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 I. Introduction 

1. In its decision 18/COP.9, the Conference of the Parties requested the Committee on 
Science and Technology (CST) to conduct an assessment at its next two sessions of how to 
organize international, interdisciplinary scientific advice, taking into account the need to 
ensure transparency and geographical balance, and to consider options for determining 
agreed channels for consideration of the advice in the Convention process. 

2. Document ICCD/COP(10)/CST/6 presents a report on the assessment as of mid-
August 2011. The report contains an overview of the provision of scientific advice under 
the Convention, of the assessment process and of four options that have been identified on 
how to organize international, interdisciplinary scientific advice. 

3. Decision 18/COP.9 invited the Parties, the scientific community and relevant 
stakeholders to provide input into the assessment process on how to organize scientific 
advice under the Convention. Thereby, as part of the assessment, the Bureau of the CST 
agreed to conduct an electronic survey (e-survey) on how to organize international, 
interdisciplinary scientific advice. The e-survey intended to give the Parties, the scientific 
community and relevant stakeholders an opportunity to participate in the assessment 
process. 

4. The e-survey was launched in English, French and Spanish, in mid-July 2011 for 
one month. The deadline for contributions was later extended up to the end of August 2011, 
due to the holiday season, in order to achieve a higher level of participation.  

5. This document reports on the initial findings of the e-survey that emerged from a 
preliminary analysis of the data. The findings are intended to support the assessment of 
how to organize international, interdisciplinary scientific advice, which is to be addressed 
by the CST at its tenth session (CST 10). 

6. Considering that the time available between the end of the e-survey and the CST 10 
session was very limited, Parties may wish to consider the need for further analysis of the 
data gathered through the e-survey, so as to use this data in an optimal manner to guide the 
next steps in the organization of international, interdisciplinary scientific advice for the 
UNCCD.   

 A. Overview of the e-survey 

7. The e-survey contained a combination of closed and open questions, the responses 
to which have undergone preliminary analysis. The questions were grouped into four 
sections: 

(a) Background information on the participants, their relationship to UNCCD 
and their region; 

(b) Expectations concerning the organization of international, interdisciplinary 
scientific advice by asking about respondents’ understanding of the terms “scientific” and 
“transparent”, about the importance of different requirements and objectives to ensure 
effective advice and about the respondents’ opinions on existing mechanisms; 

(c) Four options were introduced and respondents’ opinions were asked on these; 

(i) Option 1: Use of existing scientific networks: Official UNCCD bodies, 
governmental representatives and other stakeholders would use the outputs of 
existing scientific networks as a basis for international, interdisciplinary scientific 
advice; 

(ii) Option 2: Establishment of a new scientific network focused on specific 
topics: A new network could be created to provide international, interdisciplinary 
scientific advice to the UNCCD, taking into account the existing networks, but 
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focusing on specific topics relating to DLDD not effectively covered by existing 
networks; 

(iii) Option 3: Use of existing intergovernmental scientific advisory mechanisms: 
Existing intergovernmental scientific panels/platforms are formal processes that 
serve as a science-policy interface. Their findings could add support to international, 
interdisciplinary scientific advice to the UNCCD as they are related to DLDD; and 

(iv) Option 4: Establishment of a new intergovernmental scientific panel on land 
and soil: A new intergovernmental panel on land and soil could be established to 
cover the full range of interdisciplinary activities needed to provide international, 
interdisciplinary scientific advice to the UNCCD, taking into account the unique 
approach of the UNCCD with its regional annexes. 

(d) Recommendations, comparison and views on the four options, as well as 
suggestions for a further fifth option and any other comments. 

8. Regarding the two options on existing mechanisms (networks or panels/platforms) 
for the provision of scientific advice (options 1 and 3), respondents were asked to suggest 
mechanisms that they know of, stating whether they are involved in those mechanisms or 
not, and to give their opinion on how effectively the said mechanisms cover issues related 
to UNCCD. Respondents were also asked to name the most important topics relevant to the 
UNCCD that they find missing from current mechanisms, to give their opinion on the 
suitability of existing mechanisms to cover the regional approach of the UNCCD and to 
give their opinion on whether or not the CST should undertake a specific gap analysis to 
identify topic gaps.  

9. Regarding the two options on the establishment of new mechanisms for the 
provision of scientific advice (option 2 and 4), participants were asked to answer questions 
on modalities of the organization of such mechanisms, including the role of the UNCCD 
scientific conferences. 

