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for BBNJ; and a possible clearing-house mechanism.
The policy briefs are intended to contribute directly to
the discussions at the Intergovernmental Conferences
on the development of an international legally binding
instrument under UNCLOS on the conservation and
sustainable use of marine biological diversity of areas
beyond national jurisdiction (ABNJ).
Capacity Development and Technology Transfer, the
fourth major issue being addressed in the BBNJ process, is in fact, the “enabler” of the other three issues
(ABMT; EIA; and MGRs and access to benefit sharing), and is essential for the success of an International Agreement. The policy briefs address Individual
capacity (policymakers, researchers, marine managers),
Institutional capacity (national government agencies,
universities, regional bodies), and Societal capacity
(public awareness, understanding, action). Most past
and current capacity efforts have been/are focused on
the individual level; also mainly on sectoral issues,

1. INTRODUCTION
The two policy briefs, the Policy Brief on Capacity
Development as a Key Aspect of a New International
Agreement on Marine Biodiversity Beyond National
Jurisdiction (BBNJ) and the Policy Brief on Capacity Development for Implementing the BBNJ Agreement: Possible Modalities for Addressing Area-based
Management, Environmental Impact Assessment, and
Marine Genetic Resources in the Context of Climate
Change, represent a multi-author, multi-institutional effort, led by the GEF/FAO/GOF Capacity Development
Project and its Communities of Practice, involving 40
Authors, contributing in their personal capacities. The
briefs address: capacity development needs; possible
modalities for linking capacity efforts at global, regional, and national levels, especially on area-based management (ABMT), environmental impact assessment,
(EIA) and marine genetic resources (MGRs) in the
context of climate change; financing capacity building
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Box 1. Review of Capacity Needs

Capacity Needs
– Implement and comply with the new Agreement
– Participate in global and regional cooperation
– Develop national legislation, policies and institutional arrangements for the new Agreement
– Undertake marine scientific research and participate in research collaborations
– Undertake management of the marine ecosystem, including application of tools and approaches such as
–
–

MSP, MPAs, EIA/SEA etc.
Develop capacity in MGR bioprospecting, analysis, utilization, and benefits
Support national/regional efforts towards a healthy resilient ocean and sustainable economies and livelihoods

Expressed Needs by National and Regional Leaders
– Capacity building measures should be tailored to the needs of each country/ region and home-grown approaches promoted

– Cross-sectoral capacity building and improving coordination within ministries, among sectors and stakeholders nationally and regionally

– Capacity building should benefit both management of ABNJ and of national EEZs and coastal zones
– Improved information and data needed (including improved data sharing and access to existing data), and
–
–

the skills to use the data
Awareness raising, both on the political level and among the public about importance of BBNJ
Addressing resource constraints–long term sustainable funding is essential

rather than cross-sectoral issues. While this is essential, efforts at the institutional and societal levels must
also be mobilized. Additionally, little coordination is
evident amongst the various efforts and there have
been few opportunities, if any, for reviewing periodic
progress and assessing overall effectiveness and impact. Box 1 summarizes some of the aspects needed for
capacity development.

vides national expertise and facilitates the delivery of
capacity development on the national and local levels. As well, moving towards cross-sectoral regional
approaches in ABNJ presents a complex picture of regions, as there are different types of country participation in different types of regional mechanisms. Figure
1 illustrates the two-way flow of information among
all levels and the facilitating and coordinating role that
regional organizations can play.

2. POSSIBLE MODALITIES AND
APPROACHES FOR LINKING GLOBAL,
REGIONAL, AND NATIONAL PROCESSES
AND PERSPECTIVES ON ABNJ

Regional Level

Global Level

Regional
organizations and
institutions

Examples: Conference of
the Parties
Secretariat
Clearinghouse mechanism
Financial mechanism
International organizations

Global Institutions

Linking the three levels for the delivery of capacity
development might be undertaken along the lines of
Figure 1. The global level, consisting potentially of
a Conference of the Parties, a Secretariat, a financial
mechanism and a clearing-house mechanism, as well
as supporting international organizations, provides
technical support, expertise, and guidance, organizes
workshops, provides financial support and facilitates
the exchange of information. The regional level, consisting of national governments in the region, regional
organizations and institutions, coordinates and facilitates regional and national capacity needs assessments,
provides regional expertise and undertakes some development delivery on the regional and global levels.
The national level works with the regional level to
undertake national capacity needs assessments, pro-

