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About 40 representatives of scientific organizations worldwide participated in the Science and Technical Meeting on Strengthening the Scientific Base of UNEP, held at UNEP from 12-13 January 2004.  The participants considered the Draft Synthesis Report on Strengthening the Scientific Base of UNEP (Science Initiative) which synthesized responses to GC decision 22 1 I A, and held in-depth discussions on these issues.

The following recommendations resulted from the meeting’s deliberations; the participants concluded that:

· This is an important UNEP initiative

· Science is essential to identify environmental problems and develop solutions

· Policy development should be based on best available knowledge

· The links between scientific research, monitoring, assessment and policy are essential.

To strengthen UNEP’s scientific base, central issues to be addressed include:

· Input is necessary from natural, social, engineering and health sciences

· Partnerships are essential, including those with 

- the international science community (e.g. ICSU and TWAS), 

- other components of the UN System (e.g. UNESCO), 

- ongoing and planned assessments 

- Multilateral Environmental Agreements.

Participants concluded that the responses to the GC questions provide an excellent point of departure for UNEP. The results are important both for the scientific and policy communities. Responses to the GC questions, especially to 2 (a) showed some unfulfilled needs and gaps with respect to assessment and monitoring of the environment and environmental change; they are included in the five clusters of Box 1 of the Synthesis Report.

This summary report of the S&T meeting focuses on two issues and makes recommendations on:

1. the potential of fulfilling these needs (linking them to the five clusters in Box 1 of the Synthesis Report) and thus strengthening the scientific basis of UNEP

2. Strengthening the scientific credibility of the GEO process.

In fulfilling some of the needs, two mechanism are suggested:


1. A targeted report concentrating particularly on the interlinkages of the drivers of change and sectors.  The following points were highlighted:

· Overarching are the Millennium Development Goals – i.e. mainstreaming environment into the development agenda;

· Meet the objectives of the Multi-lateral Environmental Agreements; UNEP has to engage with them and establish stronger links with the secretariats; 

· Meet the objectives of the Conventions and hence prepare such a report in partnership with the Conventions;

· Synthesize assessment reports that already address some of the interlinkages, (e.g. IPCC, CBD, MA, STAP report [project orientated] etc);

· Address scientific issues that are interlinked and where there exists a demand from a scientific and technical point of view;

· Map and streamline the “assessment landscape” and have an understanding of that landscape (e.g. the many assessments make it difficult for national governments to deal with them); consider also the policy landscape (MDG, EESD etc);

· The report should be policy orientated, including institutional arrangement, tools, methodology and indicators to help in implementing the outcomes;

· Capacity building should be incorporated right from the start – by involving experts and incorporating ongoing work, bearing in mind links to e.g., “The UN Decade of Education for Sustainable Development”;

· Incorporate the idea of “adaptive management” and learning circles, methodologies and data (including indigenous knowledge, quality and coverage, paying particular attention to quality control, and monitoring). Responses should undergo a “reality check”;

· It is suggested that the UNEP Executive Director set up an Advisory Committee to give focus to the issues/questions and the process. The issues to be tackled could be based on the responses to the GC questions and would be of a global or regional nature.

· The suggested Advisory Committee could include representatives from the Conventions, IGOs, NGOs and Assessments and would explore the focus and the process. To foster partnerships, the nominated group of experts should include representatives from different UNEP regions, from various assessments (both completed and in progress), from international scientific institutions and Conventions.

· The report should be linked to the GEO process and products.

2.
Strengthening the scientific credibility of the GEO process. In detail, recommendations include:

· There is a need to strengthen the linkages with assessments and the international science community through appropriate organizations (e.g., ICSU (including SCOPE), and the four global change research programs);

· Improve the review process;

· Ensure a sufficient number of collaborative centers with high scientific credibility be involved;


· Establish collaboration on capacity building with various institutions involved and link to, e.g., the UN Decade on Education for Sustainable Development, to ensure adequate capacity to undertake assessments and implement the findings;

· As one example, for GEO- 4, it is recommended to look specifically at climate change, biodiversity, desertification and land degradation interlinkages and feed the results into the envisaged interlinkages report.

In conclusion, it is essential to strengthen the scientific base of UNEP, but this meeting was seen by the meeting participants as a first step in a necessary process - much more is needed! Science must become more policy relevant and the scientific community is ready to contribute to this.

� Executive Director, International Council for Science (ICSU)
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