10. Under all 4 options, participants were asked to rate the effectiveness of the 
respective option. 

 B. Representativeness 

11. 457 participants from 122 countries took part in the e-survey. If not stated otherwise, 
the percentages given in this report refer to the number of respondents per question. 

12. All UNCCD annexes were represented. 27% of the respondents reported that their 
duty station is based in Africa, 20% in Latin America and the Caribbean, 18% in Asia, 9% 
in the Northern Mediterranean and 4% in Central and Eastern Europe. 15% of respondents’ 
duty stations were in non-affected developed country parties not listed under UNCCD 
annexes, 7% in other affected country parties not listed under UNCCD annexes (see Annex 
I, figure 1). 64% of the e-surveys were filled in English, 18% in French and 18% in 
Spanish. 

13. 30% of the respondents were working in academia or as independent experts (other 
than science and technology correspondents), 20% were staff of a civil society organization 
or non-governmental organization accredited by UNCCD, 16% were National Focal Points 
or government representatives, 13% are science and technology correspondents, 8% were 
staff of a United Nations agency or intergovernmental organization partner to UNCCD. 
13% chose “other” as their relationship to UNCCD; this category includes among others 
interested individuals, students, observers, and people linked to different non-governmental 
organizations, civil society organizations, research institutes or government institutions (see 
Annex I, figure 2). 
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 II. Key findings 

14. This chapter highlights key findings concerning the expectations of participants in 
the e-survey on the organization of international, interdisciplinary scientific advice. It 
focuses on major elements that an international, interdisciplinary scientific advisory 
mechanism for the UNCCD should display. The chapter includes sections on the objectives 
for the provision of scientific advice, characteristics of effective and credible scientific 
advice, the membership of an advisory mechanism, substantive elements of scientific 
advice, and possible linkages to other processes. 

15. 13% of the respondents answered the open question on a possible fifth option of 
how to organize international, interdisciplinary scientific advice. The majority of 
respondents proposing a fifth option suggested that it should be a combination of two or 
more of the four options identified in the e-survey, in particular building on existing 
mechanisms.  

16. Respondents also highlighted that the establishment of a new advisory mechanism 
and the use of existing mechanisms (networks and panels/platforms) are not mutually 
exclusive. 

17. Since the majority of respondents proposing a fifth option suggested a combination 
of two or more of the four options, the analysis below only refers to the four options 
proposed. 

 A. Objectives 

18. The participants’ ratings of selected objectives of the provision of international, 
interdisciplinary scientific advice are presented in Annex I, figure 3. Of the eight objectives 
proposed in the e-survey, the majority of the respondents assessed the following four as 
being “absolutely essential” (see figure 1): 

(a) “Provision of regular and comprehensive assessments of the state of the 
knowledge on DLDD” (62% absolutely essential, 35% rather important),  

(b) “Assessment of state and trends in terms of socioeconomic and biophysical 
variables” (62% absolutely essential, 33% rather important),  

(c) “Networking with other scientific networks” (51% absolutely essential, 44% 
rather important), and  

(d) “Evaluation of policies programmes and projects at international, regional, 
national and local scales” (47% absolutely essential, 42% rather important). 
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Figure 1 
Objectives of the provision of international, interdisciplinary scientific advice assessed 

as “absolutely essential” by the majority of respondents. 

 

19. These four objectives will be a critical component in further considerations on the 
provision of scientific advice to the UNCCD. This is particularly relevant for the objective 
“Networking with other scientific networks”, which will be further presented in section E. 

 B. Characteristics of effective and credible scientific advice 

 1. Mandate 

20. 68% of respondents to the e-survey believe that a “clear mandate” is absolutely 
essential (see figure 2), which is the highest score for all requirements polled, as presented 
in Annex I, figure 4. 

Figure 2 
Rating of “Clear mandate” by respondents. 

 

 2. Relationship to political influence and to the UNCCD 

21. The majority of respondents expect that a scientific advisory mechanism for the 
UNCCD should be independent from political influence (see figure 3). 

Figure 3 
Rating of “Independence from political influence by respondents. 

 

22. 67% of the respondents rate this characteristic as absolutely essential. This trend is 
irrespective of the relationship of the respondents to UNCCD (see figure 4). 
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Figure 4 
Rating of “Independence from political influence” by groups of stakeholders. 

 

23. A specific question on the relationship to UNCCD was addressed for option 4 on the 
establishment of a new intergovernmental scientific panel on land and soil. 87% of the 
respondents would favour such a panel to be “linked to the UNCCD”. Staff of UN agencies 
or intergovernmental organizations that are partners to UNCCD at the same time favour a 
panel that would be independent of UNCCD (70%) (see figure 5). 

