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Third meeting

Pyeongchang, Republic of Korea, 24-28 February 2014
Item 2 of the provisional agenda*
draft report of the THIRD meeting of the open-ended ENDED AD HOC INTERGOVERNMENTAL COMMITTEE FOR THE NAGOYA PROTOCOL ON ACCESS TO GENETIC RESOURCES AND THE FAIR AND EQUITABLE SHARING OF BENEFITS ARISING FROM THEIR UTILIZATION

Rapporteur: Ms. Dubravka Stepic (Croatia)
INTRODUCTION

1. The third meeting of the Open-ended Ad Hoc Intergovernmental Committee for the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilization to the Convention on Biological Diversity (the Intergovernmental Committee) was held in Pyeongchang, Republic of Korea, from 24 to 28 February 2014.
2. The meeting was attended by representatives of the following Parties and other Governments: [to be completed]

3. Observers from the following United Nations bodies, specialized agencies and other bodies also attended [to be completed]. The following organizations were also represented by observers: [to be completed]

ITEM 1.
OPENING OF THE MEETING

4. The meeting was opened at 10.05 a.m. on 24 February 2014 by Mr. Yoon Seong-Kyu, Vice‑Minister of the Environment, Government of the Republic of Korea. 
5. Mr. Yoon Seong-Kyu, welcoming participants on behalf of the Government of the Republic of Korea, expressed appreciation for the international community’s efforts to accelerate ratification of the Nagoya Protocol, with a view to facilitating its early entry into force. He said that the Republic of Korea was in the process of adopting legislation on access to genetic resources and sharing of benefits to enable domestic implementation and subsequent ratification of the instrument. In that connection, the Government promoted awareness-raising and capacity-building activities and supported the building of a database on domestic genetic resources to ensure their effective, efficient and sustainable use. He expressed the hope that the deliberations at the third meeting of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Nagoya Protocol would pave the way for the holding of the first meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Nagoya Protocol concurrently with the twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity, in October 2014. In closing, he invited participants to enjoy the unspoilt beauty of Pyeongchang of Gangwon province, which would also serve as venue for the forthcoming meeting of the Conference of the Parties. 

6. The Governor of Gangwon province, Mr. Choi Moon-soon, welcoming participants, said that the ocean, lakes, wetlands and forests that covered 82 per cent of the province formed the core of Korean biodiversity. It was hoped that the Winter Olympic Games to be hosted in Pyeongchang in 2018 would be the most eco-friendly yet, thanks to green energy use and forest restoration efforts. Gangwon province was also due to lead an initiative designed to enhance the role of regional governments in biodiversity conservation efforts. He expressed the hope that deliberations at the present meeting would lay the groundwork for holding the first meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Nagoya Protocol in October 2014, in Pyeongchang, concurrently with the twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.
7. The Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity, Mr. Braulio Ferreira de Souza Dias said that great strides had been made in preparing for the entry into force of the Nagoya Protocol in the 15 months since the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties in Hyderabad, with an additional 22 ratifications being made. The total number of ratifications now stood at 29, including countries from all five United Nations regions, which demonstrated the global appeal and significance of the Protocol. He offered encouragement to those countries that were working hard to fulfil national requirements and would soon deposit their instrument of ratification or accession - including the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Guyana, Guatemala, Liberia, Madagascar, Namibia, Niger, Pakistan, Samoa and Yemen - and urged others to follow suit.

8. With such growing momentum, he was confident that the Nagoya Protocol would enter into force in time for the first meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Nagoya Protocol to be held in October 2014, in Pyeongchang. Those who had ratified the Protocol would sit as Parties and participate in decision-making at that meeting. They would also stand to benefit from the legal certainty and transparency that the Protocol could bring.

9. Further developments since the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties included the sending of a letter by Secretary-General of the United Nations Mr. Ban Ki-moon to Heads of State and government, highlighting the valuable contribution that the Nagoya Protocol could make. The Protocol had also been the subject of a special event at the Second Committee of the General Assembly held in New York, in October 2013. Meanwhile, the Secretariat had been holding expert meetings and capacity‑building workshops, and developing the pilot phase of the Access and Benefit-sharing Clearing‑House. He encouraged all Parties to participate in testing the Clearing-House to ensure it became a tool that met their needs and could contribute to effective implementation of the Protocol.

