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Note by the Secretari at

1. In its decision 10/7, taken at its tenth session, the |ntergovernnental
Negoti ating Conmittee for t he Conventlon to Combat Desertification (I'NCD) invited
nmenbers to submit to the Interi mSecretariat suggesti ons on the nodalities of the
wor k of the Comm ssion on Science and Technol ogy (CST) on

(a) inventories of research, traditional and |ocal technol ogy,
know edge, know how and practices; and

(b) research priorities.

It further requested the Secretariat to submit a report based on the subm ssions
for consideration by the CST at its first session. This note is based on replies
fromten I NCD nenbers and t hree organi zations and i s i ntended to constitute that
report.

I nventories of research

2. The feasibility and utility of preparing gl obal inventories of research was
guesti oned by a nunmber of I NCD menbers and organi zati ons. Sonme nenbers expressed
the viewthat such preparation on a gl obal basis woul d be cunbersone and costly,
and the purpose unclear. A fuller discussion at the CST would need to precede
any further work in this area.

3. There may be a role for the CST in the standardi zati on of the presentation
of the data to be used in research inventories developed by regions or
subr egi ons.

Inventories of traditional know edge

4, The value and rel evance of traditional and |ocal technol ogy, know edge,
know how and practices i s recognized in the Convention to Conbat Desertification
(CCD) (article 18, paragraph 2(a); article 20, paragraph 6). As to inventories
of traditional and | ocal technol ogy, know edge, know how and practices, a numnber
of initiatives have already taken place, particularly in the Sahel region. In
1997, the Permanent Interstate Committee for Drought Control in the Sahel (ClLSS)
undert ook a study of rural know howin the areas of water and soil conservation

protection and restoration of soil and the analysis of data in managenent of
natural resources. The United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) has an
ongoing initiativeidentifying successful |and use practices, using indigenous
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and new technol ogi es. UNEP has joined with others in identifying and
di ssem nati ng successful soil and wat er conservation techni ques, and col | abor at es
with the I nternational Devel opment Research Centre of Canada inidentifying|oca
and traditional indicators. As well, the Cbservatoire du Sahara et du Sahel
(0SS) has produced "Stratégie 2000 de |'OSS" dealing with this matter.

5. Article 18, paragraph 2 (a) of the Convention provides that: "The Parties
shall, according to their respective capabilities, and subject to their
respective national |egislation and/or policies, protect, pronote and use in
particul ar relevant traditional and |ocal technol ogy, know edge, know how and
practices, and to that end, they undertake to:

(a) make inventories of such technology, know edge, know how and
practices and their potential uses with the participation of |oca
popul ati ons, and di ssemi nate such i nformati on, where appropriate, in
cooperation with relevant intergovernnmental and non-governnenta
organi zations."

6. Thus, the CCD contempl ates that such inventories will be prepared by the
Parties thensel ves (which could be undertaken in the | ocal or regional context).

7. Accordingly the CST might wish to focus on devel opi ng net hodol ogi es for
i nformation-sharing, dissenminating inventories and ways to link traditional
know edge to nodern technol ogi es and nethods. It might request the Secretariat
to prepare a commentary on the overall role of traditional and | ocal technol ogy
and how it mght be linked to nodern technol ogy, where appropriate.

8. The met hodol ogy devel oped for preparing i nventories night take account of
the need to examne factors leading to the success or failure of certain
t echni ques.

Research priorities

9. Research priorities vary from country to country, region to region,
continent to continent. Separate subjective and objective variables are at pl ay.
The Convention addresses research priorities in article 17, paragraph 2 as
follows: "Research priorities for particular regi ons and subregi ons, reflecting
different local conditions, should be included in action progranmres. The
Conference shall review research priorities periodically on the advice of the
Conmittee on Science and Technol ogy. "

10. Thus the Convention approaches the question of research priorities by
recogni zing the inportance of research priorities for particular regions and
subregi ons being included in action programes, and giving to the COP the role
of periodically reviewi ng such priorities, once established in the regional or
subregi onal context, on the advice of the CST.

11. The draft terns of reference of the CST (1 CCDY COP(1)/2) are consistent with
this approach. Article 2, paragraph (a)(iv) provides that the functions of the
CST i ncl ude advi sing "on possible research priorities for particul ar regi ons and
subregions, reflecting different |ocal conditions."

12. In this context, it may be appropriate for the CST to enbark on work on
research priorities once it is in receipt of national or other reports submtted
in accordance with article 10, paragraph 2(g) and informati on exchanged in the
context of article 16. Onerole of the CST in this area m ght thus be to nonitor
research priorities reported in the national reports. This manner of proceedi ng
woul d be consistent with the denand-driven approach and |ocal participation
enphasi zed by the Convention, and thus be closely Iinked to i npl ementation. The
CST could also then discuss and advise on participative and denand-driven
nmet hodol ogi es for the setting of research priorities. This work m ght al so be
enhanced following the setting up of a network of experts and organi zati ons.

13. The view was expressed in the submissions that in the prioritization
process, an assessnent is required of the degree to which research carried out
has been able to address real problens on the ground.