Regional
organizations and
institutions
Regional
organizations and
institutions

National Level – Governments

Regional
organizations and
institutions

Figure 1. Linking Global, Regional and National Levels
for Capacity Building

Figure 2 depicts possible linkages among global,
regional, and national levels in capacity develop2

Global level
Clearing-house Mechanism
Capacity Development
Technology Transfer

Global Institutions

Financing Mechanisms

GLOBAL LEVEL
Regional Nodes
for
Clearing-house

-Global guidance on the International
Agreement
-Monitoring and review
-Periodic stock-taking
-Financing the global institutions of the
Convention (such as the Conference of the
Parties, a Secretariat, etc.)
-Financing capacity development at
regional and national levels

Regional level
Regional
organizations and
national governments
Regional
organizations and
national governments

National level - governments

Regional
organizations and
national governments

REGIONAL LEVEL
-Support to regional organizations (eg. Regional Seas
Programs, RFMOs, LMEs, other, and national governments)
-Regional ocean assessments (work on ABM, EIAs, MGRs, etc.)
-Financing regional centers of excellence and other capacity
development measures

NATIONAL LEVEL
-Support for national-level policy development
-Development of NDGs
-National capacity development (government agencies;
universities; etc.)
-Enhancing societal awareness (eg. work by media,
museums, and aquaria)

Figure 2. Summary of Major Elements and Linkages on Capacity Development
ment, and interactions with a financing mechanism
and a clearing-house mechanism. At the global level,
some combination of global institutions (e.g. possible
Conference of the Parties, Secretariat, Committees,
etc.) would establish global guidance on the implementation of the International Agreement; carry out
periodic stock-taking of progress on implementation;
monitoring and review; approve financing to support
the global institutions and activities of the Convention,
etc. Some type of financing mechanism would provide
financing support to the global institutions, functions,
and activities of the Convention, and to entities at the
regional level (regional organizations, national governments, others) to prepare and implement regional
ocean assessments and actions related to all the major
elements of the convention (ABMT, EIAs, MGRs,

etc.), as well as support a range of capacity development measures and institutional enhancements to implement the purposes of the Convention. The finance
mechanism, would, as well, support governments and
others at the national level to carry out ocean policy
assessments and development of explicit policies or
plans related to ABNJ and to EEZs, as applicable;
develop Nationally Determined Goals on ABNJ;
develop capacity development activities through, e.g.,
joint action between governments and universities/research, and other relevant institutions; and support the
enhancement of public understanding about the ecosystems, resources, uses, and importance of the ABNJ
through museums and aquaria, targeted information
meetings for journalists, etc. In a similar fashion, a
Clearing-house mechanism, would operate as an organ
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are utilized globally as mechanisms for conserving
particularly important, vulnerable or representative
regions across the ocean. Through spatial data modeling in both EEZs and ABNJ, and within the highest
priority areas, research notes that climate change and
fishing habits are the most significant impacts on
the health and sustainability of each region, therefore, climate change should be taken into account
in decisions related to design and management of
MPAs, and in broader applications of an ecosystem
approach, such as in marine spatial planning. Research calls for a more precautionary approach to
ABMTs, with large areas being protected while more
scientific evidence in being gathered. Other issues
surrounding ABMTs are linked to capacity shortfalls
and implementation issues. Capacity is necessary for
optimal conservation outcomes and the use of scientific monitoring methods as the primary means of
informing management. More resources will need to
be allocated to studying the biological repercussions
of climate change. Data management and sharing is
also considered a principal task in capacity building,
since countries should be relying on the most recently available scientific findings when developing
policy regarding ABMT.

of the Convention, at the global level, to develop and
disseminate information and other tools regarding capacity development and technology transfer. It would
be useful for the Clearing-house to also have “regional
nodes” to ease access and promote utilization of the
Clearing- house in all regions. As with the funding
mechanism, the Clearing-house mechanism would interact closely with entities at the global, regional, and
national levels.
Climate Change
For the Capacity Development aspects of the BBNJ
International Agreement that will ultimately be adopted, it will be very important to factor into these sections consideration of the impacts of climate change on
ABNJ and deployment of strategies for mitigating the
negative impacts of ocean warming, deoxygenation,
ocean acidification, and changes in ocean chemistry
in areas beyond national jurisdiction, and to incorporate these considerations in capacity development
programs. Together, ocean warming and acidification
will endanger or restructure many sensitive environments across the vast expanse of ABNJ, including the
fisheries networks that humans currently depend on.
The policy briefs discuss climate change at it relates to
ABMT, EIA and MGRs.

