a programme focusing on inform aion exchange and know Bdge transfer 3
wakr sector and m obi lzation ofthe engineering com m unity in GEF w ork .

As ameans of furter strengtening te re ltionship betveen WFEO and STAP an invtation
was extnded © STAP 1o participat in te WFEO GenerallAssemb ¥ 0 be convened in Madrid
Spain from Nowember 14-20, 1999 and te WorB Congress on Sustainab B Deve bpment
Engineering and TechnicalCh alinges of tie 21° Century 1 be he B in Cakutta, India from

January 20-23, 2000.

Agenda Iem 14: JointMeeting Betveen STAP and e Comm itee on Science and Tech no bgy of
te French GEF

46.

A pintsubstantive session betwveen STAPand tie Comm itee on Science and Tech no bgy (CST)
oftie French GEF commenced wit a presentation by Jacgue Ine A bisi de Lardere | K ead of
te UNEPT, Diusion of Technobgy, Industty and Environmenton te aims, obpctiwes and
work progranme oftie Division. This was folbwed by substantive discussions betveen te
o scientific bodies. Discussion focused on tiree broad tiemes, name §: te functioning of
CST/FHench GEF and it simibritiesdiferences with te GEF/STAP zsubstantive tchnical



47.

discussion on carbon sequestration and energy efficiency and areas for furter coBboration
betveen te two bodies.

Wit respect © tie Bter teme, a number of ideas were fbatd such as participation by
CST/Fench GEF in STAP brainstorm ing and w ork shop sessions stie convening of an annuall
Joint substantive session between te two bodies and strengtening of ties between te
secrefariak sernvicing tie o bodies wit te View ofbenefiting from synergies which mightbe
possibB. Itwas agreed tat STAP Secretariat willexpbre tese ideas © keep te Panel
inform ed.

Agenda Iem 15: Thematc Issues which required Substantive Discussion

48.

The Chairpersons oftie ad-hoc W orking Groups and/or Task Leaders presentd report on teir
respective work group and/or tesk tams assignment. These are sum m arised as:

Biodinersity

)

(i)

(iii)

STAP W ork shop on Green Certifiers: O ctober 13-14, 1999, Mexico City: The phns for te
workshop were presentd by Dr. Dbse Sarukhan, Workshop Co-ordinator. The purpose oftie
workshop is @ assess te possibi y of impEmenting a wor Bwide “Qreen certifier systm ”~
(which inclides moBcubr market such as isotope tracing, genetic finger printing, certificats
of origin and microchips) o trace te source of Ie specimens and as produck. Giwen tat
tis sysem aims 1 reduce te iMgaltade in willle, partof te under ¥ing question is
examine how tese certifiers coull be used in a user-friend¥, cheap, relabk and non-
akrnab B way.

STAP Brainstorm ing on Sustainab B Logging, October 14-15, 1999, Mexico City: The
brainstorm ing w i Mbe co-ordinatd by STAP in co Bboration witt CIFOR. The purpose oftie
brainstorming wiBMbe ®© analbse biodiversity —forestry issues, as a means of prowviding
stratgic advce © furtier guide te GEF 0 secure biodiversity consenation in bgged forest.

S Bctive Revews: Two se Bctive revews willbe undertaken in tie biodiversity focallarea
during FY2000 (a) Pibt Progct on Bio-sakty: Consisent wit te CounciB
recom m endation, STAP wiBunderteke a se Bctive review of tis progct during Nowem ber,
1999. Dr. Dse Sarukhan was se bced as te Task Leader for te se Bckd revMew (b) a
tematic anabsis of “Agro-biodiversity”% aiming at a bnger-&trm assessment of GEF
invo lem entin and deve bpmentoftie fie M. On te basis ofa num ber of propct subm itied
t STAP for an o\eralassessm entof currenttrends in GEF portfo lo in agro-biodinersity, two
progpct were se Bckd for consideration, nan e ¥ Etiiopia: A Dynamic Farmer-Based Approach
o te Consenvation of African Phnt Genetic Resources and Animal and Peru: In-situ
Conservation of Nature Cu livators and teir Will Re Btives. Itwas agreed tatte resulk of
te agro-biodinersity se Bctive reviews shou Bl feed directd into te preparation by te GEF
Secrefariat of a draft operationall progranme on Conservation and Sustainab B Use of
Biodinersity in Agricu luralLandscapes (Ecosysems). Dr. C. Padoch was appointd as Team
Leader for e Se Bctive Reviews.