10. He thanked those donors who had provided the necessary resources to support that work, and expressed his sincere gratitude to the Governments of Denmark, Germany, Japan, Norway, the Republic of Korea, Spain, Switzerland and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland for their generous contributions, which had enabled representatives from a significant number of countries to participate in the present meeting. He thanked the Government of Japan for its continued support of the work of the Intergovernmental Committee and the Nagoya Protocol. He was also grateful to the Republic of Korea, its people and its Government, as well as to the local authorities of Gangwon province, for their invaluable efforts in making the third meeting of the Intergovernmental Committee possible. The Republic of Korea had played an active role in recent years in hosting international environmental conferences and taken concrete steps towards the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity.

11. In 1992, the adoption of the Convention on Biological Diversity had marked a fundamental shift in the international governance of genetic resources and established the principles of access based on prior informed consent and of fair and equitable sharing of benefits based on mutually agreed terms. Those principles were also at the heart of the Nagoya Protocol; every effort should be made to ensure that they were upheld. The significance of the Nagoya Protocol was recognized in the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020; Aichi Biodiversity Target 16 was that the Nagoya Protocol be in force and operational by 2015, consistent with national legislation. With the number of ratifications continuing to mount and countries beginning to share information through the Access and Benefit-sharing Clearing-House, it was hoped that the target would be met ahead of time.

12. The present meeting would therefore be critical in building upon the progress made in the first two meetings of the Intergovernmental Committee. Recommendations would address key issues that would lay the foundations for effective implementation of the Nagoya Protocol. In-depth discussions on the programme budget for the biennium, however, would instead take place at the first meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Nagoya Protocol.

13. He closed by reminding Parties that the Secretariat stood ready to assist them as they prepared for the entry into force and implementation of the Nagoya Protocol, and wished them fruitful deliberations over the course of the week.
14. Opening statements were then made by the representatives of: India, on behalf of the Asia and Pacific Group; Saint Lucia, on behalf of the Latin American and Caribbean Group; and Uganda, on behalf of the African Group.
15. An opening statement was also made by the representative of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity.
ITEM 2.
ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS
2.1.
Officers
16. The Committee took up item 2.1 at the 1st session of the meeting, on 24 February 2014, under the chairmanship of Ms. Janet Lowe (New Zealand). 
17. The Chair informed the meeting that the Bureau of the Intergovernmental Committee had held a meeting the previous day and that Ms. Dubravka Stepic (Croatia) had been designated to act as Rapporteur for the third meeting of the Intergovernmental Committee.
2.2.
Adoption of the agenda

18. At the 1st session of the meeting, on 24 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee adopted the following agenda on the basis of the provisional agenda 

1.
Opening of the meeting.

2.
Organizational matters:

2.1.
Officers;

2.2.
Adoption of the agenda;

2.3.
Organization of work.
3.
Outstanding issues for consideration by the Intergovernmental Committee in accordance with its work plan (decision X/1, annex II):

3.1.
Development of a programme budget for the biennium following the entry into force of the Protocol;

3.2.
Consideration of rules of procedure for the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol (Article 26, paragraph 5);

3.3.
Elaboration of a draft provisional agenda for the first meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol (Article 26, paragraph 6);

3.4.
The need for and modalities of a global multilateral benefit-sharing mechanism (Article 10);

3.5.
Modalities of operation of the Access and Benefit-sharing Clearing-House (Article 14, paragraph 4);

3.6.
Measures to assist in capacity-building, capacity development and strengthening of human resources and institutional capacities in developing countries, in particular the least developed countries and small island developing States amongst them, and Parties with economies in transition, taking into account the needs identified by the Parties concerned for the implementation of the Protocol (Article 22);

3.7.
Cooperative procedures and institutional mechanisms to promote compliance with the Protocol and to address cases of non-compliance, including procedures and mechanisms to offer advice or assistance, where appropriate (Article 30).