3. CAPACITY DEVELOPMENT FOR
AREA-BASED MANAGEMENT (ABMT)

4. CAPACITY DEVELOPMENT FOR
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
(EIA)

In accordance with the President’s Aid for discussions,
it is envisioned that capacity building and technology
transfer will enable inclusive and effective participation
of all States and other stakeholders in the process of implementing ABMTs, which would include identification
of areas, designation of measures, implementation of
measures, and monitoring and review. These measures
would be applied in the broader context of an ecosystem
approach, and may include tools and approaches such
as marine spatial planning (MSP) and marine protected
areas (MPAs). The modalities for capacity building and
technology transfer relating to ABMTs are broken into
three sections: (a) global considerations; (b) possible
actions undertaken primarily on the regional level;
and (c) actions undertaken primarily on the national
level. On all levels, UN and international organizations, NGOs, academic and research organizations, and
funding entities will have a role to play in facilitating
capacity building and technology transfer. Capacity development will also need to consider the socio-economic context of the ocean, and bring together ocean sectors
and stakeholders at both global and regional levels to
address any knowledge gaps related to ABMTs.

Consistent with the President’s Aid for Negotiations,
it is envisioned that capacity building and technology
transfer will enable inclusive and effective participation of all States and other stakeholders in the process
of implementing EIAs and SEAs which would include the screening stage to identify those activities,
plans and programmes for which EIAs and SEAs are
required, the scoping stage to identify impacts and
alternatives for mitigation, prevention and compensation for potential adverse effects, review of EIA and
SEA reports, decision making on whether activities,
plans and programmes should proceed and monitoring,
review and enforcement of EIA and SEA conditions.
The modalities for capacity building and technology
transfer relating to EIAs and SEAs comprise three sections: (a) global considerations; (b) regional considerations; (c) national considerations. At all levels UN
and international organizations, NGOs, academic and
research organizations and funding entities will have a
role to play in facilitating capacity building and technology transfer related to the conduct and evaluation
of EIAs and SEAs in ABNJ.

Climate Change and ABMTs

ABMTs, including Marine Protected Areas (MPAs),
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• Coordinating national and regional capacity needs assessments
on ABMTs
• Coordinating application of global ABMT criteria and standards
• Coordinating development of regional proposals for application
of ABMTs in ABNJ
• Assisting countries in evaluating proposals for ABMTs in ABNJ
• Training for member countries on use of ABMTs
• Facilitating networking and exchange of experts
• Strengthening regional centres of excellence
• Maintaining regional data and information repositories, with
linkages to global CHM
• Providing data and training to: 1) support enforcement; 2)
assessment of ecological connectivity and representativeness of
MPS networks; 3) assessing and responding to climate impacts
on ABMTs, and deploying MPAs for climate resilience
• Collaboration, coordination and improved information sharing
among regional bodies through: joint meetings, collaborative
structures, databases (or separate databases with a common
portal), training and capacity building in implementation of new
standards and criteria related to ABMTs;
• On-demand istitutional capacity building on ABMT

REGIONAL CB&TT INTERVENTIONS
(RFBs, RSPs, LMEs, Political/Economic communities, other)

Figure 3. Capacity Building and Technology Transfer Pathway for ABMTs, including MPAs

• Accessing data/information
through CHM •Accessing/using
individual databases
• Applying data to identification,
establishment, management and
monitoring of ABMTs, including
MPAs
• Providing data and training
relating to: 1) assessing and
responding to climate impacts
on ABMTs, and deploying
MPAs for climate resilience;
2) support enforcement of
ABMTs; 3) support assessing
ecological connectivity and
representativeness of networks
of MPAs
• Supporting regional universities
and centres of excellence

GLOBAL CB&TT
INTERVENTIONS
(DOALOS, FAO, IMO, IOC
UNESCO, ISA, CBD, UNEP,
UNDP, etc)