Internationa W aters

)

Rewview of East African Lakes (Mctoria, Tanganyika and Makwi), Nowem ber 3-4, 1999.
It was agreed tat STAP willconwene a wo-day meeting in Mabwi © reMew te GEF
Propct in East African Lakes (Mctoria, Tanganyika and MaBwi). The main purpose of te
meeting willbe © assess te status and operationalprobBms emerging from te PIR of tie



(i)

(iii)

(iV)

tiree propck. The otier obpctive is © exp bre ways ofinkgrating re Ivantscientific data and
resuls into te design and im pBmentation of tie propct. The meeting wiBlbe atended by
participant from te tree IAs and particubr¥, te propctAask managers, bcal
adm inistrators Ao Bcy-m akers and scientist.

Itwas noed tattis weah of re lvant inform ation alkeady achieved by African scientist
witiin e framework oftie IDEAL research on EastAfrican Lakes was nothbeing utiBzed by
on-going propct of GEF in East Africa (Mctoria, Tanganyika and Mabwi). The remew
meeting of e GEF Propck in East African Lakes will tus, facilat te estb khmentof
Inks betveen bcallscientist and te GEF initiatines. Itwilallo expbre ways © inkgrat
re hvant scientific data and resulk into tie design and im p Imentation of tie tree profce.
Prof. E. Odadaw as appointd as Tean Leader for tie EastAfrican Lake Review .

PersisentOrganic Poltant: Itwas agreed tatas partofte Fourtt Meeting of STAP, a
Brainstorm ing on POPs be conwened on Septm ber 9-10, 1999. The proposed brainstorm ing
wilprovide STAPwit e Ement © advse GEF on how t proceed wit inernentions under
te realh of PORs. The session wilprovide inform ation on persisentchemicall, teir use,
fats and eflect in te environment incliding biodiversity and Bnd degradation, te stae of
artofm onitoring, prexention and rem ediation, existing options and socio-econom ic aspece.

The main temes which wilbe addressed by te brainstorm ing are:

Monitoring t rough indicators: Em itations, econom ic and tch nica ladvantages 3

Mode Ing and forecasting PO P environm entallim pactin de\e bping countries 3

Owerview on te gbballand regionalsignificance of PO F: environm entalland hum an healb
aspect 3

Po lcy and options for PTS use in agricu lure and \ector contro g

Po Icy and options for non-pesticide PTS

W ork sh op on Freshw ater Resources in Sub-Sah aran Africa, 25-30 O ctober, 1999, Nairobi.
The meeting was informed of the progress being made on te Workshop on Freshwakr
Resources in Sub-Sanaran Africa which is being organised by te European Union in
co Bboration witt Pan African START and te speciallsession which wilbe conwened atte
requestoftie GEFon te proposed “fLand and W akr Initiative for Africa””

Snallls hnd Dew bping Stats: The meeting recognised te urgency 1o address tie priority
issues from a GEF perspective in SIDS. Itwas agreed tatas partoftie Fftt Meeting of
STAP 1 be he B in Barbados, a brainstorm ing session on SIDS w i Bbe conwened. The detaill
of tie brainstorm ing session wilbe te subpctoffurter discussion during te Fourtt Meeting
of STAP.

Cross-cutting Them e of Land Degradation

(D

STAP W orksh op on Land Degradation Intr Ink ages: A reportwas presentd on te Land
Degradation InterEnkages Workshop which took phce in Bobgna from Jine 14-16, 1999.
The main conc lisions oftie workshop were sum m arised as fo lbws:

Timetb B for te Inkgration of STAP I Work on Land Degradation IntrlInkage into GEF
Pollcy W ork
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(i)

To ensure tat STAPT work is effective ¥ intgratd into GEF pollcy work, tie folbwing
timetab B for te de hery of STAPT output and involement in GEF pollcy initiative was
agreed as folbws:

Jine 30 <l ¥ 4, 1999 —Revew oftie resuls ofte Bobgna W orkshop.

End of u ¥, 1999 —Subm ission ofdraftw orkshop report® te GEF Scretariat for inputin®
tie CCD/GEF pollcy paper.

August1999 —Circu lktion ofte HrstDraftof bint CCD /GEF paper by GEF Scretariat for
comment.