4.
Additional issues identified in decision XI/1: 

4.1.
Monitoring and reporting (Article 29); 

4.2.
Exchange of views on the development, updating and use of sectoral and cross‑sectoral model contractual clauses, voluntary codes of conduct, guidelines and best practices and/or standards (Article 19 and 20);

4.3.
Exchange of views on the state of implementation of the Nagoya Protocol.

5.
Other matters.

6.
Adoption of the report.

7.
Closure of the meeting.
2.3.
Organization of work

19. At its 1st session, on 24 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee approved the organization of work for the meeting on the basis of the proposal contained in annex I to the annotations to the provisional agenda (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/1/Add.1).
20. In the absence of Mr. Fernando Casas (Colombia), co-chair of the Intergovernmental Committee, it was decided that Ms. Janet Lowe (New Zealand) would chair all sessions of the Committee at the present meeting.
ITEM 3.  
OUTSTANDING ISSUES FOR CONSIDERATION BY THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL COMMITTEE IN ACCORDANCE WITH ITS WORKPLAN (decision X/1, annex II)
3.1.
Development of a programme budget for the biennium following the entry into force of the Protocol

21. The Intergovernmental Committee took up agenda item 3.1 at the 3rd session of the meeting, on 25 February 2014.
22. In considering the item, the Intergovernmental Committee had before it a draft programme budget for the biennium following the entry into force of the Protocol (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/2). Participants were invited to make general remarks but were told that an informal meeting would be held the following day to provide further details.
23. Statements were made by the representatives of the European Union and its Member States, Japan, Peru (on behalf of the Latin American and Caribbean Group) the Republic of Korea and South Africa (on behalf of the African Group).
24. On 26 February 2014, the Secretariat convened an informal meeting on the budget. Following an extensive question-and-answer session, it was agreed that, if necessary, the Executive Secretary would seek additional input on the budget requirements through the Bureau of the Conference of the Parties.
3.2.
Consideration of rules of procedure for the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol (Article 26, paragraph 5)
25. The Intergovernmental Committee took up agenda item 3.2 at the 1st session of the meeting, on 24 February 2014.
26. In considering the item, the Intergovernmental Committee had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on rules of procedure for meetings of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Nagoya Protocol (Article 26, paragraph 5) (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/3).

27. Statements were made by the representatives of Canada, China, Colombia, the Democratic Republic of the Congo (on behalf of the African Group), the European Union and its Member States, India, Mexico and Niger.
28. At the 4th session of the meeting, on 25 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee discussed a revised version of the recommendations contained in document UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/3, reflecting the views expressed by participants and written submissions to the Secretariat.
29. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Malaysia and Timor-Leste.

30. The representative of Argentina, speaking in reference to paragraph (a) of the draft recommendations, said that any decision on terms of office of Bureau members for the first meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Nagoya Protocol should be deferred pending a final decision on the programme budget for the biennium.
31. The revised recommendations, as orally amended, were approved for formal adoption by the Intergovernmental Committee as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/L.2
3.3.
Elaboration of a draft provisional agenda for the first meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol (Article 26, paragraph 6)

32. The Intergovernmental Committee took up agenda item 3.3 at the 4th session of the meeting, on 25 February 2014. 
33. In considering the item, the Intergovernmental Committee had before it the draft provisional agenda for the first meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/4).  
34. A statement was made by the representative of the European Union and its Member States.
35. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 27 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee discussed a revised version of the recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/4, reflecting the views expressed by participants and written submissions to the Secretariat.
36. Statements were made by the representatives of the European Union and its Member States, and Namibia (on behalf of the African Group).
37. The revised recommendation, as orally amended, was approved for formal adoption by the Intergovernmental Committee as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/L.5.
3.4. The need for and modalities of a global multilateral benefit-sharing mechanism (Article 10)

38. The Intergovernmental Committee took up agenda item 3.4 at the 3rd session of the meeting, on 25 February 2014.

39. In considering the item, the Intergovernmental Committee had before it the report of the Expert Meeting on Article 10 of the Nagoya Protocol on Access and Benefit-sharing (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/5) and a revised synthesis of the online discussions on Article 10 as an information document (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/INF/4).
40. Mr. Park (Republic of Korea), co-chair of the expert meeting, presented the outcome of the meeting and online discussions.
41. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Brazil, Canada, China, Ecuador, Egypt, the European Union and its Member States, India, Japan, Mexico, Malaysia, Namibia (on behalf of the African Group), New Zealand, Norway, Peru, Saint Lucia, South Africa (on behalf of the Group of Like-Minded Megadiverse Countries), Switzerland, Thailand and Uganda.
42. The representative of Argentina requested that the following statement be included in the report:

“Argentina is of the view that a decision on the appropriateness of and need for a global multilateral benefit-sharing mechanism would be premature, given that the Nagoya Protocol must first enter into force, be implemented and lessons must be drawn from it as a basis for evaluating the need for such a mechanism. Therefore, Parties should first exhaust all efforts to meet the various challenges the implementation of the Protocol will no doubt pose in regard to both obtainment and granting of access and international cooperation.