• Assessing candidate areas for ABMTs in ABNJ
• Applying global principles, criteria and standards on ABMT
establishment and management
• Strengthening local institutions, data and research capacity,
particularly on transboundary species and habitats
• Applying traditional knowledge in identification of areas for ABMTs
• Collaborating with other countries and regional organizations in
developing proposals
• Assessing proposals on ABMTs
• Use of ABM approaches specific to open ocean environments
• Use of ABM approaches specific to migratory species •Drafting of
management plans and other adaptive management tasks
• Necessary data, information and knowledge for: 1) management;
2) M&E of ABMT effectiveness; 3) amending management
measures as required
• Strengthening national policies and laws on ABMTs
• Conducting socio-economic assessments and monitoring
relating to ABMTs
• Understanding and monitoring connections between measures
within and outside national waters

NATIONAL CB&TT INTERVENTIONS
(Foreign Affairs, Environment, Natural Resources,
Fisheries, Ports and Shipping, other)

ABMT PROCESS: Identification, designation, implementation, monitoring and review of ABMTs

INTERMEDIATE OBJECTIVES: Enhancing cooperation and coordination; Effectively implementing existing international obligations; Promoting
holistic/cross-sectoral approach; Conserving/sustainably using areas of special value; Establishing connected networks of representative MPAs;
Rehabilitating ecosystems and biodiversity; Supporting food security/other socioeconomic objectives; Creating scientific reference areas for
baseline research; Safeguarding aesthetic/natural/wilderness values

LONG-TERM GOAL: Conservation and Sustainable Use of BBNJ

Capacity Building & Technology Transfer Pathway for ABMTs, including MPAs

GLOBAL CB&TT INTERVENTIONS
(DOALOS, FAO, IMO, IOC-UNESCO, ISA,
CBD, UNEP, UNDP, etc)

LONG-TERM GOAL: Conservation and Sustainable Use of BBNJ

•

•
•

•

•

INTERMEDIATE OBJECTIVE: Environmental and social impacts of certain
activities in ABNJ are identified and addressed through EIA/SEA

EIA/SEA PROCESS

REGIONAL CB&TT INTERVENTIONS
(RFBs, RSPs, LMEs, Political/Economic communities, other)
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•

Develop States’ capacity to carry out individually,
collectively and/or together with regional and
global organizations, the conduct, monitoring and
evaluation of EIAs/SEAs
Assessing which activities, plans and programmes
under national jurisdiction or control in ABNJ require
EIAs/SEAs
Applying global criteria and standards on EIA/SEA
Strengthening local institutions, data and practice in
relation to conduct of EIAs/SEAs
Applying traditional knowledge in the conduct of
EIAs/SEAs
Providing necessary data, expertise and technology
Strengthening national laws and policies on
EIAs/SEAs
Understanding and monitoring the connections
between EIA/SEA conditions applied in waters under
national jurisdiction and those in ABNJ

NATIONAL CB&TT INTERVENTIONS
(Foreign Affairs, Environment, Natural
Resources, Fisheries, Ports and Shipping,
other)

Capacity Building & Technology Transfer Pathway for EIA/SEA

Training on:
• EIA/SEA principles
• Application of global criteria and standards
on EIAs/SEAs
• Accessing principles and guidelines through
the CHM
• Evaluation of EIAs/SEAs in ABNJ
• Incorporating cumulative and
transboundary impacts into EIAs/SEAs
• Incorporating climate change impacts into
EIAs/SEAs in ABNJ
• Monitoring, reviewing and enforcing EIA/
SEA conditions in ABNJ
•

Regional databases of information and data on EIAs/SEAs through
regional hubs of CHM
Joint training and capacity building in implementation of
principles, criteria and standards on EIAs/SEAs
Institutional capacity building of national government/non
government agencies on EIAs/SEAs
National and regional capacity needs assessments relating to
EIAs/SEAs
Assisting States and/or proponents in conducting and evaluating
EIAs/SEAs
Coordinating M&E, reporting and enforcement of EIA/SEA
conditions
Facilitating networking and exchange of experts •Strengthening
regional centres of excellence on EIAs/SEAs
Providing data, equipment and training to: 1) support
enforcement of EIAs/SEAs; 2) incorporate cumulative,
transboundary, and climate change impacts into EIAs/SEAs

Figure 4. Capacity Building and Technology Transfer Pathway for EIA/SEA
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fer will enable inclusive and equitable participation of
all States in accessing and developing MGRs. A more
coordinated approach to capacity building and technology transfer relating to MGRs and their utilization is
needed for the capacity gap to be fully addressed. The
private sector, in addition to research organizations,
should be viewed as a partner in capacity building and
technology transfer, although while these entities have
achieved many tangible benefits, the efforts are still ad
hoc and uncoordinated. Overall, concerted and coordinated efforts towards capacity building and technology
transfer by all actors are required to address the capacity gap. Capacity building and technology transfer relating to marine genetic resources, including the sharing
of benefits, will be required at the regional, national and
global levels.