Septm ber 13-15, 1999 - Fnakation of STAP Land Degradation Intr Ink ages Study by STAP

Septm ber 16, 1999 - CCD /GEF jointm eeting © finallze paper and p kn Nowem ber CCD /GEF
JointW ork shop in conpunction wit STAPm eetings in W ash ington

October 1999 —GEF Secretariato finalze UEnk ages paper

Nowem ber 1999 —Dintworkshop and presentation of paper © CCD/COP Recife, Brazil
STAP 1o participat in te workshop

December 1999 —Presentation of paper © GEF Councill  Submission of STAP Land
Degradation Intr Ink ages Study © e GEF Councill

Action Programme for Integrating Land and W atr Management in Africa: A G bbal
Initiative: The meeting was informed of tie proposed Land and W atr Initative for Africa.
Intis conkext tie conclisions oftie inform allbrainstorm ing convened by te GEF Scretariat
wit African Expert atending te STAP W orkshop on Land Degradation Intr-Linkages were
presentd.

Cln at Change

The focus of te cOmak change focall area during tis STAP meeting was on Perform ance
Indicators. This is addressed under agenda i€m 7.

Agenda Iem 16: Any Ot er Business

49

50.

51.

. The Fourt Meeting of STAP was scheduld for Septm ber 13-15, 1999 1 be proceeded by a

Brainstorm ing on POPs on Septm ber 9-10, 1999. To faciltak te participation of re hvant
STAP members, te GEFR/CCD brainstorming on te pollcy paper on knd degradation
inerinkages willbe he M on Sepember 16, 1999 and te Brainstorming on te Mullipl
Benefit of Integratd Ecosystm M anagem entO perationa BProgram m e on Septm ber 17, 1999.

The Ffth Meeting of STAP willbe conwened in Barbados fron February 23-25, 2000 © be
proceeded by a Brainstorm ing on SIDS.

The STAPW ork Program me for FY2000 is attached atAnnex IB.

Agenda Iem 17: Executive Session of STAP



52. An Executive Session of tie Pane Bwas conwvened under te Chairm anship of tie \Mce-Ch air,
Dr. Christine Padoch, © review progress made during te firstyear of STAP Il and ©0 m ake
adjustment 1 it working procedures so as 1 increase efficiency. As a conext for STAPY
work in FY2000, te STAP Scretariatpresentd an overnview oftie STAP budget for FY2000
as approved by te GEF Council

53. As a consequence of te discussion, a majr change willbe made in te STAP working
procedure atit Fourtt Meeting. STAP meeting willnow commence witt STAP Sssion,
enab B STAP members © come t© grips with te key issues arising out of tie \arious agenda
iems and it implcations for STAP and te GEF. This was deemed necessary in order ©

m axim ise te synergies © be derived from Pane Imem bers with diferentexpertise because of
interInkages between te issues.

54. In addition, a conc Lision session wilbe he B atte end ofeach STAPmeeting.
Agenda Iem 18: Adoption oftie Report

55. The meeting considered te draftconclisions and entrusted te STAP Scretariat o incorporat
te conment made.

Agenda Iem 19: Cbsing ofte Meeting

56. The meeting was cbsed at2.00 p.m . on Sunday, Ju'¥ 4, 1999.
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STAPW ork Program me for FY2000

Annex 1B

ACTIMTY DATE OUTPUT TASK LEADER
RESPONSIBLE
STAP MEETINGS/BRAINSTORM ING SESSION
Fourth Meeting of STAP —W ashington, D.C. Septem ber 8-10, 1999 Report Chairm an/STAP
Fftt Meeting of STAP —Barbados February 23-25, 2000 Report Secretariat
Sixtt Meeting of STAP —Bangk ok (UNEP) Jine, 2000 Report

MANAGEMENT INCLUDING UPDATINGOFTH E

STAPROSTER OFEXPERTS AND OUTREACH TO

TH E ROSTER EXPERTS

Identification ofgaps in te roser in consu kation
wit te Implmenting Agencies and te GEF
Secretariat

Technicalinput (updating of database ©

accom m oda® new requirement)

Editing and Printing

Distribution

Maintain and furtier deve bp STAPwebsi€,
incliding tie Rostr re ked sendces

Managem entoftie Rostr of Expers inc Liding
qualy control
AnnualReMew oftie Use of STAPRos®r Expert

Pub Ication and distribution oftie STAPRos&r

Ongoing

Conso Idat Roser of
Expert (\Mersion |
and II)

EstabBshme ntof
Websit

AnnualReview for
subm ission o GEF
Councill

Minim um of3

STAP Pare ISTAP
Secretariat

STAP Scretariat

STAP Pare ISTAP
Secretariat

STAP Pare FSTAP

news Her and inform ation package © STAPRoser News Bters Secretariat
of Expert circubhed o STAP
Roser Expert
SELECTIVE REMEWS
3-4 Se Bctive Reviews on a propct/hem atic basis
Biodiersity —agrobiodinersity (Them atic) O ctober/Nowem ber, Progress Report © M .Gadgil
1999 GEF Councillon C. Padoch
Se Bctive Reviews E. Odada
Clm ak Change —to be determ ined (Them atic) Ongoing 7. Dadi
Ink rnationa IW akrs —to be detrm ined (Them atic) Nowem ber, 1999 S. Karekezi
Biosafety (Projct) S. Nishioka
J Sarukhan
P. Bridgewatr
A. Wagener
STRATEGIC ADMCE
Contribution to GEF O perationa IProgram m es
@ Transport
(b) Mulip # Benefit Inputinto Drafts STAP Pare 1
. Technobgy Transfer across focallareas and private 0ngoing
sector
. Review of GEF O perationa BProgram m es
@ Review of GEF progct
(b) Clser Review ofMedium Size Propct
Strakgic papers:

©

O perationa IStratgic Issues identified by GEF
Councill te GEF Scretariatand Im pIm enting
Agencies

Inputinto te G bbalintrnationalW akrs
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Assessment
Finalzation of strat gic advice on knd degradation
inernkages

WORKSH OPS/ROUNDTABLES/BRAINSTORM ING

W orkshop on Sustainab B Use/Bio-M arke rs

Brainstorm ing on PO Ps

Mexico City

W ashington, D.C.

O ctober 13-15, 1999

Sepem ber 9-10,
1999

J Sarukhan

A Wagner/E. Odada

Brainstorm ing on Sustainab B ForestUse Mexico Cily Ocober 15-18, 1999
) . Barbados February 21-22, STAP/CIFOR
Brainstorm ing on SIDS 2000
Stratgic review EastAfrican Lakes Mabwi Novem ber, 1999 E. Odada
. . Jdine, 2000 M. Cobm bier
W orkshop/Brainstorm ing on tie Energy Sector
MONITORING AND EVALUATION
# Inputinto te GEFM onitoring and Evaliation | ongoing Rewviews and C. Padoch
exercise tchnicallpapers
MEETING TO BE ATTENDED BY STAP Ci AIR/
MEMBERS -
2 GEF CounciMeeting (Chairm an and Mice-Chair) | Washington, D.C., M. Gadgil
2 NGO Consu Bations May 1999 and O ctober
Progctim p Bm entation Review 1999 D. Anderson
C. Padoch
CIm at Change
SBSTTA - C Im ak Change Argentina, Novem ber Report S. Nishioka
1999
Biod inersity
SBSTTA - Biodiversity J Sarukhan
P. Bridgewatr
M .Gadgill
Land Degradation . . .
CcCcD Recite, Brazill ExpertPane I P. Pisa
CO P3/CCD Nowem ber, 1999

TWAS GeneralConference

AnnuaIMeeting of W or B Federation of Engineering
O rganization

Dakar, Senegal
Nowem ber 25-26, 1999

Spain, Nowem ber 15-
20, 1999




Annex |

STAPWVIEW SON ADVANCING TH E GLOBAL TAXONOMY INITIATINE:
KEY OUTCOMES4 SUGGESTIONSFROM A CONSULTATINVE WORK S OP, PARIS,
JUNE 30 1999.

PREAM BLE

STAP, atit meeting in Paris, Jine/Jul 1999 reached some broad conclisions on how te GEF can
he b inte deery ofte GTI. These broad conclisions inclide:

» Ways taxonomy can stimu bt deve bpmentand execution ofcountry driven proposal 3

> How te strakgic partnerships with agencies canhe b adwvance te GTI

» How taxonomy canhe b tie Conwentions, especiall e Conwention on BiobgicalDiversity, and
tus GEF, address te issues ofconservation, management, benefitsharing and sustainab kb use
ofbiodinersity.

InpEmenting e GTlis more tan teoretical €asibl and tere are numerous progcs, current
and compled tatshow how taxonomic capacity can be deve bped. These exemphrs are ofen
smalinscal and te GEFfamil has a char opportunity © assistin Scallng up ™tis work.

Itmay be expeced CBD CoP Vwilproduce some difErentand stronger guidance © te financial
mechanism on te issue ofte GTI, once tie SBSTTA IV recommendation has been considered.
This documentis inknded © he b te GEFFamil phn in advance ofCoP V.

INTRODUCTION

A key decision of e CBD CoP Il in Buenos Aires, Nowmber 1996, was agreeing te
deve bpmentofa GbbalTaxonomy Initiatine (GTI). In te inenening time, meetings in 1998 (in
Darwin and London) and te furtier de Bberations of CoP IV in Bratis kva, high Igh®d te need for
fundam ental taxonom ic know Bdge of bio bgicaldiversity © underpin te key objpctives of the
CBD. Leaders from major sysematic insttutions, ecobgist and conservation managers who
atiended te meetings agreed on te urgentneed  acce brakt tie g bbaltaxonom ic effort t rough
deve bpment, and, criticall, im p Im entation, oftie GTI.

Our currenttaxonom ic sysem is a bng way from perfect as we stildon Tknow allte e Imens.
Moreover, witioutan understanding ofwhatte e Bment are, and how tey depend on each oter,
we cannottrul adopta proactine ecosysem approach t m anagement, as e CBD is atem pting ©
do. Itis im portant 0 understand tatte government ofthie worl who recognise te CBD haw
acknow Bdged te existnce of a taxonomic impediment® sound m anagem entand conservation of
biodiversity. In tis \ein itis wort re-stating some of the key reasons for te importance of
taxonom y, which inclide an understanding ofkey organisms which enab k:

deve bpm entoffood security,

te prom otion ofheakl,

identification and contro Bofdisease \ectors,

identification and contro lof\ectors ofecosystm dysfunction,
ascientific basis for conservation m anagem entand p knning.

gD E

The GTI acknow Bdges tat taxonomic effore are Bbour inknsive processes, due © te khrge
num ber of organisms invo led, and are usual undertaken by specials®. This probBm is furter
an pHied in dew bping countries, which are ofen species rich but resource, and sometimes



science, poor. Whilk Gowernment haw a strong rof © phy in adwancing te GTI, non-
governm ent organisations, and co-financing from privat phikntropy, willallo phy a key rol.
The Conference oftie Parties © te CBD, meeting in Bratis bva in May 1998, am p Hied te actions
needed © impEmentte GTI.

The London meeting allo suggestd form alsing te GTl as an Um bre B Propctunder te patronage
of UN agencies. CBD-SBSTTA IV ritratd it vew tatte Executive Secretary of e CBD
shoull be te key Bader for te GTI, and so akey issue is how © Ink tat Badershipwit te rolks
of UN agencies (especial# UNEP, FAO, UNESCO). The dew bping parterships (iner alla
between UNEP and te GEF Scretariat) coull p by a decisive rolk here.

A faciltatory function © drive te science willcompBment te new ¥ estah khed co-ordination
activities © be underteken by tie Programme Officer for Taxonomy in tie CBD. Inwo Lement of
te GEF Fani¥ in acce Brating taxonom ic actiMty in te deve bping worl can he b prioritise te
co-financing efforts. GTI activities must be Unked wit on-going intrest and support t rough
activities of scientific NGO ¥ - inkr alla, Associaton of Sysematics CoMctions (ASC),
D MERSITAS and 1UBS.

To achiewe tese actions e GTI mustdraw int partnership tie wor B ¥ krgestand o Bestnatural
history institutions wit te dewe bping worl © provide te impetus © resole te taxonomic
im pedim entt rough sexerallm ajor areas ofactivity, each increasing in com p Exity Mz

» Gatering ofdata —coBction ;Enhancing te coBctions ofspecimens and e mainknance of
re®erence coBctions.

» Dewe bpmentofinform ation —com pi ktion ;Com pi lktion and organisation of basic data from te
co lctions into databases, regionallcheck Ist, key m aps etc.

» Dewe bpmentofknow Bdge —syntesis ;Syntesis oftis data and inform ation into m onograph s,
fhbras, faunas, keys, inputt m anagem ent

Each B Bofincreasing com p Exity de Ihers inform ation cruciallto eflective im p Bm entation of tie
CBD tirough te GTI. Major action in gbbalbiodinersity science can be assistd by mouBing
research and curatorialleffort towards te GTlIwit i€ aim ofim p#menting —and educating about
—higher el of taxonom ic activty, and trans lktion of te resuls of tat activity o practicall
impEmentab B so litions.

The taxonom ic im pedim entw i Mbe parth reso bed by: (i) an approach which fostrs action o bot
stand-abne  taxonomy progck ; (i) taxonomy a a component of a propct
For  catgory (i) a  framework of  action Lo stim u ke country-drinen
action is needed, which inclides critria © guide *needs-assessm ent in countries (in re lktion © teir
existing staeAtatus of taxonomy). These crieria woull be based on existing m ode I of practice
(CONABIO, SABONET, INBIO, etc.). For (ii) majpr propct shoull be encouraged © inchlide
taxonom ist in tie design ofthe propct and where appropriat it impEmentation. Thatway te
“Calie-add” *from te taxonom ic com m unity can be m axim ised.

KEY TH EMES CONSIDERED BY THE WORKS OP
Whathas worked and whathasn T
Regionall activities:  SABONET  and oter  networks he b demer  resubks

regional, vyet presene te country-driven approach, and focus on  buiBing
hum an and institutiona Bcapacity.
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Data Management A key way ®© heb countries wit a serious taxonomic
handicap will be facilating teir inwstment in training ®cinicians ®© manage
taxonom ic inform ation in a GIS conkxt, inc biding bui Bing Mega-
metadatahases, for which  tere is aleady some experience (eg CONABIO,
IABIN, NABIN, Index Kewensis rewvsion) and is a fiell tat is adwvancing
rapid §. This does notnegak te need for taxonom ic training in m any countries, itsimp ¥ put te
money and effort in amuch more efficientinitialapproach. As an im portantmeans of m obi ksing
historicalfo B records akey need is repatriation, butnotofphysicalspecimens, rater repatriation of
inform ation and creation of databases as an akernative and Bss costh means ofresoling tis issue
in dewe bping countries.

Dewe bpm entand m obiksation of Parataxonom ic supporttams:
INBIO (Costa Rica) is an exce Mntexamp B of tis is in action, and te abi Hy for parataxonom ic
activity  deve bp sout -sout support

UK Darwin Iniiative: —m any progct funded under te initiative are taxonom ic in focus, butte
iniiative is primari¥ a bikeral approach, which whill supporting country activity does not
em phasise or necessarily deve bp te need for regiona Bapproach es

How t establsh progpck which remain country driven, butembrace regional sub-regionallor
g bba laspe ct

Fbra and Fauna progcts: The CBD ArticBs requestParties © inventory teir biodinersity. Such
imventories are bestachieved trough te deve bpmentof fbras and faunas, which give wider access
© te inentoried inform ation. These efforts are ofen country-driven, but wiBusual¥ repay a
wider regionalor sub-regionallapproach, as species distributions often are not congruous with
nationa lborders. There coull be an intraction wit gbbalcatabguing programs such as Species
2000, and te GBIF proposed by OECD countries. Such effors coull provde a servce of
synonym s/am es and hotlnks. Any activty under tie proposed OECD GBIF needs o be Unked ©
te GTI, and GEF activity. Here is an area where te Progranme Officer from te CBD
Secretariatshoull be Enking witt e GEF fami¥ and oter key UN Agencies © work wit te
nascent GBIF Scre tariat

Prom otion of the deve bpm ent of regiona ldatabases is a poentiallkey rol for GEF. Priority
woull be for groups of econom ic and/or conservation im portance. This willallo he b effort in
prom oting intgration of traditionall(see be bw) and more “festrn””scientific approaches. Such
propct willyie B inform aion which wiBsupportte dewe bpmentof fo lbw-up progcs, inc liding
tie bui Bing ofidentification keys and m onitoring activities.

Deve bp mechanisms folbwing te mode loftie UK Darwin Initiative, butexpanding te efforto
inc Lide a regiona Hocus .

Encourage south-soutt Unkages of effortt eg SABONET, te dewe bping CONABIO-INBIO-
Humbok Institue Enkage for Latin America. Such sout -sout partnerships may be of especial
ineresto te GEF.

Reinforce existing netw ork s and deve bp new ones.

Conwene regiona Bw ork sh ops/Aem inars o detrm ine country, sub-regionalland regionalneeds &
priorities.
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Ensure progcts deallng with protected area estab lshment EInk t© taxonom ic inform ation, so te
eflectinveness ofprokction may be more eflective ¥ measured.

Data m anagem entof traditiona } conm on or fam ilar names by which peopk refer © e Iment
of biodinersity need © be connecked wit te formallsysems of nomenc kture and e accum u bkid
body oftaxonom ic know Bdge. Onl ten wilaMpeop B be empowered (at Bastin principh, iftey
haw access © inform ation sysems) to access scientific know Bdge on te basis of e names tey
know and use. Names are te rouk of access © know Bdge and for biodiversity tiey must be
nam es tatcan be conneced wit scientific binomiall (e\en iftough tere is ofen nota direct1:1
correspondence between com m on and scientific par knce).

Dewe bp some framework examplls for te IAT D &5t

E Bctronickeys: The CBD depends on know Bdge aboutspecies, and i us on ensuring accurat
identification. E Bctronic keys © he b inkr alla identify pestinsect, he bfullinsect, freshwatr
qualty indicators, po Mnators are a prime need, These can be deve bped by stand-abne progct, or
which can be dewe bped as partofoter on-going propct. Progct which involle construction of
e Bctronic keys can easi ¥ produce benefit in te areas of training, Capacity bui Bing and access ©
taxonom ic inform ation. STAP, trough it de Bberations may be ab# © assist bte GEF wit
se Bction ofareas ofsupportfor tis activity.

Identification k eys for specific organism s and otier taxonomy re bted product. Taxonom ic effors
Inked, for exampl, © te alen invesive species programme of work is impossib B witout a
strong base ofexpertise ab B © identify species. The arrivaland im pact of allen invasive species
can‘teasi ¥ be anticipatd and te bestear¥ warning sysem is hawving taxonom ic capacity. Before
you can recognise and identify allen species you need tie abi iy © recognise and identify natiwe
species, and part of tie taxonomic im pediment arises from te hck of such expertise in many
countries.

Taxonomy for environmentall monitoring, Pollition and otier environm entallissues such as
outcomes from im pact assessment, depend on se Bction and use of vabl indicators. Such
indicators can come from awe BMorganised taxonom ic sysem, butare Bss we BMaccessed ifte basic
taxonom y is poor ¥ deve bped.

Show how te GTlcan intgrak wit oter finding im perati\es

Capacity builling witt UNDP and know Bdge-based activites of UNEP —These coull be
deve bped under te em bryonic partership agreem ent.

Need o Enk GTI wit agrobiodinersity efforts, inc liding for Food Security

Ao need 1 inkgrak taxonom ic activities into stand-abne propct —perhaps each GEF progct
coull be encouraged t exp kin how te taxonom ic im pedimentw i Mbe reduced in teir proposed
outcom es?

Broad time-scalls which can be expectd in impEmentation needs

Need 1o focus on sh orttrm resubs, and ensure propct are reallsticall timed.

Fbra product need © be produced quick ¥, perhaps using capacity ofexisting profcs, or broader

propct  adwvance te work, noting tata good propct, ke te NepalPEnt Inform ation Progct
(funded under te Darwin Initiative), willtke two years 0 creat basic inform ation. Three year
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propct are usuall adequakt for te mobikation of much taxonomic know Bdge, and whil
inadeqaut © comple te work, woull make significant progress and, once compltd, might
suggestfurter phases with diferentoutput.

W hatsort of capacity needs buiBing and how © do it

UNDP in particulkr coulli be hebfull trough faciltating sout-sout co-operative effort —
inc biding across regions, w it strong bio bgicallre ktions, e\en ifnotgeo-po Hicaly.

Reallsation oftie training needs, can tiese be intgratd wit actualprojctimplmentation

The GTI Programme O fficer in te Secretariatshou l deve bp akiton te GTI, whatitis, how it
can be impEmentd, how o Ink witt GEF and ot er co-financing Funding possibi Hies etc. Such a
kit can expbre te seting of e GTI in te gbbalscientific and geo-po Micall reallies. The
deve bpment of a consortium approach (eg FAO/AUNEP/AUNESCO) o he b adwvse tie Executive
Secretary of tie Convention on how t© impEmentte CoPs desiderata wilbe cruciallin ensuring
good training outcom es, as we Mas broader im p #m entation oftie GTI.

A strakgy for Inking te Mega-institutions of te deve bped worli wit tie needs of dew bping
countries

The wilingness of sud institutions o heb is setoutin te Darwin Dechration and, in many
cases, forexamp B in te UK trough te Darwin Initiative, tey are akleady active in tis. Perhaps
an initiative dew bping HRaison officers from key countries 0 key institutions (Simikr © tose
operating at RBG KEW) coull be dewe bped. Training phkcement and co Bboration on joint
progpct are otier workab B approaches. A major barrier © progress at presentis te hck ofa
straigh tiorw ard rout for dewe bping countries 10 gain te resources needed © make tis happen.