With regard to the report of the Expert Meeting on Article 10 of the Nagoya Protocol on Access and Benefit-sharing (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/5), Argentina notes with concern that reference is made to possible application of article 10 in areas outside national jurisdiction. Should the Parties to the Protocol eventually decide to establish a global multilateral benefit-sharing mechanism, it should be subject to the provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity and, as such, its scope of application would be limited to areas under national jurisdiction. Article 22 of the Convention stipulates that contracting Parties shall implement the Convention with respect to marine environments consistently with their rights and obligations under the law of the sea. Argentina therefore considers the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea to be the essential legal framework for all marine activities, including the conservation and sustainable use of marine biodiversity outside national jurisdiction. 

The same is true for genetic resources in the area covered by the Antarctic Treaty. In this regard, it is important to remember that although the issue of bioprospecting in Antarctica is on the agenda of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meeting, a possible regime on access to genetic resources applicable in the area has yet to be negotiated. Resolution 6 (2013) on Biological Prospecting in Antarctica reaffirms that the Antarctic Treaty regime is the appropriate framework for managing the collection of biological material in the area covered by the Antarctic Treaty, and for examining their use.”
43. Statements were also made by the representatives of the International Chamber of Commerce and the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity.
44. At the 8th session of the meeting, on 27 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee discussed a revised version of the recommendations contained in document UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/5, reflecting the views expressed by participants and written submissions to the Secretariat.
45. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Canada, China, Egypt, the European Union and its Member States, India, Japan, Malaysia, Mexico, Namibia (on behalf of the African Group), New Zealand, Norway, Peru, the Philippines, Saint Lucia, South Africa (Group of Like-Minded Megadiverse Countries), Switzerland and Uganda.
46. The revised recommendation, as orally amended, was approved for formal adoption by the Intergovernmental Committee as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/L.8.
3.5.
Modalities of operation of the Access and Benefit‑sharing Clearing‑House (Article 14, paragraph 4)

47. The Intergovernmental Committee took up agenda item 3.5 at the 4th session of the meeting, on 25 February 2014.
48. In considering the item, the Intergovernmental Committee had before it a report on progress in the implementation of the pilot phase of the Access and Benefit-sharing Clearing-House, including draft modalities of operation of the Access and Benefit-sharing Clearing-House (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/6). The Intergovernmental Committee also had before it, as information documents, a summary of outcomes of the informal advisory committee to the pilot phase of the Access and Benefit-sharing Clearing-House as an information document (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/INF/5) and a summary of outcomes of the meeting of the Capacity-Building Workshop on the Access and Benefit-sharing Clearing-House (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/INF/8).
49. Statements were made by Brazil, Canada, the European Union and its Member States, Japan, Madagascar (on behalf of the African Group), Mexico, the Philippines, the Republic of Korea, South Africa (on behalf of the Group of Like-Minded Megadiverse Countries) Switzerland and Thailand.
50. Statements were also made by the representatives of the International Chamber of Commerce and the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity.
51. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 27 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee discussed a revised version of the recommendations contained in document UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/6, reflecting the views expressed by participants and written submissions to the Secretariat.
52. Statements were made by the representatives of Canada, the European Union and its Member States, Mexico, Saint Lucia, Switzerland and Timor-Leste.
53. The revised recommendation, as orally amended, was approved for formal adoption by the Intergovernmental Committee as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/L.6.
3.6.
Measures to assist in capacity-building, capacity development and strengthening of human resources and institutional capacities in developing country Parties, in particular the least developed countries and small island developing States amongst them, and Parties with economies in transition, taking into account the needs identified by the Parties concerned for the implementation of the Protocol (Article 22)

54. The Intergovernmental Committee took up agenda item 3.6 at the 1st session of the meeting, on 24 February 2014.
55. In considering the item, the Intergovernmental Committee had before it a draft strategic framework for capacity-building and development under the Nagoya Protocol (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/7) and the full report of the expert meeting (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/INF/6).

56. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Benin, Brazil, Canada, China, Cuba, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, the European Union and its Member States, Guatemala, India, Japan, Malaysia, Mexico, Niger, Norway, Saint Lucia, Saudi Arabia, Senegal (on behalf of the African Group), Sudan, Switzerland, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo and Uganda.
57. Statements were also made by the representatives of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity International, the International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture, and the International Union for Conservation of Nature. 
58. At the 6th session of the meeting, on 25 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee discussed a revised version of the recommendations contained in document UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/7, reflecting the views expressed by participants and written submissions to the Secretariat.
59. Statements were made by the representatives of Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Benin, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Canada, Colombia, the European Union and its Member States, Malaysia, Namibia, Senegal (on behalf of the African Group), South Africa (on behalf of the Group of Like-Minded Megadiverse Countries), Sudan, Switzerland and Togo.
60. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 27 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee resumed consideration of the revised version of the recommendations.
61. The representative of the European Union and its Member States reported on the outcome of informal discussions held on outstanding issues in that version of the document.

62. At the 8th session of the meeting, on 27 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee resumed consideration of the revised version of the recommendations.

63. Statements were made by Canada, the European Union and its Member States, Japan, Namibia and Senegal (on behalf of the African Group).

64. The revised recommendations, as orally amended, were approved for formal adoption by the Intergovernmental Committee as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/L.4.
3.7.
Cooperative procedures and institutional mechanisms to promote compliance with the Protocol and to address cases of non‑compliance, including procedures and mechanisms to offer advice or assistance, where appropriate (Article 30)
65. The Intergovernmental Committee took up agenda item 3.7 at the 4th session of the meeting, on 25 February 2014.

66. In considering the item, the Intergovernmental Committee had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on cooperative procedures and institutional mechanisms to promote compliance with the Nagoya Protocol and address cases of non-compliance (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/8).
67. At the suggestion of the Chair, a contact group was established, under the joint chairmanship of Ms. Jimena Nieto Carrasco (Colombia) and Mr. Kaspar Sollberger (Switzerland), to revise and refine the draft text that had been forwarded successively by the second meeting of the Intergovernmental Committee and the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties. Representatives were nevertheless invited to make general remarks during the present session. 
68. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Colombia, the European Union and its Member States, Japan, Mexico, Norway, Peru, South Africa (on behalf of the Group of Like-Minded Megadiverse Countries) and Uganda (on behalf of the African Group).
69. A statement was also made by the representative of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity.
70. At the 6th session of the meeting, on 26 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee heard a progress report from Ms. Jimena Nieto Carrasco, co-chair of the contact group.
71. At the 8th session of the meeting, on 27 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee heard a progress report from Mr. Kaspar Sollberger (Switzerland), co-chair of the contact group.
72. [to be completed]

item 4.
Additional issues identified in decision XI/1
4.1. Monitoring and reporting (Article 29)

73. The Intergovernmental Committee took up agenda item 4.1 at the 3rd session of the meeting, on 25 February 2014.

74. In considering the item, the Intergovernmental Committee had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on monitoring and reporting (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/9).