Climate Change and EIA

The precautionary principle is strongly recommended when it comes to the effects of climate change on
deep-sea organisms, as long as the policies remain
flexible in light of the most recent scientific findings.
Each nation should be able to adequately determine
their conservation policies based on the health and
stability of their local ecosystems using the latest
available technology and scientific findings of the
global community. The global community has made
great strides in standardizing the legal framework
around EIAs within national boundaries, but has unfortunately done little in assessing impacts in ABNJ.
A baseline environmental state must be identified to
which changes can be compared, as well as a regular
monitoring program that can track environmental
changes accurately.

Climate Change and MGRs

Global leaders have become increasingly interested
in what lies beyond their national ocean territories.
Recently, scientists have concluded that untapped
biodiversity could lead to significant developments
in chemical-based industries due to the extensive
inventory of MGRs that accompany areas with high
biodiversity. However, to benefit from biodiversity,
the current level must be maintained throughout the
ocean. The 2018 DOSI policy brief “Climate and
Biodiversity Beyond the Limits of National Jurisdiction” recommends three major steps regarding MGRs
and climate change: 1. Address knowledge and
information gaps on the mutual relationships between
climate change and deep-ocean ecosystems, together
with marine BBNJ; 2. Support and fund adaptive and
integrated use and conservation of deep-ocean genetic
resources in the context of climate and environmental
changes through benefit arrangements; and 3. Develop best practices for accessing genetic resources in
compliance with climate regulations, with specific
attention to open data and carbon footprint.

5. CAPACITY NEEDS FOR MARINE
GENETIC RESOURCES (MGRs)
There currently exists a vast capacity gap in the ability
of countries to benefit from the utilization of marine genetic resources. This gap has to do with the specialized
nature of MGR-related research, which in the deep sea
entails expensive ships and equipment. Perhaps more
importantly, the capacity gap reflects the lack of ability
of many developing countries to participate in the biodiscovery process, from screening MGRs for biological
activity to developing them into a commercial product.
Access to latest published information about MGRs
may also be limited due to the expense of scientific
journals. The uneven distribution of capacity for marine
biotechnological research is also reflected in patents
related to marine genes, more than 90% of which are
registered with ten developed countries. As a result,
scientific discoveries and the benefits of exploitation of
the ocean are unevenly shared amongst nations. In accordance with the President’s Aid for discussions, it is
envisioned that capacity building and technology trans-
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GLOBAL CB&TT INTERVENTIONS
(DOALOS, FAO, IMO, IOC-UNESCO,
ISA, CBD, UNEP, UNDP, etc)
•

•

•

•

Developing better understanding
of terminology relating to MGRs,
including implications, and provisions
of new BBNJ agreement on access,
benefitsharing, and traceability for
scientists and private sector
Providing access to information and TT
opportunities on MGRs, e.g., through
publicly accessible databases, etc.
Developing international standards,
best practices, and codes of conduct on
MGRs
Keeping records using standard
procedures for exchanging samples of
MGRs

Capacity Building & Technology Transfer Pathway for MGRs
LONG-TERM GOAL: Conservation and Sustainable Use of BBNJ

OBJECTIVE: Build capacity of States to access and develop MGRs; Promote marine
scientific research; Facilitate the sharing of benefits emanating from the use of MGRs

•
•
•
•

•
•

•
•
•
•
•

•

Training of policymakers at the national level in: 1) relevance of MGRs to
national blue economies, and the legal and policy requirements for supporting
scientific research, biodiscovery and development of marine biotechnology;
and 2) in the legal requirements of the new BBNJ international agreement on
MGRs and the sharing of benefits
Accessing MGRs in situ, ex situ, in silico
Sampling and sample processing techniques at sea
Accessing knowledge related to MGRs
Training in the use of in silico, ex situ, and in silico data
Technology transfer to national universities of facilities, equipment, data and
information for research on MGRs
Training in the biodiscovery process and commercialization of products
Collaborative research projects between developing and developed country
scientists, including joint publications
South-South cooperation in development of MGRs
Scientific exchanges
Collaboration with the private sector in commercial development of MGRs
Staying current with new developments