Figure 5 
Rating of “Independent of UNCCD” by groups of stakeholders. 

 

 3. Transparency and accountability 

24. Participants in the e-survey were given the chance to rank aspects related to 
transparency and accountability (see Annex I, figure 5). “Clear selection procedures of 
scientific advisors” is the most important aspect to the respondents in order to ensure 
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transparency. This is followed by “Clear selection procedures of research subjects” and 
“Clear modalities for the review process of the scientific advice”. Ways in which these 
aspects can be addressed need careful consideration in steps towards the development of 
new mechanisms to provide scientific advice to the UNCCD. 

 4. Sustainability 

25. Among the requirements of effective and credible scientific advice polled, financial 
sustainability is “absolutely essential” for 62% of the respondents and “rather important” 
for a further 34%. 

 C. Membership 

26. 67% of the respondents agree that scientific excellence of those providing scientific 
advice is absolutely essential. 47% consider regional balance in participation is absolutely 
essential as a second requirement. Finally, the inclusion of stakeholders other than 
scientists was highlighted as absolutely essential by 33% of stakeholders. 

27. 45% of respondents believe that participation based on closed membership is not 
advisable. Less than 7% of respondents considered closed membership as being “absolutely 
essential” (see figure 6). 

Figure 6 
Rating of requirements related to membership. 

 

28. Under option 1 on the use of existing scientific networks and option 3 on the use of 
existing intergovernmental scientific advisory mechanisms, the e-survey asked about the 
barriers that prevent participants from getting involved in the process of existing scientific 
networks and existing intergovernmental scientific advisory mechanisms. Replies highlight 
a lack of knowledge on how to become involved in the process (stated by 39% for existing 
networks and 44% for existing intergovernmental panels/platforms), with time constraints 
being the second most-often chosen reason not to get involved in existing scientific 
networks (given by 28%). The exclusiveness of membership is the second most-often cited 
reason for respondents to remain uninvolved in the case of intergovernmental scientific 
advisory mechanisms (given by 14%), with time constraints coming next (see figures 7 and 
8). 
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Figure 7 
What prevents you from getting involved in existing networks? 

 

Figure 8 
What prevents you from getting involved in existing intergovernmental panels? 

 

 D. Substantive elements of scientific advice 

29. The respondents expressed their views on what they considered to be the key 
substantive elements of the scientific advice to the UNCCD. 

 1. Understanding of the term “scientific advice” 

30. Respondents suggested “scientific advice” should include non-academic knowledge 
such as traditional knowledge (only 6% of respondents opposed this broad 
conceptualization of scientific knowledge), but responses stressed that this should be 
validated through a scientific review process (suggested by 75% of respondents) (see 
figures 9 and 10). 
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Figure 9 
Understanding of “scientific” advice. 

 

 

Figure 10 
Understanding of “scientific” advice. 

 

 2. Topics 

31. The disciplinary bases of international, interdisciplinary scientific advice for the 
UNCCD should cover social, economic, as well as biophysical aspects, in line with the list 
of topics missing in existing intergovernmental scientific panels and platforms, as presented 
in Annex III, as well as with the integrated focus of the Convention. Several participants in 
the e-survey commented that the name of the proposed “intergovernmental panel on land 
and soil” is too focused on biophysical aspects. Respondents also underlined the 
importance of interdisciplinarity for the Convention in their comments. 
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32. Respondents valued similarly relevant the possible topics proposed in the e-survey 
under option 2 on the establishment of a new scientific network (see figure 11). A different 
topic (not listed in the 5 provided) was proposed by some respondents. Among others, 
frequently suggested topics include knowledge exchange and the science policy interface. 

Figure 11 
Rating of topics. 

 

33. Topics relevant to UNCCD that are missing in deliberations by existing 
intergovernmental scientific panels and platforms are listed in Annex III. Data cleaning 
resulted in the removal of duplicate answers so they are just listed once, while similar 
answers have been grouped under a single topic. Unclear answers or answers relating to 
processes rather than topics were not included in the list. The variety of topics listed by 
respondents is an indication of the wide range of thematic interests of UNCCD 
stakeholders, in line with the multidisciplinary aspects of the Convention. 

34. Further review of topics not covered in existing networks and panels/platforms will 
need to be undertaken. Among others, such a review would provide input to the 
establishment of the future knowledge management system for the UNCCD as well as 
information on key issues at regional level. 

35. The wide range of topics presented in Annex III is an indication of the needs of 
UNCCD stakeholders as expressed by respondents in the e-survey. 

 E. Linkages to other processes 

36. