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Background 
 
 
Since 2006, the ABS Capacity Development Initiative (ABS Initiative) has convened six Pan-
African workshops, as well as numerous training courses and workshops with a regional or 
issue-based focus, playing a critical role in building capacity on Access and Benefit Sharing 
(ABS) issues in Africa. This year’s workshop is the second of this kind to be hosted by South 
Africa. The first Pan-African ABS Workshop was held in the city of Cape Town in 2006. Since 
then, South Africa has remained a fervent participant and supporter of the ABS Initiative.  
 
This seventh edition of the Pan-African ABS Workshop took place after a very productive 
year committed to address the challenges of an extension of the ABS Initiative’s activities to 
the Caribbean and Pacific regions and to provide continuous support to a coherent, effective 
and harmonised implementation of the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources 
and Equitable Sharing of the Benefits Arising from their Utilisation to the Convention on 
Biological Diversity (Nagoya Protocol). 
 
In support to ABS capacity development in Africa in 2012, the ABS Initiative supported 
African negotiators for the preparation of the ICNP-21 in New Delhi, India and of the COP-112 
in Hyderabad, India. Further activities included (1) an indigenous and local communities 
preparatory meeting for COP-11 and a basic training course on links between ABS and 
intellectual property rights in Bujumbura, Burundi; (2) public, private partnership exchanges 
in Copenhagen, Denmark and Maputo, Mozambique; and (3) an expert workshop on ABS, 
forest and protected areas in Eschborn, Germany.  
 
Objectives of the Workshop 
 
During the 6th Pan African Workshop which took place in Limbé, Cameroon in January 2012, 
participants discussed, based on a gap analysis report on the African Model Law, the 
possibility of the development of practical guidelines for a more homogenous and unified 
implementation of the Nagoya Protocol in Africa. Following these discussions, the 
Department of Human Resources, Science and Technology of the African Union 
Commission requested the ABS Initiative to support the development of the suggested 
guidelines now referred to as the African Union Guidelines for a Coordinated Implementation 
of the Nagoya Protocol in Africa (African Union Guidelines). A draft summary of these 
guidelines was presented at the workshop and provided the framework for the thematic 
organisation of the event.  
 
The main objectives of the workshop were therefore to: 
 
 Collect reflections and comments on the draft summary of the African Union 

Guidelines. 
 

                                                 
1 The Second 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 Utilisation. 
2 The eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity. 
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 Present a practical example of national implementation by showcasing a local 
bioprospecting case, providing additional inputs for further discussion. 

 
 Reflect on the outcomes of the workshop on traditional knowledge that took place in 

Bengaluru, India in February 2013 and further discuss questions regarding 
documentation and valorisation of traditional knowledge.  

 
 Examine in further detail through thematic sessions, key practical issues related to 

ABS implementation, such as the relationship with protected areas, ABS and basic 
research, compliance, business and ABS, biocultural community protocols, etc. 

 
As in previous years, the main focus of this seventh edition of the Pan-African ABS 
Workshop was to develop capacity by bringing together ABS National Focal Points, 
indigenous and local communities, representatives of national competent authorities, non-
governmental organisations, research institutions, representatives of the private sector 
involved in biotrade and bioprospecting and participating donors countries while providing a 
forum for the exchange of experiences and lessons learnt in different countries. 
 
In addition, the workshop provided an opportunity to discuss the preparatory requirements for 
a not yet scheduled meeting of an expert group on Article 10 of the Nagoya Protocol and 
ICNP-3, tentatively scheduled for February 3rd - 7th 2014. Participants also had an opportunity 
to discuss the draft European Union regulation for implementing the Nagoya Protocol in an 
evening side event. 



6 

 

Outcomes 
 
 
The success of this workshop was assured by the very enthusiastic participation of more 
than 130 participants from more than 30 African countries. Participants were first introduced 
to the draft African Union Guidelines and key milestones of their development process 
providing an overall framework for further debates in relation to core issues relevant for 
national implementation of ABS throughout the entire event. Participants hence engaged in 
fruitful group discussions on various themes that had high relevance to the African Union 
Guidelines and which resulted in a set of recommendations to assist the revision of the 
current draft document. Over one full day dedicated to traditional knowledge, ways and 
means of documenting and/or recording traditional knowledge were discussed. The field visit 
to the Lippia javanica cultivation, distillation and oil-extraction community-based project in 
Giyani, Limpopo allowed the participants to explore in great detail a successful case of 
benefit sharing through scientific innovation and traditional knowledge. Over the five days, 
rich discussions highlighted the importance of an enabling environment for ABS, including an 
appropriate legislative and/or regulatory framework that will provide legal clarity with respect 
to ABS issues while ensuring the protection of traditional knowledge. 
 
Based on very constructive exchanges, group reflections and activities, the outcomes of the 
workshop were as follows: 
 
 An enhanced understanding of the content and usefulness of the African Union 

Guidelines and the process forward for their finalisation with a view to provide a 
coordinated and harmonious implementation of the Nagoya Protocol in Africa. 
 

 A better comprehension of the important linkages between ABS and other biodiversity 
related issues addressed by other international forums, in particular: 
 

(1) The interface between the Nagoya Protocol and the International Treaty on 
Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture (ITPGRFA) as well as 
relevant developments under the Commission on Genetic Resources for Food 
and Agriculture (CGRFA) in relation to the implementation of the Nagoya 
Protocol;  

 
(2) ABS in the context of protected areas, in particular the Programme of Work 
on Protected Areas (PoWPA) under the Convention on Biological Diversity 
(CBD). 

 
 An enhanced understanding of critical aspects that will facilitate ABS implementation 

at national level. Issues covered were simplified access for basic research, effective 
Prior Informed Consent (PIC) and Mutually Agreed Terms (MAT) processes, effective 
benefit-sharing negotiations and agreements with the private sector including the 
understanding of private sector business models, effective compliance procedures 
and the potential use of (biocultural) community protocols which clarify and facilitate 
interactions between indigenous and local communities and third parties. 



7 

 

 Some recommendations in support of the revision and the completion of the draft 
African Union Guidelines. 
 

 An enriched appreciation of the ways and means to document, record and valorise 
traditional knowledge. 
 

 Identification of challenges and recommendations for future capacity building work 
under the ABS Initiative, e.g. on the linkages between ABS, traditional knowledge, 
intellectual property rights, protected areas, the ITPGRFA, GR utilization and 
business models including biotrade for effective national implementation of the 
Nagoya Protocol.  
 

 The initiation of the process and coordination of the African Group with respect to 
Article 10 consultations and nomination of experts by each country for meetings of 
the Convention on Biological Diversity (emerging from an event to African 
stakeholders only) 
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Process 
 
 
Welcome and Introduction 
 
Technical Opening 
 
Dr Andreas Drews Manager, ABS Capacity Development Initiative and Dr Moscow Marumo, 
Chief Director, Biodiversity Planning and Management from the South African Department of 
Environmental Affairs (DEA) and ABS National Focal Point of South Africa welcomed the 
participants to the 7th Pan African ABS Workshop and wished them a productive week. 
 
Programme Overview and Getting to Known Each Other 
 
This short session introduced the five day programme of this 7th Pan-African ABS Workshop, 
as well as the different stakeholder groups (e.g. researchers, ABS National Focal Points, 
indigenous and local communities, private sector representatives, etc.) and the team 
members of the ABS Initiative. A short introduction exercise showed that out of the fifteen 
countries that had ratified the Nagoya Protocol, seven were African countries. Out of these 
seven African countries, three had representatives in the meeting. Representatives of two 
other African countries confirmed that they were in the process of ratifying the Protocol within 
the next six months. 
 
From Limbé to Phalaborwa, Experiences on the Way 
 
This opening and inter-active presentation provided a detailed overview of the ABS 
Initiative’s various activities and work throughout 2012. It was highlighted that the ABS 
Initiative’s work is based on five interactive core and support processes and aimed at 
advancing the ABS Initiative’s overall goal3 of developing enabling environments for the 
implementation of the third objective of the CBD and of the Nagoya Protocol. The five 
interactive core and support processes4, which describe the basic areas of intervention of the 
ABS Initiative for ABS capacity development, are the following: support to ratification, 
national/regional implementation, value chain establishment, amplifying ABS processes and 
(sub-)regional capacity development coordination for relevant international processes. 
 
 
 

                                                 
3  The overall goal of the ABS Initiative is to contribute – based on business partnerships between South and 
North at a “level playing field” – to poverty reduction, food security, technology transfer, social development 
including equity and rights, and biodiversity conservation through implementing the Nagoya Protocol (NP) on ABS 
and the third objective of the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) in its entirety:  
“The fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising from the utilisation of genetic/biological resources and of 
traditional knowledge associated with genetic resources, including by appropriate access to genetic resources 
and by appropriate transfer of relevant technologies taking into account all rights over those resources and to 
technologies, and by appropriate funding“ 
 
4  Core processes are the essential inputs of a project to the development goal, are unique in nature and deliver 
a direct contribution toward achieving the project objectives. Support processes facilitate and enable the other 
processes to operate. 
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Official Opening of the Workshop 
 
 Welcome address by the donors of the ABS Capacity Development Initiative to the 

participants of the 7th Pan-African ABS workshop: 
 

Bente Herstad, Policy Director, Department for Climate, Energy and Environment of 
NORAD under the Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 
Andreas Künne, Head of the Department for Economy and International Affairs, 
German Embassy in South Africa. 
Rajae Chafil, Spécialiste de Programme Négociations Internationales sur 
l’Environnement et le Développement Durable, Institut de la Francophonie pour le 
Développement. 
Mahlet Teshome, Project Officer in the Directorate of Human Resources, Science 
and Technology of the African Union Commission.  

 
 Official opening of the workshop by H.E. Edna Molena, the South African Minister of 

Water and Environmental Affairs who was introduced by the Executive Mayor of BA – 
Phalaborwa Local Municipality, Nomvula Sono.  

 The official opening ceremony ended with the symbolic handover of the second 
royalty payment to the National Traditional Healers Committee of Limpopo by the 
Minister. 

 
 
African Union Guidelines for a Coordinated Implementation of the Nagoya Protocol: 
Background, Overview, Status Quo 
  
This session introduced the African Union Guidelines and presented a summary of the draft 
document to the participants. Presentations gave a brief overview of the technical and 
political process and of the key milestones in the development of the guidelines and then 
concentrated on the content of the guidelines. The elaboration of the guidelines followed the 
approach recommended as a result of consultations during the 6th Pan African workshop in 
Limbé, Cameroun where the need for a more homogenous and unified implementation of the 
Nagoya Protocol was highlighted. 
 
After the presentations, the plenary discussion touched on the following points: 
 
 How the African Union Guidelines could support preparations for ICNP-3. 
 The necessity to circulate the French, Spanish and Portuguese versions of the 

African Union Guidelines as soon as possible to allow all countries from the African 
region to support the development of the guidelines in a more effective and timely 
manner. 

 The African Union Guidelines provide elements to facilitate the implementation of the 
Nagoya Protocol at national level. 

 The importance of having a flexible process in the development of the guidelines in 
order to adapt to continuing developments at the international level.  

 Similarly to the African Model Law, the African Union Guidelines are meant to provide 
voluntary guidance and as such no African state is obliged to follow them.  
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 It was recognised and highlighted that the “utilisation of genetic resources” is creating 
the benefits to be shared. Considering that utilisation in many cases is conditional 
upon access to these resources, promoting conditions for access to genetic 
resources and a harmonised access system could make Africa more interesting for 
users of genetic resources, prevent competition between African countries and 
provide greater legal clarity and certainty for users. 

 While PIC contributes to ensuring compliance, MAT is essential to direct benefits to 
indigenous and local communities. 

 Collaboration and exchange of information between neighbouring countries are 
essential to stop “biopiracy”.   

 The potential for the African Union Commission to establish a database to identify 
non-compliant users and trustworthy collaborators as a way to prevent “biopiracy”. 

 
Participants were encouraged to provide their inputs and/or comments on the draft African 
Union Guidelines during the week and/or in writing via email before 2nd April 2013. 
 
 
Update on the Access and Benefit Sharing in the Arena of Food and Agriculture: 
Commission on Genetic Resources on Food and Agriculture (CGRFA) of the Food and 
Agriculture Organisation (FAO) 
 
This presentation discussed some aspects of the interfaces between the Nagoya Protocol on 
ABS and the ITPGRFA, more particularly whether or not there was a need for additional legal 
instruments for genetic resources for food and agriculture under the CGRFA. It was 
highlighted that the objectives for ABS in the food sector are related to food security and 
therefore require continuous access to the global commons. Generally, different genetic 
resource sectors imply different features and uses which require different considerations and 
treatments. For example, animal genetic resources, aquatic resources and micro-organisms 
are very different in their characteristics and uses from the plant sector where, additionally to 
these divergences, resources are continuously exchanged. Micro-organisms have a wide 
range of uses in the agriculture industry or the research sector. The special features of 
GRFA have led to decoupling benefit sharing from individual provider, and individual genetic 
resource into a global fund. It provides a multilateral system of access and benefit-sharing. 
This system has a simple, transparent and sufficiently flexible structure. It is built upon 
existing practice of exchange and aims at pooling resources together. The implementation of 
the Nagoya Protocol and the ITPGRFA should be carried out in a mutually supportive 
manner at the national level. It is important to note that the ITPGRFA is currently regulating 
the access and benefit sharing of 64 cultivated plants and that the Nagoya Protocol does not 
apply to the crop plants listed in Annex 1 of the ITPRGFA when they are used for the 
purposes set out under the Treaty.  
 
In the subsequent discussion, participants raised some concerns in terms of determining 
which genetic resources actually fall under the scope of the Nagoya Protocol and therefore 
which of the two instruments should apply to specific genetic resources.  
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Introduction to the Field Trip: South African Regulations and Valorisation of Lippia 
javanica 
 
South African Access and Benefit Sharing Regulations  
 
The presentation provided a brief but comprehensive overview of the South African 
legislative framework and current requirements relevant to the use of genetic resources for 
fundamental research and commercialisation in the context of ABS. Various awareness 
raising and capacity building initiatives carried out by the DEA were presented. Key 
challenges were also highlighted, more particularly the lack of a national system for the 
verification of legitimate knowledge, the lack of transboundary cooperation on shared 
resources and traditional knowledge and the lack of enforcement mechanisms once genetic 
resources have been exported for bioprospecting and biotrade. Lessons learnt presented 
underlined that a one size fits all approach is not feasible for bioprospecting and biotrade 
activities and that it was essential to establish a mechanism that will monitor and track the 
utilisation of genetic resources by national and foreign research and development companies 
for commercial product development.  
 
The plenary discussion that followed provided some clarifications on the fact that in the 
South African ABS legislation, national and foreign users needed to fulfil the same 
requirements. However, an international organisation has to partner with a local company to 
apply for a permit. Attention was also drawn to the need for national legislation on ABS to be 
flexible enough to enable any necessary amendments that will address both local 
circumstances and international relevant treaties. 
 
Valorisation of the Lippia javanica: Benefit Sharing through Scientific Innovation and 
Traditional knowledge 
 
This presentation gave background information on the successful story of the collaboration 
between the Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR) of South Africa and 
traditional health practitioners whose traditional knowledge led to the discovery and 
commercialisation of a mosquito (including malaria mosquito carriers) repellent candle. The 
repellent, product of a technology developed by the CSIR, is based on the active ingredients 
of the Lippia javanica, a medicinal plant indigenous to tropical and subtropical Africa that is 
not found in any of the current repellents on the market. The research showed that the CSIR-
developed mosquito-repellent candle is significantly more efficient at repelling mosquitoes 
when compared to the current products on the market. A benefit sharing agreement was 
established and resulted into a first benefit payment to the traditional healers in July 2012 
and then a second benefit payment made during the opening ceremony of this workshop. 
The presentation also highlighted the importance of an appropriate and conducive legal 
framework for this type of collaboration and provided great details on the value chain from 
the knowledge holders to market/sales distribution. The Lippia javanica project illustrates the 
value of bringing together biodiversity, indigenous knowledge and scientific innovation not 
only for the generation of health benefits but also for the generation of benefits for knowledge 
holders and of economic opportunities for rural and indigenous communities.  
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Field Trip: The Lippia javanica Case   
 
Site Visits to the Lippia javanica Cultivation, Distillation and Oil-Extraction Community-Based 
Project in Giyani, Limpopo 
 
The field trip consisted of three site visits and was concluded by a panel and plenary 
discussion. The first site visit offered the participants the opportunities to observe L. javanica 
in the wild. There, traditional healers explained that local populations have traditionally 
utilised the L. javanica as a mosquito repellent, wiping its branches on their skin and at the 
entrance of their homes or burning it in an open fire at night. They also use it, inter alia, as a 
cough and cold remedy, to treat skin problems or to bring down fevers and treat malaria. 
Traditional healers also explained that they worked closely with the CSIR to identify the 
chemotype of the plant species with superior mosquito repellent properties. This specific 
chemotype was then domesticated and used for cultivation. The second site visit allowed the 
participants to meet local farm workers of a L. javanica plantation while the third and last site 
visit at the processing facility gave them the possibility to learn about the oil distillation 
process and candle production. 
 
 Stakeholders of the Lippia javanica value chain and their interrelations  

 
The following is a summary of the main issues discussed during the panel and plenary 
discussions that took place after these three site visits:  
 
 The project implementation in Giyani is the result of an on-going collaboration 

between the Department of Environmental Affairs, the CSIR, the Department of 
Science and Technology, the National Traditional Healers Committee and the 
Maswanganyi and Mabunda communities in Giyani. This community-based 
production process development project aimed to create job opportunities and 
promote the advancement of women in the agricultural sector through the sustainable 
use of biodiversity and traditional knowledge. 
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 Traditional knowledge is at the origin of the development of this initiative. The 
success of this entire project and collaboration highlights the importance of bridging 
the gap between traditional knowledge and scientific knowledge. This type of 
scientific research, i.e. the extraction of the bioactive ingredient, is guided by 
traditional knowledge.  

 South Africa’s major aim is to redress the injustice from the past. This is a 
demonstration project; there is therefore no return of investment for the government 
other than the creation of economic opportunities for and skills transfer to local and 
indigenous communities.   

 The CSIR is running other research programmes on the potential of other plants 
provided by traditional healers but these research programmes have not yet reached 
the research and development stage. 

 Typically, the private sector gets involved early in the development cycle to provide 
necessary market and design advice. 

 The CSIR took the lead in negotiating the commercial terms for a licence with 
Zollhaus, a private sector company whose expertise lies in developing and 
positioning products in key market segments, to formulate a patented extract into 
mosquito repellent products for distribution and sale to local and export markets. The 
CSIR does not retain any dividends. All the royalties negotiated under the licence 
are/will be paid in full to the knowledge holders. 

 Although the knowledge is widely shared, the benefits as set in the benefit sharing 
agreement only go to the traditional healers who conveyed this specific knowledge to 
the CSIR. 

 The regulation with regard to who will receive the benefit will depend on the benefit 
sharing agreement negotiated between users and providers. This agreement will 
have to be presented to the Minister and approved by her.  

 
Reflection on the Field Trip 
 
To introduce the next session dedicated to traditional knowledge, participants first were 
invited to reflect in groups on the Lippia javanica case and the South African effort to develop 
and promote an enabling environment for the development of value chains.  
 
The following is a summary of the points reported by each reflection group: 
 
 The private sector needs to be involved as early as possible in the development life 

cycle to provide the advice needed on the further development of a product. 
 This case illustrates a concrete valorisation of a genetic resource with associated 

traditional knowledge i.e. commitment from both the research sector and the private 
sector along with the support of government and the participation of knowledge 
holders and communities is a recipe for success. 

 The high involvement of the state. 
 The elements of technology, innovation and transfer to business were very effective. 

However, considering that this knowledge is widely spread, the benefit-sharing 
agreement would need to benefit the wider community. 

 A public consultation process is necessary in order to identify all the beneficiaries of a 
knowledge prior to the minister’s approval of benefit sharing agreements.  
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 The good organisation of traditional healers. This case highlights the unusual fact that 
traditional healers took the initiative to approach a research organisation and share 
their knowledge.  

 The need for funds and investments. 
 The question of how the government will anticipate the development of independent 

community crop organisations needs to be explored.  
 The South African legislation does not undermine traditional knowledge holders. 
 The identification of proper institutional mechanisms in the legislation and the 

communities to address ABS. 
 The issue of traditional knowledge, traditional healers and their custodian role. 
 Land tenure systems should be supporting the ABS process so that communities 

living from the land have some returns as well. 
 To ensure awareness-raising at community level so that more communities may grow 

this crop and further the empowerment of women in agriculture. 
 The end product, the candle, is too expensive for the communities to benefit from it. 

Considering the issue of malaria in this region of South Africa, these candles should 
be more accessible to rural and poor communities, in particular those who contribute 
to its production. 

 The innovative aspect of the transaction did not really come out. 
 Where is the part of the model that is looking at the biodiversity consumption, 

conservation and sustainable use aspects? Is there provision in the South African 
legislation to address this? 

 
The outcomes of the reflection exercise underlined the multifaceted nature of ABS as per the 
various clusters highlighted by the various groups such as the market, intellectual property 
rights and knowledge, how ABS contributes to conservation and sustainable use of biological 
diversity, research and development, what is the role of government in product development 
scheme, resources utilisation and gender. A good ABS agreement should address many 
different aspects. Participants felt that all these identified aspects should be given 
consideration in the Initiative’s future work. 
 
 
Traditional knowledge: Documentation, Valorisation and Compliance 
 
In response to a set of articles under the Nagoya Protocol which require that Parties adopt 
certain measures in relation to traditional knowledge, a number of countries are starting to 
document existing indigenous and/or traditional knowledge or considering how to protect 
traditional knowledge and are identifying which traditional knowledge has potential for 
research and development. Identifying who the knowledge holders are is also essential for 
the fair and equitable share of the benefits. Recording traditional knowledge is therefore 
becoming more and more important. The following presentations provided an overview of 
and discussed two different ways of referencing traditional knowledge: knowledge libraries 
and the traditional knowledge commons approach at a community’s level. 
 
The Traditional Knowledge Digital Library of India 
 
This presentation provided an insightful overview of India’s streamlining and pioneering 
approach to traditional knowledge resulting in the development of the Indian Traditional 
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Knowledge Digital Library (TKDL) and its integrated Global Bio-piracy Watch System related 
to Indian traditional medicine systems. The aim of this innovative tool is to make information 
on Indian traditional knowledge available to international patent offices in order to prevent 
false patents based on this knowledge, i.e. misappropriation or bio-piracy attempts by third 
parties. Considering the novelty, utility and effectiveness of the TKDL to prevent the granting 
of false patents, various countries have already shown interest in replicating the model and 
create their own TKDL. 
 
The National Recordal System of South Africa 
 
This presentation provided a useful preview of the National Recordal System (NRS) of South  
Africa. The NRS is an ambitious initiative of the Department of Science and Technology 
aimed at preserving, protecting, recording and promoting South Africa’s invaluable wealth of 
indigenous knowledge for the socio-economic and development benefits of local 
communities. The NRS will operate an online repository platform for oral forms of indigenous 
knowledge and create a legal framework for the dissemination of this knowledge in support 
of ABS national and international law. The collection of unrecorded indigenous knowledge is 
facilitated by the introduction of innovative and new technologies and the use of a bottom up 
approach which promotes the respect of the cultural and traditional rules of knowledge 
holders. 
 
A Traditional Knowledge Commons 
 
This presentation examined the concept of traditional knowledge commons as a potential 
approach to the protection and use of traditional knowledge. Creating a common pool where 
the knowledge is shared amongst members would avoid intergenerational traditional 
knowledge to be lost and allow it to be continuously renewed. Such a mechanism could 
serve as an interface not only between the communities and the law but also between the 
communities and the various potential users (businesses, researchers, etc.) of their 
traditional knowledge. Establishing a set of rules on how the knowledge is to be accessed 
and used will avoid any utilisation without the prior informed consent of the knowledge 
holders. Traditional knowledge could be further protected by a set of user licenses for the 
various usages through which communities could define what form benefits should take and 
require compliance with customary laws that govern the use of their traditional knowledge. 
For example, the Kukula Traditional Health Practitioners of Bushbuckridge in South Africa 
decided, as a result of the development process of a biocultural community protocol (BCP), 
to create a traditional knowledge commons where individual knowledge is shared amongst 
members. Rules on how to access and use the knowledge are included in their BCP.  
 
Panel Discussion 
 
This session devoted to traditional knowledge was concluded by a panel discussion and was 
then opened for discussion with participants. The following is a summary of the issues 
discussed: 
 
 The Indian TKDL model is ahead of time and is related to Indian traditional medicine 

systems only. Although it is applicable to South Africa, research showed that South 
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Africa needed to develop a system unique to South Africa and related to its own 
traditional medicine and knowledge.  

 There are fundamental differences between the India TKDL and the South African 
NRS. Indian traditional knowledge is documented in writing while in South Africa, 
traditional knowledge is mostly in oral state. The Indian TKDL is designed as 
defensive protection in the context of the patent systems. The South African NRS is 
currently a repository system of traditional knowledge and practices. However, the 
move towards a search and recording system is in progress. It will be an online 
research tool but as opposed to the Indian system, it will allow communities to track 
the information they provide and any existing agreement. The system will offer three 
level of access – free, confidential and secret. Six levels of agreements will be 
required from potential users of the database (e.g. the use of a license to access a 
specific traditional knowledge). The NRS will verify if every user is compliant. 

 Another major difference between the Indian and South African systems is that in 
India, traditional knowledge of the Ayurveda and other well documented traditional 
health systems belongs to the State. No one has received any direct benefits. With 
the South African system, benefits have already been conveyed and will continue to 
be provided to the knowledge holders in line with the national ABS framework.  

 The Department of Science and Technology carried out an audit on the different 
traditional knowledge database systems which currently exist in South Africa and will 
enter in agreement with them in order to include the knowledge collected into the 
NRS. Cooperation is therefore important for various reasons but essentially because 
both civil society and government can bring different experiences from working with 
communities. 

 The goal of the NRS is to record as much knowledge as possible. However, it is 
important to note that for the communities taking part in the NRS project is completely 
optional. The project is currently in its first phase where the main themes for collection 
are food (for food security reason) and medicine. The scope then will expand to other 
themes such as indigenous knowledge and astronomy.  

 As far as the process is concerned, the NRS went from cataloguing to validation 
which includes both community’s validation and scientific validation. 

 The NSR does not deal with issues related to shared-knowledge. However, this could 
be taken care of by another body. 

 The cost of setting up a TKDL like database in the region is substantial. The costs 
and maintenance of the South African system are important. The system needs 
continuous update because traditional knowledge is very dynamic in South Africa as 
opposed to the Indian TKDL which is frozen in time. 

 The communities and traditional healers are very much part of the NRS project 
development process. They are involved in the design of the database and different 
focus groups (craft, healers, food, etc.) have been established. For this system to 
work, it is important that the communities have a certain level of control over it. 

 The Kukula Traditional Health Practitioners of Bushbuckridge (300/400 members) 
consider themselves as custodians of their surrounding biodiversity and wish to keep 
their knowledge within their members. They have organised themselves into a 
committee to bring their knowledge together. Hence, they need to all agree to share 
their knowledge with third parties. The development of a BCP helped them to be 
more knowledgeable about the law. They are currently setting a disclosure 
agreement with a small local cosmetic company to research the use of some of 
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genetic resources associated with their traditional knowledge. If any research leads to 
the development of cosmetic products, an ABS agreement will then be negotiated. 
With regard to the NRS, more information is necessary to make the decision to be 
part of the project. 

 South African ABS legislation is already protecting traditional knowledge for the 
benefit of the communities. Some negotiations are currently happening with regard to 
mandatory disclosure of traditional knowledge associated with genetic resources in 
the Patent Amendment Bill. 

 WIPO has brought traditional knowledge to the fore. Traditional knowledge is not new 
as it has been passed on from generations. This already in itself defies the patent 
criteria. It is always oral and is usually owned by an entire community. One can 
understand the concerns of the private sector but a balance must be found. 

 The protection of traditional knowledge commons through a licence will fall under the 
law of contract and the national legislation on the use of traditional knowledge 

 Bioeconomy refers to a set of economic activities involving the invention, 
development, production and use of biological products and processes. 

 BCPs create better certainty for businesses as it clarifies the path on how to interact 
with communities.  

 It is important to protect and preserve the ecosystems, systems of values and cultures 
on which traditional knowledge is based so that traditional knowledge does not die or 
disappear. 

 There is a clear need for building capacity in the field of creating systems as the 
TKDL, the NRS or traditional knowledge commons. 

 
 
Introduction to Thematic Sessions 
 
Participants were introduced to the thematic sessions and invited to participate in four (two 
morning sessions; two afternoon sessions) out of six thematic sessions. These were as 
follows:  
 

1. Interface between ABS and Protected Areas 
2. Research and Development, Business and Benefits Sharing Models and Interface 

between Biotrade and ABS 
3. Simplified Access to Basic Research 
4. Compliance in Africa 
5. Biocultural Community Protocols 
6. Interface between the Nagoya Protocol and the ITPGRFA 

 
 
Side Event 
 
The European Union Draft Regulation on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and 
Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilisation in the Union 
 
Søren Mark Jansen, Danish Ministry of the Environment, presented the process and the 
main features of the European Union Draft Regulation on Access to Genetic Resources and 
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the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilisation in the Union. 
Subsequently, participants had the opportunity to ask questions, raise concerns and enter 
into vivid discussions. Based on the current features of the document major concerns were 
raised with regard to, among others, the issue of traditional knowledge which will be dealt 
with by member states in their national legislation, the provisions for due diligence, 
checkpoints, material transfer agreements and new utilisations of genetic resources. 
 
 
Report Back on the Thematic Sessions 
 
The following tables provide a summary of the points highlighted in each thematic session. 
 
 

Theme 1 Interface between ABS and Protected Areas:  
This session discussed why this topic is important, what should be 
done and what ABS processes can learn from the protected area 
programme of work. The case studies of Ivory Coast, Kenya and 
South Africa’s practices illustrated the purpose of this thematic 
session. 

Discussion Summary 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Some of the main 
outcomes of the 

sessions 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The group was informed of current discussions within the ABS 
Initiative on the linkages between ABS and protected areas, 
illustrated by country examples: 
 ABS & protected areas share complementary legal frameworks 

(CBD PoWPA and Nagoya Protocol at international level). 
 Protected areas can benefit from research & bioprospecting 

(contribution to sustainable financing, non-monetary benefits 
such as sharing of research results). 

 ABS can contribute to conservation and sustainable use by 
providing an incentive. 

 Both frameworks face common governance challenges.  
 The implementation of the Nagoya Protocol will provide legal 

clarity regarding access to genetic resources. Protected areas 
governance could benefit from the clarification of procedures, 
e.g. with regard to land/resource rights issues relevant for 
establishing Payment for Ecosystem Services schemes. 

 
 Protected areas are bioprospecting hotspots (natural abundance 

of species; taxonomy well documented, research areas) – thus 
the implementation of the Nagoya Protocol needs to consider 
particularities of protected areas and vice versa. 

 Resource rights in protected areas, including in buffer zones, are 
often complex: rights have often been given to different actors 
for specific uses – but who has the right to grant access to 
genetic resources and to receive benefits in these situations? 

 When a genetic resource is found both within and outside of a 
protected area, how to make sure that local communities / 
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Solutions suggested 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
How to support 
countries in the 

implementation?  
 

landowners outside of the protected areas are involved in ABS 
negotiations and receive benefits in return for their custodianship 
of the resource? 

 How to deal with rights situations where local communities have 
in the past been forcibly displaced to make room for a protected 
area? 
 

 For implementation of the Nagoya Protocol, countries need to 
clarify from the onset the rights to grant access to genetic 
resources under different land tenure situations, including in 
protected areas and their surrounding buffer and use zones.  

 Access rules for genetic resources occurring both within and 
outside of Protected areas need to be harmonised / streamlined 

 Access to genetic resources for bioprospecting in strictly 
conserved protected areas (IUCN category I) needs to be 
discussed in order to determine whether it could be allowed in 
certain circumstances. 

 For the local custodians of genetic resources and traditional 
knowledge to benefit from ABS, all types of protected areas 
governance should be recognised, especially Indigenous and 
Community Conserved Areas (example: community 
conservancies in Namibia). 
 

The ABS Initiative will be producing: 
 Policy Briefs on the linkages for ABS and protected area policy 

makers. 
 Guidelines on ABS for protected area managers. 

 

Theme 2 Research and Development, Business and Benefit Sharing 
Models and Interface between Biotrade and ABS:  
This session discussed private sector’s expectations and how to 
develop a successful partnership while demonstrating that well 
negotiated Prior Informed Consent and Mutually Agreed Terms can 
become opportunities for the conservation of the environment and 
poverty alleviation 

Discussion Summary 
 
 

 
Some of the main 

outcomes of the 
sessions 

 
 
 

The focus of the group discussions was placed on understanding 
private sector’s operations and expectations in order to negotiate 
better benefit-sharing agreements. 
 
 Businesses access and use genetic resources in various ways. 

Different sectors have different models and needs. The three 
key factors to identify how they operate are:  
• Their industry sector (agriculture, cosmetic, etc.). 
• Their position in the supply chain (e.g. in the user or provider 

country). 
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Solutions suggested 
to address these 

needs 
 

 
 
 

• Their activities (e.g. from basic collection of samples to in 
depth research). 

 Identifying the appropriate sector will define the time frame 
under which the utilisation and potential marketing of genetic 
resources are done. For instance, research and development in 
the agriculture sector can take up to six months as opposed to 
the pharmaceuticals where research can take up to twenty 
years. 

 From the ‘field to the shelves’, a basic business approach 
emerges. Generally, genetic resources go through five key 
phases which are as follows: 
• Research and development: validate an activity on a specific 

genetic resource. 
• Business plan: validate a market for this activity and 

feasibility of the production. 
• Production: when necessary, set up the production of the 

genetic/biological resource. 
• Marketing: activities to sell the product or service containing 

the genetic resource. 
 Investments from private actors increase at each stage, but 

financial returns only start to materialise at the marketing phase. 
 PIC and MAT cannot forecast and take everything into account 

at the inception of the process. For instance, in the South 
African legislation, PIC occurs at the discovery phase and at the 
commercialisation phase. 

 Different benefits can be required at different points in time of 
the relationship between a user and a provider. 

 In all cases, benefit-sharing negotiations will be specific to the 
requirements of both the user and provider and their approach to 
the entire process. 

 The provider’s approach in defining the benefits that matter to 
him can include the following: 
• Needs expressed by the local actors where the collection or 

research and development are taking place. 
• Regional or national strategies to support the emergence of 

some business sectors or capacities (e.g. research and 
development in Costa Rica). 

• The estimated value of genetic resources and associated 
traditional knowledge. 

 
Different approaches to benefit-sharing are translated into different 
benefit-sharing models. However, the above points constitute a 
good starting point for: 
 Understanding the specificities of user requirements. 
 Outlining benefit-sharing and protection of property rights 

requirements.  
Such an understanding could avoid agreements that fail. Feedback 
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How to support 
countries in the 

implementation of the 
compliance 
provisions? 

from the business community show that their requirements are often 
perceived to be either good or bad, with very little recognition of the 
fact that utilisation of genetic resources is a process. 
 
Appropriate national legislation could provide guidance for benefit-
sharing agreements. 
 
Training on R&D / Business Models with regard to the utilization of 
genetic resources 
 

 
 

Theme 3 Simplified Access for Basic Research:  
This session focussed on access to genetic resources and 
traditional knowledge in relation to basic research and applied 
research 

Discussion Summary 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Some of the main 
outcomes of the 

sessions 
and solutions 

suggested 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The groups discussed access to genetic resources and associated 
traditional knowledge in the context of Article 8 (a) of the Nagoya 
Protocol, which provides for, among others, simplified measures on 
access for non-commercial research purposes. Further, participants 
discussed what basic research may represent and how it is normally 
distinguished from applied research. Participants exchanged on 
their experiences and gave practical examples of how access in the 
context of basic research is regulated in their respective country. 
Finally, the draft Template Basic ABS Agreement with non-
commercial purpose, which has been developed in conjunction with 
the African Union Guidelines, was presented.  
 
 The participants agreed that it is key to have a clear definition of 

what is “basic research”. The distinction was made between 
research with non-commercial purpose (generation of scientific 
knowledge, development of tools/techniques) and research with 
commercial purpose (research and innovation for the 
development of products based on genetic resources and/or 
associated traditional knowledge; implementation of a 
commercialisation strategy for products based on genetic 
resources and/or associated traditional knowledge). 

 Further, it was highlighted that clear criteria for the identification 
of a change of intent are needed. The following elements were 
discussed to help identify the change from a research project 
with non-commercial purpose to one with commercial purpose:  

• Objective of the research and its evolution 
• Type of publication 
• Filing of a patent (and its objective) 
• Other instruments of verification of the innovation 
• Monitoring of the utilisation of the patent  
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• Existence of a business plan 
 In light of this, participants also discussed the possibility to 

rethink the concept of research with non-commercial or 
commercial intent and to only distinguish the phases along the 
chain of research and development and commercialisation (see 
for example, the South African approach: exploratory phase – 
developing phase – commercialisation phase). 

 Finally, participants also commented on the draft Template 
Basic ABS Agreement with non-commercial purpose and 
pointed out that it is crucial to include annual continuous 
reporting obligations to ensure an effective monitoring, in 
particular with a view to a change of intent. Also, the possibility 
of joint patents (provider/user) was highlighted as a desirable 
option in the context of the more comprehensive ABS 
agreement at a later stage. Participants also suggested 
visualising the permitting system (application form + ABS 
agreements) to allow a better understanding of the roles and the 
process.  

 
Prerequisites for an effective ABS system at the national level are 1) 
a well organised institutional structure, which also includes 
representatives of indigenous and local communities, 2) a clear 
regulatory framework, and 3) well negotiated contracts. In addition, 
a harmonised approach at the sub-regional level is desirable. 

 
 

Theme 4 Compliance in Africa:  
Compliance is the cornerstone of the Nagoya Protocol. This session 
examined the various compliance provisions in the Protocol and 
their implementation at national level. 

Discussion Summary 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Some of the main 

outcomes of the 
sessions 

 
 
 
 

The groups discussed compliance with ABS requirements of 
provider countries, compliance with MAT, monitoring of the 
utilisation of genetic resources and compliance with the Protocol. 
 
Countries of the region are mostly providers of genetic resources 
and, with the exception of South African, have not yet addressed the 
implementation of the compliance provisions. 
 
 The need for awareness-raising at national level at various 

levels was stressed. 
 In order to support compliance with ABS requirements of 

provider countries, need to raise awareness of both providers 
and users of genetic resources. 

 Need for clear ABS procedures to support compliance. 
 Need to ensure proper consultation process in the development 
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countries in the 
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compliance 
provisions? 

 

of ABS national measures. Need to involve providers in the 
development of national ABS measures (e.g. private companies 
as providers of resources) or indigenous and local communities 
to ensure their effectiveness.  

 Need to raise awareness of providers of how ABS works in 
practice in different sectors to ensure that the measures are in 
line with the practice. 

 
 National nodes to be developed at the country level could take 

the lead in building awareness and capacity at the national level. 
 Website of the ABS Initiative could provide additional information 

regarding the outcomes of its activities such as the various 
workshops and trainings in order to assist national focal points in 
further disseminating this information at the national level and 
providing input to the national reflection. 

 To make available tools that can be used at national level such 
as the Communication, Education and Public Awareness Guide 
(commonly called CEPA Guide) which assist countries in raising 
awareness. 

 Make available awareness-raising material to inform 
governments about how different users/sectors using genetic 
resources operate in practice in order to inform the development 
of national measures and facilitate compliance.  

 Need for financial support to assist countries in carrying out 
these awareness-raising activities. 

 
 With respect to compliance with MAT:  

Need for support in better understanding the types of measures 
that should be included in MAT, such as options regarding 
dispute settlement mechanisms, how private international law 
would apply to ABS contracts. 

 Check points: 
What could be relevant check points?  How to determine this? 

 
 

Theme 5 Biocultural Community Protocols:  
This session provided a comprehensive overview on what is meant 
by BCPs and their valuable role in simplifying and clarifying the 
interaction between the communities and third parties in relation to 
access to genetic resources associated with traditional knowledge. 

Discussion Summary 
 
 
 
 

The focus of this session was on the use of BCPs to facilitate ABS 
agreements involving communities. The group discussed the role of 
BCPs as community developed tools to support dialogue and 
constructive collaboration between various stakeholders. BCPs 
support communities to understand and engage with ABS 
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regulations or other relevant laws and help provide clarity and 
certainty to governments, researchers, and other actors on matters 
pertaining to obtaining PIC and MAT.  
 
 BCPs provide a helpful interface between customary law and 

national law. Though a challenge can arise when local 
government authority overlaps with traditional community 
authorities. 

 BCPs can provide clarity on identification of the community, 
customary procedures and decision-making processes, which 
are important when obtaining PIC and entering into MAT. 

 The BCP process is an effective tool to support communities in 
deciding if and how they wish to take part in ABS agreements.  

 It was discussed that BCP is an evolving process and the 
document should adapt to the need expressed by a specific 
community at a particular time depending on the circumstances.  

 Similar processes or instruments have been developed by local 
communities and in some cases BCP processes can build on 
these and in others a BCP will not be necessary.  

 
 Using BCPs to harmonise the visions of users and providers of 

genetic resources and associated TK. 
 Stakeholders should be capacitated on national and 

international rights framework, which would support ABS.  
 The State has an important role in supporting communities 

develop their BCPs and providing legal/policy recognition of 
BCPs. 

 In developing national legislation, States should follow the 
Nagoya Protocol and include recognition of BCPs (or community 
protocols). 
 

 Develop best practice on the development of BCPs. 
 Conduct legal reviews on relevant community rights in the 

countries where the ABS Initiative supports national processes. 
 BCPs will be mentioned in the African Union draft regulation on 

ABS and an annex will be provided to expand on this. 
 Natural Justice / the ABS Initiative will strive to increase the 

intervention in francophone countries through the development 
of BCPs. 

 Clarify PIC and MAT procedures for potential users and 
providers and clarify customary procedures for governments.  

 Provide training to relevant government departments, civil 
society and business on BCP development and use. 
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Theme 6 Interface between the Nagoya Protocol and the International 
Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture:  
This session discussed the coordinated implementation of both 
instruments within national laws, looking at the issues around 
intellectual property rights, patents and other relevant issues. 

Discussion Summary 
 

 
Some of the main 

outcomes of the 
sessions 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Solutions 
suggested  

 
 

The group discussions aimed to develop legal understanding and 
tackle issues of practical implementation of the Nagoya Protocol and 
the ITPGRFA. 
 Some of the terms in the provisions of the ITPGRFA which contain 

unresolved issues of interpretation, e.g. in relation to Articles 6.2 & 
6.7 were highlighted and discussed. 

 The subject of access as a benefit in itself generated enthusiastic 
debate and reflections. 

 Concerning Article 12.3 of the ITPGRFA and material taken out of 
the Multilateral System (MLS), the challenges that might arise for 
cases that were not precisely covered by the definitions and 
different consequences that might lead to were debated.  

 Concerns were expressed on the lack of monitoring/tracking of 
material and subsequent possible breaches of the standard 
mutual transfer agreement (SMTA), the relevance of monitoring 
accessions, and the role of the enforcing system under the 
ITPGRFA. 

 The question of the relative advantage for a country to put 
material into the MLS compared to what they might receive also 
generated enthusiastic debate and reflections. 

 The need to better understand the scope of the MLS i.e. to identify 
clearly the genetic resources included in the scope of the MLS. 

 Concerns were also expressed in relation to patents on genetic 
material obtained through the MLS and how this could be 
consistent with the “scientific” ideal of wanting to help the world 
through scientific development and make scientific knowledge 
available to everyone. 

 More concerns were raised with regard to the weaknesses of the 
ITPGRFA in ensuring that MTAs are well respected and that 
genetic material will not be used for purposes other than those 
provided in the agreement. 

 Challenges to ensure that the benefits generated will flow to the 
farmers in accordance with farmers’ rights stipulated in the 
ITPGRFA were highlighted.   

 Potential challenges/risks arising from legislating while the 
Nagoya Protocol is not yet enforced. 

 
 Article 10 of the Nagoya Protocol could provide a solution for 

those cases where material accessed through the multilateral 
system are used for non-food/feed uses contrary to what is 
envisaged for material from the MLS. It was noted that it would be 
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Domestic 
Implementation/ 

consideration 
 

interesting to use another legal instrument to solve challenges 
posed by another instrument. 

 The importance to clarify and coordinate with colleagues working 
within the government on agricultural issues what is covered by 
the MLS and thus SMTA and what is covered by the CBD/Nagoya 
Protocol, and also who governs material that is not in the MLS.  

 It was suggested that the ABS Initiative should organise one joint 
workshop to discuss national implementation of the two 
instruments or alternatively invite ITPGRFA focal points to future 
ABS workshops. 

 It is essential that the ITPGRFA and ABS focal points 
communicate with each other. 

 The importance of taking into account that the objectives of each 
instrument are different and will need some efforts to make them 
complementary. 

 Creating synergies between the two instruments at international 
level is also essential. The ABS Initiative could for example 
undertake a critical study of potential synergies at the international 
level. 

 The Moroccan initiative of creating joint committees with various 
ministers (agriculture, science and environment) to ensure good 
communication is worth exploring and recommending. Such a 
recommendation could be made at the international level to 
ensure its implementation at national level. 
 

 It was pointed out that it is important in a domestic situation to 
clarify which PGRFA are considered to be “managed and 
controlled” by the government and what their national legislation 
does or should define as “public domain”.  

 The issue of national ownership over resources in public versus 
private areas is equally important to decide upon.  

 
 



27 

 

Reflection on the African Guidelines and Way Forward 
 
Based on the thematic discussions, Mrs Malhet Teshome from the Directorate of Human 
Resources, Science and Technology of the African Union Commission, provided the 
following recommendations to include in the draft African Union Guidelines: 
 

1. ABS and Protected Areas: Linkages under the two constituencies covering 
interrelated issues should be established. Protected areas and the community rights 
linked to those areas is a critical issue to be considered. 
 

2. Research and Development, Business and Benefit Sharing Models and Interface 
between Biotrade and ABS: Better legal clarity at national level is necessary. 
Guidance as to the ideal stages of concluding PIC and MAT agreements should be 
provided as well as sample formats which will ensure transparent transactions.  
 

3. Simplified Access for Basic Research: Recommendations for simplified procedures 
given based on the template annexed to the draft African Union guidelines (refer to 
notes). 
 

4. Compliance in Africa: Clear accountability system on the side of the user should be 
established in MAT (A transparent monitoring procedure prescribed under the 
Nagoya Protocol). Need for the establishment of checkpoints where the genetic 
resources are to be utilised (user country). 
 

5. Biocultural Community Protocols: Such protocols are key to facilitate the involvement 
of indigenous and local communities in ABS agreements. Therefore clear guidance 
as to how Biocultural community protocols could be integrated into the national 
legislation on ABS is important. 

 
6. Interface between the Nagoya Protocol and the ITPGRFA: Identify clearly the 

interface between the two instruments as it relates to regulation of genetic resources 
in the Standard Material Transfer Agreement of the ITPGRFA and those to be 
covered by the Nagoya Protocol.  

 
Following the list of recommendations, a plenary discussion was dedicated to the draft 
African Union Guidelines. The highlights of the discussion were as follows: 
 
 There is a real need for better communication so that important documents such as 

the draft African Union Guidelines are circulated to all the stakeholders in a timely 
manner and in the appropriate language. 

 The purpose of the regular session of the CGRFA planned on 13th to 19th April 2012 is 
to consider the way forward with respect to genetic resources for food and 
agriculture. The decisions adopted at this meeting could have very important impact 
on the implementation of the Nagoya Protocol. It is therefore critical that these 
discussions are properly informed.  

 It is difficult to speed up the political endorsement of the final draft African Union 
Guidelines or any similar projects/texts. Once the guidelines are validated at the 
technical level, they will be presented to the African Ministerial Conference on the 
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Environment, which initiated this process, and then to the African Union Committee 
and its Assembly for formal endorsement.   

 BCPs are interesting tools/platforms but they are also expensive to do. There is no 
rational for their consideration above other very well functioning community structures 
currently existing in various African countries. They should be referred to as an option 
in the guidelines. 

 With regard to the current status of the draft European Union Regulation on Access to 
Genetic resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from their 
Utilisation in the Union, it is essential to push the issue of traditional knowledge 
protection. 
 

 



29 

 

Communication, Education & Public Awareness and ABS 2013 
 
This presentation aimed to familiarise the participants with the various ABS communication 
tools and their usage and more particularly with the ABS Strategic Communication Guide. 
The presentation served also to introduce the newly appointed ABS Communication and 
Knowledge Management Team to the participants. 
 
 
Work Plan Africa 2013 
 
This last presentation of the workshop provided a comprehensive overview of the ABS 
Initiative’s programme of work in Africa for 2013 and presented the various projects and 
activities planned under the five interactive core and support processes for ABS capacity 
development. This plan of work was to be presented for approval to the Steering Committee 
of the ABS Initiative held on March 2nd and 3rd 2013. The approved work plan is to be 
implemented depending on available funds. The new team members of the ABS Initiative 
were officially introduced and an overview of the ABS extended team provided. 
 
Closure and end of the workshop 
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Presentations 
 
The full list of the presentation made during the workshop is as follows: 
 
Day 1 

From Limbé to Phalaborwa  

Presenter: Tobias Dierks, ABS Capacity Development Initiative   

AU Guidelines for a Coordinated Implementation of the Nagoya Protocol on ABS 

Presenter: Mahlet Teshome, Department of Human Resources Science and Technology – 
African Union Commission 

Guidelines for a Coordinated Implementation of the Nagoya Protocol in Africa, 
Summary for Discussion 

Presenter: Pierre du Plessis, CRIAA SA-DC – Centre for Research Information Action in 
Africa Southern African Development and Consulting 

Update on ABS in the FAO Arena: Commission on Genetic Resources on Food and 
Agriculture 

Presenter: Morten Walløe Tvedt & Ane Jørem, FNI – Fridtjof Nansen Institute   

South Africa’s Legislative Framework on Bioprospecting, Access and Benefit Sharing 

Presenter: Lactitia Tshitwamulomoni, DEA – South African Department of Environmental 
Affairs 

Day 2 

Benefit Sharing through Scientific Innovation and Traditional Knowlewdge  

Presenter: Dr Vinesh Maharaj, CSIR (Biosciences) – South African Council of Scientific and 
Industrial Research 

Day 3 

Africa Regional Capacity Building Workshop on the Nagoya Protocol on Access and 
Benefit Sharing, Traditional knowledge, and Nagoya-Kuala Lumpur Supplementary 
Protocol on Liability and Redress of Bio-safety: Report back on the Indian Traditional 
knowledge Digital Library  

Presenter: Lazarus Kairabeb, NTLA – Nama Traditional Leaders Associations 

 

http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Tobias_Dierks_-_ABS_Initiative_-_Limbe_to_Phalaborwa.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Mahlet_Teshome_-_AUC_-_AU_Guidelines.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Mahlet_Teshome_-_AUC_-_AU_Guidelines.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Pierre_du_Plessis_-_CRIAA_SA-DC_-_AU_Guidelines.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Pierre_du_Plessis_-_CRIAA_SA-DC_-_AU_Guidelines.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Morten_Walloe_Tvedt-Ane_Jorem_-_FNI_-_ABS_in_FAO_Arena.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Morten_Walloe_Tvedt-Ane_Jorem_-_FNI_-_ABS_in_FAO_Arena.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Lactitia_Tshitwamulomoni_-_DEA_-_South_Africa_s_legislative_framework.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Lactitia_Tshitwamulomoni_-_DEA_-_South_Africa_s_legislative_framework.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Vinesh_Maharaj_-_CSIR_-_Benefit_sharing_through_scientific_innovation_and_traditional_knowledge.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Vinesh_Maharaj_-_CSIR_-_Benefit_sharing_through_scientific_innovation_and_traditional_knowledge.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Lazarus_Kairabeb___Nama_Traditional_Leaders_Associations_-_Experience_India_Workshop.pdf
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The National Recordal System  

Presenters: Carol van Wyk and Tom Suchanandan, DST – South African Department of 
Science and Technology 

A Traditional Knowledge Commons  

Presenter: Gino Cocchiaro, NJ – Natural Justice: Lawyers for Communities and the 
Environment. 

Day 4 

ABS and Protected Areas  

Presenter: Suhel al-Janabi, ABS Capacity Development Initiative   

APA et les Aires Protégées  

Presenter: Barbara Lassen, ABS Capacity Development Initiative   

Research and Development, Business and Benefit Sharing Models and Inferace 
Biotrade/ABS “How business operates”   

Presenters: Cyril Lombard – Phytotrade Africa and Pierre du Plessis, CRIAA SA-DC – 
Centre for Research Information Action in Africa Southern African Development and 
Consulting  

Recherche et Développement, Modèle d’Affaire et de Partage des Avantages, Interface 
APA/Commerce de Matières Premières  

Presenter: Julien Chupin, - Être et Avoir Conseil and Suhel al-Janabi, ABS Initiative – Access 
and Benefit Sharing Capacity Development Initiative   

Simplified Access  

Presenter: Dr Hartmut Meyer – ABS Capacity Development Initiative. 

Simplified Access for Basic Research 

Presenter: Dr Susanne von Saint André, ABS Capacity Development Initiative   

Trois Question : Accès Simplifié pour la Recherche Fondamentale  

Presenter: Professor Ahmed Birouk – Institut Agronomique et Vétérinaire Hassan II, 
Morocco; Dr Claudine Ramiarison – Ministère de l'Enseignement Supérieur et de la 
Recherche Scientifique, Madagascar 

Accès Simplifié pour la Recherche Fondamentale  

Presenter: Dr Susanne Heitmüller, ABS Capacity Development Initiative  

http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Carol_van_Wyk___Tom_Suchanandan_-_DST_-_National_Recordal_System.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Carol_van_Wyk___Tom_Suchanandan_-_DST_-_National_Recordal_System.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Gino_Cocchiaro___Natural_Justice_-_A_Traditional_Knowledge_Commons.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Gino_Cocchiaro___Natural_Justice_-_A_Traditional_Knowledge_Commons.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Suhel_al-Janabi_-_ABS_Initiative_-_ABS_and_PA.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Barbara_Lassen_-_ABS_Initiative_-_APA_et_les_Aires_Protegees.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Cyril_Lombard_Piere_du_Plessis_-_R_D__Business___BS_Model___ABS_Biotrade.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Cyril_Lombard_Piere_du_Plessis_-_R_D__Business___BS_Model___ABS_Biotrade.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Cyril_Lombard_Piere_du_Plessis_-_R_D__Business___BS_Model___ABS_Biotrade.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Julien_Chupin_Suhel_al-Janabi_-_Recherche___D_veloppement_Modele.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Julien_Chupin_Suhel_al-Janabi_-_Recherche___D_veloppement_Modele.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Hartmut_Meyer_-_Consultant_-_Simplified_Access.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Susanne_v._St._Andre_-_ABS_Initiative_-_Simplified_Access_for_Basic_Research.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Ahmed_Birouk__-_Universite_Hassan_II_Morocco_-_Acces_Simplifie_pour_Recherhce_Fondamentale.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Ahmed_Birouk__-_Universite_Hassan_II_Morocco_-_Acces_Simplifie_pour_Recherhce_Fondamentale.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Ahmed_Birouk__-_Universite_Hassan_II_Morocco_-_Acces_Simplifie_pour_Recherhce_Fondamentale.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Susanne_Heitmueller_-_ABS_Initiative_-_Acces_Simplifie_pour_Recherche_Fondamentale_.pdf
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Compliance (Eng) 

Presenter: Peter Munyi and Valérie Normand, ABS Capacity Development Initiative   

Compliance (Fr) 

Presenter: Valérie Normand, ABS Capacity Development Initiative   

Legal Issues in the Crossfire between the International Treaty on Plant Genetic 
Resources and ABS under CBD/NP and IPRs  

Presenter: Morten Walløe Tvedt and Ane Jørem, FNI – Fridtjof Nansen Institute and Dr 
Andreas Drews, ABS Capacity Development Initiative   

La Relation entre APA et le TIRPAA: Issues à Considérer pour l’Implémentation 
Mutuellement Favorable  

Presenter: Fédéric Perron-Welch, CISDL – Centre for International Sustainable Development 
Law 

Biocultural Community Protocols  

Presenter: Gino Cocchiaro, NJ – Natural Justice: Lawyers for Communities and the 
Environment   

Protocoles Bioculturels Communautaires  

Presenter: Barbara Lassen, ABS Capacity Development Initiative and Lassana Koné, Natural 
Justice: Lawyers for Communities and the Environment  

Day 5 

CEPA and ABS 2013: Tools and their Usage  

Presenter: Tobias Dierks, ABS Capacity Development Initiative   

Work Plan Africa 2013  

Presenter: Dr Andreas Drews, ABS Capacity Development Initiative   

 

http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Peter_Munyi___Valerie_Normand_-_ABS_Initiative_-_Compliance.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Valerie_Normand_-_ABS_Initiative_-_Compliance.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Morten_Walloe_Tvedt___Ane_Jorem_-_FNI_-_Legal_Issues_bw_ABS___ITPGRFA.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Morten_Walloe_Tvedt___Ane_Jorem_-_FNI_-_Legal_Issues_bw_ABS___ITPGRFA.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Frederic_Perron-Welch_-_CISDL_-_Relation_entre_APA___TIRPAA.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Frederic_Perron-Welch_-_CISDL_-_Relation_entre_APA___TIRPAA.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Gino_Cocchiaro_-_NJ_-_Biocultural_Community_Protocols.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Gino_Cocchiaro_-_NJ_-_Biocultural_Community_Protocols.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Barbara_Lassen_-_ABS_Initiative_-_Protocoles_Bioculturels_Communautaires.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Barbara_Lassen_-_ABS_Initiative_-_Protocoles_Bioculturels_Communautaires.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Tobias_Dierks_-_ABS_Initiative_-_CEPA___ABS.pdf
http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/Andreas_Drews_-_ABS_Initiative_-_Work_Plan_Africa_2013.pdf
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Annotated Agenda  
 

Monday, February 25th 

Welcome and Introduction 

8h00 Arrival and registration 

8h30 Technical Opening ((organisers and host) 
Andreas Drews, ABS Capacity Development Initiative 
Moscow Marumo, South African Department of Environmental Affairs 
 
Getting to know each other 
Moderation Team: Kathrin Heidbrink and Hugues Quenum 
 
Programme Overview 
Moderation Team: Kathrin Heidbrink and Hugues Quenum 

From Limbé to Phalaborwa 

9h30 Experiences on the way 
Tobias Dierks, ABS Capacity Development Initiative 

10h30 Coffee Break 

Official Opening of the Workshop 

11h00  Address by the Donors of the ABS Capacity Development Initiative 
Andreas Künne, German Embassy, Pretoria 
Søren Mark Jensen, Danish Ministry of the Environment 
Bente Herstad, Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs  
Rajae Chafil, Institut de la Francophonie pour le Développement Durable 
Mahlet Teshome, African Union Commission 
 
Official opening of the workshop by the Minister of Water and Environmental 
Affairs of the republic of South Africa 
H.E. Edna Molena 
 
Symbolic handover of a second royalty payment to the National Traditional 
Healer’s Committee by the Minister 

12h00 Lunch 
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African Union (AU) Guidelines for a Coordinated Implementation of the Nagoya 
Protocol in Africa 

14h00 African Union Guidelines: Background, Overview, Status Quo 
Presentations and Q & A session  
Mahlet Teshome, African Union Commission 
Pierre du Plessies, Namibia 
Peter Munyi, ABS Capacity Development Initiative 

15h30 Coffee Break 

Update on ABS related Processes in the FAO Arena  

16h00 Commission on Genetic Resources on Food and Agriculture 
Presentation and Q & A session  
Morten Walløe Tvedt, Fridtjof Nansen Institute, Norway 

Introduction to the Field Trip 

16h30 South Africa’s Legislative Framework on Bioprospecting, Access and Benefit 
Sharing 
Presentation and Q&A session 
Lactitia Tshitwamulomoni, South African Department of Environmental Affairs 
 
Benefit Sharing through Scientific Innovation and Traditional Knowledge 
Presentation and Q&A 
Dr Vinesh Maharaj, South African Council for Scientific and Industrial 
Research  

17h30 End of day 

Welcome Reception organised by the South African Minister of Water and 
Environmental Affairs 

 

Tuesday , February 26th 

Field Trip   

8h30 Departure for the Filed Trip – the Lippia javanica Case  

9h30 Site Visit to the Lippia javanica Cultivation, Distillation and Oil-Extraction 
Community-Based Project in Giyani, Limpopo 

13h00 Lunch 
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14h00 Panel Discussion  
moderated by Suhel al-Janabi, ABS Capacity Development Initiative 

• Seth Seroka, Traditional Healer & Chair of the National Traditional 
Healers Committee 

• Dr Vinesh Maharaj, Council for Scientific and Industrial research, CSIR 
• Dr. Marthinus Horak, CSIR   
• Sem, Foreman cultivation and production site, Giyani community  
• Lactitia Tshitwamulomoni, South African Department of Environmental 

Affairs 
• Carina Malherbe, South African Department of Environmental Affairs 

18h00 Visit to the Marula processing plant Amarula Lapa 

19h30 Return to Phalaborwa 

20h00 End of day 

 

Wednesday, February 27th 

Field Trip (Cont.) 

8h00 Reflection on Field Trip 
Group work and discussion guided by Moderation Team 

9h30 Coffee Break 

Traditional Knowledge: Documentation, Valorisation and Compliance 

10h00 Report back from the visit to the Indian Traditional Knowledge Digital Library 
Presentation 
Lazarus Kairabeb, Nama Tradititional Leaders Association Namibia 
 
The National Reporting System of South Africa 
Presentation 
Carol van Wyk, South African Department of Science and Technology 
 
Traditional Knowledge Commons 
Gino Cocchiaro, Natural Justice, South Africa 

11h30 Coffee break 

Traditional Knowledge: Documentation, Valorisation and Compliance (Cont.) 

13h00  Panel Discussion  
moderated by Barbara Lassen, ABS Capacity Development Initiative 
Lazarus Kairabeb, Nama Tradititional Leaders Association Namibia 
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Rodney Sibuye, Kukula Traditional Health Practitioners Bushbuckridge 
Tom Suchanandan, South African Department of Science and Technology 
Carol van Wyk, South African Department of Science and Technology 
Gino Cocchiaro, Natural Justice, South Africa 

14h30 Coffee Break 

Thematic Sessions 

15h00 Announcements for Thematic Sessions 
Methodological introduction to thematic sessions: 
Six thematic sessions will be offered in parallel in French and English th out of 
6 Sessions. 
 

1. Interface between the Nagoya Protocol and Protected Areas 
2. Research and Development, Business-sharing Models and Interface 

between Biotrade/ABS 
3. Simplified Access for Basic Research 
4. Compliance in Africa 
5. Biocultural Community Protocols 
6. Interface ITPGRFA and Nagoya Protocol 

16h00 End of Day 

Evening Game Drive (Optional) 

 

Thursday , February 28th 

Thematic Sessions (Cont.) 

9h00 Thematic Session Slot 1 

10h30 Coffee Break 

11h00 Thematic Session Slot 2 

12h30 Lunch 

14h00  Thematic Session Slot 3 

15h30 Coffee Break 

16h00 Thematic Session Slot 4 

17h30 End of Day 
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Side Event 

19h30 The European Union Draft Regulation on Access to Genetic Resources and 
the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilisation in the 
Union 
Søren Mark Jensen, Danish Ministry of the Environment 

Friday , March 1st 

Thematic Sessions (Cont.)  

9h00 Report back from Thematic Sessions 
Presentation and discussion 

AU Guidelines for a Coordinated Implementation of the Nagoya Protocol (Cont.) 

9h45 Reflection on African Union Guidelines and Way Forward 
Mahlet Teshome, African Union Commission 
Drafting Team 

10h30 Coordination of the African Group on the process for finalizing the AU 
Guidelines and preparing for the Art. 10 intersessional process (closed 
session) 
 
Coffee break 

ABS Initiative: Communication & Knowledge Management and Way Forward 

12h00  CEPA for ABS 
Presentation and discussion 
Tobias Dierks and Suhel al-Janabi, ABS Capacity Development Initiative 

12h30 Lunch 

ABS Initiative: Communication & Knowledge Management and Way Forward (Cont.) 

14h00 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
16h00 

Road Map ABS Initiative: Quo Vadis 2013 
Presentation and Q&A session 
Andreas Drews, ABS Capacity Development Initiative 
 
Evaluation 
Moderation Team 
 
Closure 
Suhel al-Janabi, ABS Capacity Development Initiative 
Moscow Marumo, South African Department of Environmental Affairs 
 
End of Workshop 
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List of Participants 
 
Name First name Institution Country Email 

Abdillah Issa 

Ministère de la 
Production, de 
l'Environnement, de 
l’Énergie, de 
l'Industrie et de 
l'Artisanat 

THE 
COMOROS abdillah.issa@yahoo.fr 

Akello Christine 
National Environment 
Management 
Authority (NEMA) 

UGANDA cakello@nemaug.org;  
chrisakello@gmail.com 

Akpona Hugues 

Direction Générale 
des Forêts et des 
Ressources 
Naturelles 

BENIN akpona@gmail.com; 
hadak01avr@yahoo.fr 

Amari Koffi Veronique 

Ministère de 
l'Environnement, de 
la salubrité urbaine et 
du développement 
durable 

COTE D'IVOIRE koffialaki@yahoo.fr 

Apetorgbor Mary 
Forestry Research 
Institute of Ghana 
(FORIG) 

GHANA 
mapetorgbor@yahoo.co
m;  
mape@csir-forig.org.gh 

Bambanze Vital UNIPROBA BURUNDI vbambanze@hotmail.co
m 

Bancé Soumayila 
Personne ressource 
pour le 
gouvernement 

BURKINA FASO bancebo@yahoo.fr 

Barac Anuschka 

North West Province 
Department of 
Economic 
Development, 
Environment, 
Conservation and 
Tourism 

SOUTH AFRICA abarac@nwpg.gov.za 

Bareetseng Sechaba CSIR South Africa SOUTH AFRICA sbareetseng@csir.co.za 

Beckett Katie Victoria PhytoTrade Africa UK katie@phytotradeafrica.c
om 

Birouk Ahmed 
Institut Agronomique 
et Vétérinaire Hassan 
II 

MAROC a.birouk@iav.ac.ma; 
abirouk@gmail.com 

Blama Nathaniel T. 
Environmental 
Protection Agency of 
Liberia 

LIBERIA natpolo2000@yahoo.co
m 

Bossou 
Mensah 
Bienvenu 
Célestin 

CESAREN BENIN cesarenong@yahoo.fr 
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Name First name Institution Country Email 

Boukar Attari 

Secrétariat Exécutif 
du Conseil National 
de l'Environnement 
pour un 
Développement 
Durable (CNEDD) 

NIGER biocnedd@intnet.ne; 
attariboukar@yahoo.fr 

Boumezbeur Amar Direction Générale 
des Forêts ALGERIE ammarlaieb@yahoo.fr 

Cavelier Jaime 
The Global 
Environmental 
Facility (GEF) 

USA jcavelier@theGEF.org 

Chafil Rajae 

Institut de la 
Francophonie pour le 
Développement 
Durable 

CANADA rajae.chafil@francophoni
e.org 

Chibememe Gladman 
Chibememe Earth 
Healing Association 
(CHIEHA) 

ZIMBABWE gchibememe@yahoo.co.
uk 

Cholo Koena Department of 
Environmental Affairs SOUTH AFRICA Kcholo@environment.go

v.za 
Chupin Julien Etre et avoir conseil FRANCE chupinj@yahoo.com 
COZANNET 
ep. JACON Naig Agence Française de 

Développement FRANCE cozannetn@afd.fr 

Crouch Neil 
South African 
National Biodiversity 
Institute 

SOUTH AFRICA n.crouch@sanbi.org.za 

Da Costa Guilherme 
Secrétariat d'Etat à 
l'environnement et au 
tourisme 

GUINEA-
BISSAU 

gcosta69@hotmail.com; 
g_costa69@yahoo.com.
br 

Diemé Samuel Direction Parcs 
nationaux SENEGAL sam_casa@yahoo.fr 

Ditshoke Bridgette Department of 
Environmental Affairs SOUTH AFRICA BDitshoke@environment

.gov.za 

Dohse Chris TREECROPS MALAWI chris.dohse@treecropsm
w.com 

Douch Latifa 

Association Hillala 
pour le 
Developpement, 
Coopération et la 
Solidarité 

MAROC latifa.douch@gmail.com 

Dridi Mohamed Ali 

Ministère de 
l'Environnement / 
Banque national de 
gènes 

TUNESIA dridi_alitn@yahoo.fr 

du Plessis Pierre 

Centre for Research-
Information-Action in 
Africa / Southern 
African Development 
& Consulting (CRIAA 
SA-DC) 

NAMIBIA pierre@criaasadc.org 
pierre.sadc@gmail.com 

Echirk Djamel  ALGERIA djamelechirk@msn.com 
Enghoff Martin NORDECO DENMARK me@nordeco.dk 
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Name First name Institution Country Email 

Gademi Habib 

Ministère de 
l'Environnement et 
des Ressources 
Halieutiques 

CHAD hgademi@hotmail.com 

Galega Prudence 

Ministry of 
Environment, 
Protection of Nature 
and Sustainable 
Development 

CAMEROON galegapru@yahoo.com 

Gcabashe Amanda SABS SOUTH AFRICA amanda.gcabashe@sab
s.co.za 

Goncalves Elizeth Ministry of 
Environment ANGOLA godinho1978@yahoo.co

m 

Herstad Bente NORAD NORWAY bente.herstad@norad.no 
Jon.Heikki.Aas@mfa.no 

Jensen Søren Mark Danish Ministry of the 
Environment (MIM) DENMARK soemj@blst.dk 

fln@blst.dk 

Jeremie Marie-May 
Ministry of 
Environment and 
Energy 

SEYCHELLES m.mjeremie@env.gov.sc 

Jjagwe Ronald 
Uganda National 
Council for Science 
and Technology 

UGANDA r.jaggwe@uncst.go; 
jagweron@yahoo.com 

Jorem Ane Fridtjof Nansen 
Institute NORWAY aej@fni.no 

Ka Oumy Direction des Parcs 
nationaux SENEGAL oumyka@yahoo.fr 

Kairabeb Lazarus Nama Traditional 
Leaders Association NAMIBIA kairabeb@iway.na 

Kamba Ethel 

Environmental Affairs 
Department, Ministry 
of Environment and 
Climate Change 

MALAWI ethelkamba@yahoo.com 

Karamon Fousséni Direction de la Faune 
et de la Chasse TOGO fkaramon@yahoo.com; 

direfaune@yahoo.fr 

Khairy Yasir 
Higher Council for 
Environment and 
Natural Resources 

SUDAN yasalih71@hotmail.com 

Kharika Muleso Department of 
Environmental Affairs SOUTH AFRICA JKharika@environment.