NATIONAL CB&TT INTERVENTIONS
(Foreign Affairs, Environment, Natural Resources, Fisheries, Ports
and Shipping, other)

MGR PROCESS: Creating enabling environment, accessing and developing MGRs,
advancing research and other new developments

REGIONAL CB&TT INTERVENTIONS
& TT (RFBs, RSPs, LMEs, Political/
Economic communities, other)
• Building institutional capacity through
regional centres of excellence on technology
transfer to regional centres of excellence, of
facilities, equipment, data and information
for research related to MGRs
• Continuous enhancement of regional centres
excellence as science and technologies
advance, to enable them to train researchers
from various countries of the region, and to
undertake the development of MGRs into
commercial products
• Understanding: 1) role of refugia in
safeguarding genetic diversity; 2) impacts of
CC on MGRs; 3) adaptive potential of species
• Developing BBNJ CHM as central portal on
MGRs to facilitate CB&TT on MGRs

Figure 5. Capacity Building and Technology Transfer Pathway for MGRs
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6. FINANCING CAPACITY DEVELOPMENT
FOR BBNJ

Box 2. Review of Financial Mechanisms
Financial Mechanisms for 12 Environmental
Conventions

The success of capacity development depends on the
availability of adequate, predictable and sustainable
funding. Technology transfer, possibly facilitated
through a clearinghouse mechanism, would contribute to capacity development, and has similar funding
considerations. The Policy Brief discusses potential
options for funding. Sources of financing can be broken down to three major categories: public sources of
finance, both internationally/multilateral and national,
which have traditionally been used to support improved
ocean governance and management, including ABMT
and other similar activities; financing from philanthropic sources, including foundations, which have a long
history of supporting specific projects relating to ocean
and coastal management, including on topics relating
to ABNJ; and innovative financing sources, which are
new funding sources and mechanisms for ocean management and particularly ABNJ. Regardless of type
of finance, a financial mechanism, body or process is
required in the new International Agreement. Deliberations on the appropriate type of financing mechanism
to support the future BBNJ International Agreement
can be informed both by the goals and architecture that
will characterize the agreement as well as by lessons
that can be learned from the experiences of other
international agreements. The policy brief reviews the
financial mechanisms and arrangements of 12 existing
international agreements, which have diverse financial
agreements connected to the history and mandate associated with each agreement.

• UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) – mechanism GEF and Green Climate Fund (GCF):
GEF allocation (GEF 7: $876 million) and GCF ($12.6
billion) and 5 special funds in excess of $851 million
(note: leaves out Adaptation Fund)

• Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) – mechanism
(GEF): GEF allocation (GEF 7: $1412 million), special
fund $4.53 million

• United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification

(UNCCD) – mechanism GEF: GEF allocation (GEF 7:
$519 million) special fund in in development

• The Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the

Ozone Layer – The Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol (3.7 billion)

• CITES – 2 trust funds ($24 million)
• Basel Convention on the Control of Transboundary

Movements of Hazardous Wastes and their Disposal –2
trust funds (approx. $5 million)

• Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance – Small grants fund and other special funds (about
$8.5 million since 1990)

• UNESCO Convention Concerning the Protection of the

World Cultural and Natural Heritage (World Heritage
Convention) – World Heritage Fund (approx. $2 million)

• FAO International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources –
Benefit-Sharing Fund (aiming to raise $116 million)

• United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea of 10

December 1982 relating to the Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory
Fish Stocks (Fish Stocks Agreement) – The Assistance
Fund ($0)

For capacity development efforts to be effective, sustained and steady financing will be essential. The Law
of the Sea Convention, adopted early on, in 1982, does
not have a standing financial mechanism, in contrast
to the UNCED related conventions that were adopted
in 1992 or later (i.e., UNFCCC, CBD, and UNCCD),
all of which have a standing financing mechanism. The
LOS Convention has relied mainly on voluntary contributions to voluntary trust funds and to the Assistance
Fund, which have not provided sufficient funding for
the implementation of the Convention. The extensive
work that will need to be done under a new BBNJ
International Agreement will require a sustained public
finance mechanism to finance implementation of the
Agreement, including needed capacity development
activities at global, regional, and national levels.