75. Statements were made by the representatives of Canada, the European Union and its Member States, Japan, Mexico, Switzerland, Thailand and Uganda (on behalf of the African Group).
76. A statement was also made by the representative of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity.
77. At the 5th session of the meeting, on 25 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee discussed a revised version of the recommendations contained in document UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/9, reflecting the views expressed by participants and written submissions to the Secretariat.
78. Statements were made by the representatives of Canada, the European Union and its Member States, and Timor-Leste.
79. The revised recommendations, as orally amended, were approved for formal adoption by the Intergovernmental Committee as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/L.3.
4.2. Exchange of views on the development, updating and use of sectoral and cross-sectoral model contractual clauses, voluntary codes of conduct, guidelines and best practices and/or standards (Articles 19 and 20)
80. The Intergovernmental Committee took up agenda item 4.2 at the 5th session of the meeting, on 26 February 2014.
81. The exchange of views began with presentations by the following panellists: Mr. Rodrigo Gonzalez Videla (Ministry of Environment and Sustainable Development, Government of Argentina); Ms. China Williams (Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, United Kingdom); and Mr. Geoff Burton (United Nations University – Institute of Advanced Studies). A question-and-answer session was then held.
82. A summary of the panel presentations, question-and-answer session and general discussion is contained in section A of annex II to the present report.
83. In considering the item, the Intergovernmental Committee had before it a note by the Executive Secretary containing information and views on the development, updating and use of sectoral and cross‑sectoral model contractual clauses, voluntary codes of conduct, guidelines, best practices and standards (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/10), a survey of model contractual clauses, codes of conduct, guidelines, best practices and standards by the United Nations University – Institute of Advanced Studies ((UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/INF/2); and the report of the Informal Meeting for the Implementation of Articles 19 and 20 of the Nagoya Protocol (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/INF/3).
84. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Brazil, Canada, the European Union and its Member States, Sudan and Switzerland.
85. Statements were also made by the representatives of the African Union, the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, and the World Intellectual Property Organization.
86. A further statement was made by the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity. 
87. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 27 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee discussed a revised version of the recommendations contained in document UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/10, reflecting the views expressed by participants and written submissions to the Secretariat.
88. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Canada, the European Union and its Member States, Namibia and Switzerland.
89. A statement was also made by the representative of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. 
90. The revised recommendations, as orally amended, were approved for formal adoption by the Intergovernmental Committee as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/L.7.
4.3. Exchange of views on the state of implementation of the Nagoya Protocol

91. The Intergovernmental Committee took up agenda item 4.3 at the 2nd session of the meeting, on 24 February 2014.
92. In considering the item, the Intergovernmental Committee had before it, as an information document, an explanatory note for the exchange of views on the state of implementation of the Nagoya Protocol (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/INF/7).
93. The exchange of views began with presentations by the following panellists: Mr. Hem Pande (National Focal Point for the Convention on Biological Diversity and Additional Secretary, Ministry of Environment and Forests, Government of India), Mr. Hugo-Maria Schally (Head of International Agreements and Trade, Directorate-General for the Environment, European Commission), Mr. Preston Hardison (Tulalip Tribes), Mr. Selim Louafi (French Agricultural Research Centre for International Development [CIRAD], France) and Ms. Maria Julia Oliva (Union for Ethical BioTrade). A question-and-answer session was then held, followed by a general discussion.
94. The Intergovernmental Committee resumed the general discussion at the 3rd session of the meeting, on 25 February 2014.
95. A summary of the panel presentations, question-and-answer session and general discussion is contained in section B of annex II to the present report.
ITEM 5.
other matters

96. At the 5th session of the meeting, on 26 February 2014, the Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity reminded the Intergovernmental Committee that, to date, precisely 2,500 days remained until the deadline of achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets.
97. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 27 February 2014, the Intergovernmental Committee heard a short presentation by Mr. Hem Pande (India) about a Global E-Network set up by Government of India, during its Presidency of the eleventh meeting of the Conference of Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity. Designed to facilitate achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Target 16 through capacity-building, it was officially launched by the Executive Secretary to the Convention on 26 February 2014, during a side-event at the present meeting. The network was a platform for exchange of information and experiences among members to enable them to learn from each other and help the Protocol attain the required number of ratifications in time for the first meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Nagoya Protocol to take place in conjunction with the twelfth Conference of the Parties to the Convention in October 2014. It connected over 300 registered delegates, National Focal Points for the Convention and the Nagoya Protocol and other experts from across the globe. The United Nations Development Programme of India and United Nations Solution Exchange in India would extend technical support to anchor and moderate the network. 
ITEM 6.
adoption of the report

98. The present report was adopted at the [to be completed] session of the meeting, on [to be completed], on the basis of the draft report prepared by the Rapporteur (UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/L.1), as orally amended.
item 7.
closure of the meeting

99. Closing statements were made by the representatives of: [to be completed]

100. The meeting was closed at [to be completed].

-----
*UNEP/CBD/ICNP/3/1. 
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