Im p Bm enting Agencies, and te GEF Councillite E may wish © consider tis issue as akey way
1 acce Brak re leffrom te impediment
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Annex 1l
Ferform ance Indicators —C Im at Ch ange

The working group discussed te report on “Assessing te Performance of Clmat Change
Activities ” prepared by te Te s Institute.

Itwas suggestd tatte indicators for OP5, OP6 and OP7 need 10 be deve bped atfour he I:

1. The country hel

That GEF propct need © be “Country driven””impled tattis was tie basic unitof analsis for
assessing GEFT contribution. Atte BweBof tie country, indicators were grouped under nine

questions (more detai B or i Mistrative examp Bs are given for photovo Baic projct).

How much capacity has te country instaBd? What is te actwal contribution © te
totaKecorallneeds?

(For PVin ruralareas, production B\t Imay nothe avai bbbk, buta good indicator may be te % of
instalhtions in good working condiions —® be compared wit indicators concerning support
services, and consumers satisfaction . . .).

Whatare tie cost for te clent, and how do tiey compare wit te cost ofte akrnatives?
(For PV, tiis willcover tie costofsysems, atte consumer sit)

Whatare e supporting serices?

(For offgrid PV, tis willinchide name ¥ “fesign, trading and instalktion”; “financing”; and
“f ainknance ”%ervces)

What are tie country po lcies (regu ktions, taxes, tariff, etc) tatmay haw a positive or a
negative im pacton te de\e bpmentoftie progpct™?

(For offgrid PV, te country pollcy in te e Bctric sector, in te ruralservices dew bpment —
energy, wakr, healh —and in te renewab ¥ sector wilbe re hvant)

Whatis te degree ofconsumer im p Ication in te process?

(intrestand awareness of poentialnew clent, satisfaction of te consumers akeady concerned,
impacton te energy budgetofhouseholi . . .)?

Whatis te bcallm anufacturing and assem b Ing capacity (im pactm ay be positive butsom etim es
negative —prokctionism - depending on te €cinobgy and te size oftie country/m arket?

How is te actiMty in tis sector financed (re htive shares of publBc funds/aid etc. and
com m erciallimestn ent)?

(For ofEgrid PV, partofte financing may come tirough bikeralor mulki- htralaid fr te rural

deve bpment, or national funds (redistribution witiin tie e Bctric sector), part may be on a
comme rciallbasis or re by on househol equity).
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What is te envronment impact of these activities (for instance on hnd
degradation/eforestation)

Oter questions . . .
2. The intrnatonafgbballlhel
G bballcapacity installd in te worlB (el and trends), broken down by OECD and dewe bping
countries st is wilMprovde an indication of te exent o which tere is a €cinobgy tanstr.
Anoter breakdown woull be (a) commerciallor “fiche m ark et *app Ications and (b) dem onstration
progcs.
(For PV, ofkgrid rurale kctrification is cBar¥ a niche market, anotier one © be confirmed —being

on-grid app Ications in smaMlhydro sysems zon grid app lcations in hrge inkrconneckd sysems is
stiMatte demonstration stage).

Cost e 1 and trends (differentcom ponent), “®arning cune ”“aspect;

Evidence on re Babilty, and of effort t© adaptte tcinobgy © specific conditions (country,
popu ktion, app keation . . .) 3

Pub Ilc R& D effort and incentives (e I and trends), intrnationa Bco-operation 3

Privat sector inkrest commercialimvestnent.
3. Thepropct hel
GEF progct focus on some oftie ahove questions in some countries (e.g. de\e bpmentofsenrvces
and capacity), oter questions in oter countries (e.g. on pokey), and most if notalin a fw

countries on¥. A paral Isetofindicators can tierefore be dee bped for tiese progct, drawing
te “profik”ofte GEFintnention.

We be lexe tie inform ation presentd above woull be valiab B for bot OP5, OP6 as we Bas OP7
progcs.

But

OP5 and OP6 propct willcBar¥ address some iems oftie “Country I F>setof indicators,
inernationa Findicators being considered in tis case as a “fefrence > conkxt, giving basica ly
te stak ofthe arton te tchnobgy and te intrnationallexperience on it devwe bpment;

For OP7 progct, indicators at te inkrnationall e Bwilbe especiall re hvant as tey are
more in e focus oftte GEFinernention, whill tis ime tie country I lindicators w i Mgive
a picture oftie conextin which te propct willbe impEmentd, and he B exp kin failire or
SUCCess.

The program e Bis essentia ¥ ah orizontalaggregation of (3).