• Agreement relating to the implementation of Part XI
of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the
Sea of 10 December 1982 –The Finance Committee
to oversee finances, Endowment Fund ($20,000 to
$50,000 per year )

• Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species

of Wild Animals - CMS Trust Fund to support work of
Secretariat and functioning of CMS, both assessed and
voluntary contributions ($2,458,937 total budget available for 2016)

7. A POSSIBLE CLEARING-HOUSE MECHANISM FOR BBNJ: CONSIDERATIONS
AND LESSONS LEARNED FROM EXISTING
CLEARING-HOUSES
While countries broadly agree on the importance of information sharing, many questions still remain about the
format and content of a potential clearing-house mechanism and the role that it might play in facilitating capacity
development. The Policy Brief reviews the use of existing
clearing-houses established under 9 international in9

struments to address the capacity development needs of
their users by examining the aims/goals, components and
capacity development functions of each clearing-house,
summarized in Box 3.

Box 4. The Role of a Clearing-house for ABMTs,
EIAs and MGRs
The role of the Clearing-house mechanism in facilitating capacity building in ABMTs, including MPAs, may
include the following:
Serving as a central portal for ABMT capacity building,
including:
• Information related to ABMT capacity building opportunities
• Access to webinars, online training courses and other
online capacity resources
• Information about funding opportunities
• Access to peer networks and discussion boards
• Roster of experts
• Information about exchange programmes and other
hands-on opportunities
• Access to data and information related to ABMTs, as
well as environmental, oceanographic and species-related data and information
• Access to ABMT-relevant policy, legal and socio-economic data and information
The role of the Clearing-house mechanism in facilitating capacity building in EIAs/SEAs may include the
following:
Serving as a central portal for facilitating EIAs/SEAs
capacity building including:
• Information related to EIA/SEA capacity building
opportunities
• Access to webinars, on line training courses and other
on line capacity resources
• Information about funding opportunities
• Panel of experts on EIA/SEA
• Access to peer networks and discussion boards
• Information about exchange programmes and other on
the job opportunities related to EIAs/SEAs
• Access to data, information and practice related to
EIAs/SEAs
• Access to legal, policy and socio-economic data and
information related to EIAs/SEAs
The role of the Clearing-house mechanism in facilitating capacity building in MGRs, including benefit-sharing, may include the following:
Serving as a central portal for information about MGRs,
and capacity building opportunities, including:
• Access to scientific information, data and samples
related to MGRs
• Access to legal, policy and socio-economic information of relevance to MGRs and benefit-sharing
• Information related to MGR capacity building opportunities, including scientific collaborations
and shared cruises
• Access to webinars, online training courses and other
online capacity resources
• Information about funding opportunities
• Access to peer networks and discussion boards
• Roster of experts
• Information about exchange programmes and other
hands-on opportunities

Box 3. Review of Clearing-houses
9 Existing Clearing-houses
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

The CBD Clearing-House Mechanism (CHM)
The ABS Clearing-House (ABSCH)
The Biosafety Clearing-House (BCH)
UNFCCC Capacity Building Portal
Joint clearing-house mechanism (Basel, Rotterdam and
Stockholm conventions)
Intergovernmental Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) capacity building functions
Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services Network (BESNet)
UNESCO GAP Clearing-house
SCP Clearinghouse (UNEP)

A clearing-house mechanism can provide a useful tool
for facilitating information sharing about capacity
development opportunities and provide access to information about existing capacity building initiatives,
provide access to online training materials (for example, access to publications, training workshops, courses, funding opportunities, online forums, workspaces,
toolkits, webinars and targeted technical support),
facilitate scientific collaboration, and build networks
of practitioners working on similar issues. Some of
the existing clearing-houses have a dedicated capacity
building portal or sections of the clearing-house with
its own identity. Many also provide access to a human
network of experts. A clearing-house can also provide
a platform for countries, institutions and individuals to
register their capacity development needs, both initially and on an ongoing basis, thus facilitating dialogue
and cooperation between those providing capacity
development and those requiring it. All of these functions could be useful for BBNJ clearing-house. Lessons learned from other clearing-house mechanisms
indicate, however, that keeping the user community
engaged and the information in the clearing-house
current are some of its biggest challenges. Additional
challenges include providing compatibility with other
existing data repositories and enabling access in multiple languages.
The specific roles that a Clearing-house mechanism
could play in area-based management, environmental
impact assessment, and marine genetic resources is
noted in Box 4
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Contact information:
For further information, please contact
Dr. Biliana Cicin-Sain, Global Ocean Forum,
bilianacicin-sain@globaloceans.org
or
Ms. Alexis Maxwell, Global Ocean Forum, at
alexismaxwell@globaloceans.org
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