gov.za 

Kimutai Veronica 
National Environment 
Management 
Authority (NEMA) 

KENYA vkimutai@yahoo.com 

Konzi-
Sarambo Bob Félicien 

Ministère de 
l'Environnement et de 
l'Ecologie 

CENTRAL 
AFRICAN 
REPUPLIC 

bkonzi@hotmail.com 

Lefleur Cecil National Khoi-San 
Council SOUTH AFRICA lefleurcecil@gmail.com 

Legari Abby SANParks SOUTH AFRICA Abby.Legari@sanparks.
org 

Lombard Cyril Phytotrade Africa UNITED 
KINGDOM 

cyril@phytotradeafrica.c
om 
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Name First name Institution Country Email 

Lomonyang Margaret TOBARI UGANDA mlomonyang@yahoo.co
m 

Madzou 
Moukili  

Ministère de 
l'Economie Forestière 
et du Développement 
Durable 

CONGO madzoumoukili@yahoo.f
r 

Maharaj Vinesh CSIR Biosciences SOUTH AFRICA vmaharaj@csir.co.za 

Makwaeba Ishmael SANParks SOUTH AFRICA Ishmael.Makwaeba@sa
nparks.org 

Malherbe Carina Department of 
Environmental Affairs SOUTH AFRICA CMalherbe@environmen

t.gov.za 

Maluleke Livingstone SANParks SOUTH AFRICA livingstone.maluleke@sa
npark.org.za 

Marumo Moscow Department of 
Environmental Affairs SOUTH AFRICA MMarumo@environment

.gov.za 

Mavimbela Sibongile 
Winnie 

Southern African 
Development 
Community  

sibongiledlamini4@gmail
.com 

Mbedzi Fhatuwani 
Bruce Department of Health SOUTH AFRICA mbedzf@health.gov.za 

Mbule Grace Department of 
Environmental Affairs SOUTH AFRICA gnmbule@environment.g

ov.za 

Mentzel Christine 
International Union 
for Conservation of 
Nature (IUCN)  

christine.mentzel@iucn.o
rg 

Mketeni Fundisile Department of 
Environmental Affairs SOUTH AFRICA FMketeni@environment.

gov.za 

Mokossesse Herve Francis 
Université de Bangui 
/ Ministère de 
l'Environnement 

CENTRAL 
AFRICAN 
REPUBLIC 

mokossesse@gmail.com
; mokocc@yahoo.fr 

Mondi Wiseman DEDEAT SOUTH AFRICA wiseman.mondi@deaet.
ecape.gov.za 

Moroka Tshidi CSIR SOUTH AFRICA mmoroka@csir.co.za 

Mosehla Sinah Department of Trade 
and Industry SOUTH AFRICA smosehla@thedti.gov.za 

Mpofu Khulekani Department of 
Environmental Affairs BOTSWANA 

khmpofu@gov.bw; 
khulekani.mpofu@gmail.
com 

Mukonyi Kavaka Watai Kenya Wildlife 
Service KENYA 

mukonyi2000@yahoo.co
m 
mwatai@kws.go.ke 

Mulenkei Lucy Indigenous 
Information Network KENYA 

mulenkei@gmail.com 
iin.kenya@gmail.com; 
mulenkei@yahoo.com 

Muller Gordon  SOUTH AFRICA  
Mwenechany
a Jarvis Environmental Affairs 

Department MALAWI jarvismwenechanya@gm
ail.com 

Naicker Preshanthie Department of 
Environmental Affairs SOUTH AFRICA pnaicker@environment.g

ov.za 

Neluheni Khathutshelo GEF - SGP SOUTH AFRICA khathutshelo.neluheni@
undp.org 
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Name First name Institution Country Email 
N'Goran Francois OIPR COTE D'IVOIRE francois.ngoran@oipr.ci 

Njebarikanuy
e Aline 

Institut National pour 
l'Environnement et la 
Conservation de la 
Nature 

BURUNDI ninjeba@yahoo.fr 

Nnadozie Kent FAO IT ITALY Kent.Nnadozie@fao.org 

Ntsewa Kwena 
Tommy  SOUTH AFRICA TommyN@cogta.gov.za 

Oliva Maria Julia Union for Ethical 
Biotrade  julia@ethicalbiotrade.org 

Ottoro Zeleke 
Institue of 
Biodiversity 
Conservation 

ETHIOPIA otense2002@yahoo.co.u
k 

Phala Moeti  SOUTH AFRICA  

Pienaar Christine 
Department of 
Environment and 
Nature Conservation 

SOUTH AFRICA christine.dtec@gmail.co
m 

Rakotoniaina Naritiana 

Service d'Appui à la 
Gestion de 
l'Environnement 
(SAGE) 

MADAGASCAR 
naritiana.sage@blueline.
mg 
naritiana2003@yahoo.fr 

Ramiarison Claudine 

Ministère de 
l'Enseignement 
supérieur et de la 
recherche scientifque 

MADAGASCAR ramiaris@moov.mg 

Roba Hassan Kivluini Trust KENYA guyoroba@yahoo.com 
Seroka Chatela Seth  SOUTH AFRICA ingwe@maricosa.co.za 

Sibuye Rodney Kukula Traditional 
Healers Organization SOUTH AFRICA info@kruger2canyons.or

g 

Sono Nomvula 
Mayor Ba-
Phalaborwa 
Municipality 

SOUTH AFRICA  

Swart Elsabe 
Department of 
Environment and 
Nature Conservation 

SOUTH AFRICA elsabe.dtec@gmail.com 

Swemmer Louise Savanna and Arid 
National Parks SOUTH AFRICA louise.swemmer@sanpa

rks.org 

Teklemichael Isaac Giorgis 
Ministry of Land, 
Water and 
Environment 

ERITREA Isaac.GT.Michael@gmail
.com 

Teshome Mahlet African Union 
Commission (AUC)  

mahletk@africa-
union.orgmteshu@yahoo
.com 

Thiam Papa Algaphe Prometra 
International SENEGAL papaalgaphe2007@yaho

o.fr 
Thigwi Malanda  SOUTH AFRICA  
Tsengiwe Nwabisa Department of 

Environmental Affairs SOUTH AFRICA  
Tshitwamulo
moni Lactitia Department of 

Environmental Affairs SOUTH AFRICA lmabadahane@environm
ent.gov.za 

Uys Marie-Tinka K2C SOUTH AFRICA res@ottersden.co.za 
van Niekerk Jaci Univ. of Cape Town SOUTH AFRICA jaci.vn@gmail.com 
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Name First name Institution Country Email 

Wynberg Rachel Biowatch South 
Africa SOUTH AFRICA rachel@iafrica.com 

Yousuf Kamar UNEP KENYA kamar.yousuf@unep.org 
 
 
 
TEAM – ABS CAPACITY DEVELOPMENT INITIATIVE 
 
Name First name Institution Country Email 

al-Janabi Suhel ABS Initiative GERMANY s.aljanabi@geo-
media.de 

Buri Stephanie ABS Initiative GERMANY s.buri@geo-media.de 

Clement Genevieve Interpreter FRANCE g.clement@club-
internet.fr 

Cocchiaro Gino Natural Justice SOUTH AFRICA gino@naturaljustice.org.
za 

Dierks Tobias ABS Initiative GERMANY tobias.dierks@giz.de 
Drews Andreas ABS Initiative GERMANY andreas.drews@giz.de 

Heidbrink Kathrin Facilitator GERMANY kathrin.heidbrink@web.d
e 

Heitmüller Susanne ABS Initiative GERMANY s.heitmüller@geo-
media.de 

Imbua-Niava Victor Interpreter SOUTH AFRICA vimbouaniava@yahoo.c
om 

Kasanga Kas M. Interpreter SOUTH AFRICA kasangam@gmail.com 

Koné Lassana Natural Justice SOUTH AFRICA lassana@naturaljustice.o
rg 

Lassen Barbara ABS Initiative SOUTH AFRICA barbara.lassen@giz.de 

Mariotte Chantal Interpreter KENYA chantal.mariotte@gmail.
com 

Meyer Hartmut ABS Initiative GERMANY hmeyer@ngi.de 
Munyi Peter ABS Initiative KENYA gitahimunyi@gmail.com 

Normand Valerie ABS Initiative CANADA valnormand@hotmail.co
m 

Pauly Nadine ABS Initiative GERMANY nadine.pauly@giz.de 
Perron-Welch Frederic CISDL CANADA perronwelch@gmail.com 
Quenum Hugues Co-Facilitator BENIN comdou@yahoo.fr 
Sluka Charlotte ABS Initiative GERMANY charlotte.sluka@giz.de 

Tvedt Morten 
Walloe 

Fridtjof Nansen 
Institute NORWAY mwt@fni.no 

von Saint 
André Susanne ABS Initiative GERMANY Susanne.vonSaintAndre

@giz.de 

Zajderman Sabine ABS Initiative SOUTH AFRICA sabinezajderman@gmail
.com 
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Contact 
 
For questions and comments on the workshop please contact the organizers 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
For questions and comments on the ABS Capacity Development Initiative or the topic 
of Access and Benefit Sharing, please contact: 
 
ABS Capacity Development Initiative 
 
Email: abs-initiative@giz.de 

Suhel al-Janabi 
GeoMedia GmbH  
Auguststraße 29 
53229 Bonn 
Germany  
E s.aljanabi@geo-media.de  
I www.abs-initiative.info 

Tobias Dierks 
ABS Capacity Development Initiative  
Deutsche Gesellschaft für Internationale 
Zusammenarbeit (GIZ) GmbH  
Postfach 5180 
65726 Eschborn 
Germany  
E tobias.dierks@giz.de  
I www.abs-initiative.info 

 

mailto:abs-initiative@giz.de
mailto:SAFSDAFFAS@giz.de
http://www.abs-initiative.info/
mailto:SAFSDAFFAS@giz.de
http://www.abs-initiative.info/
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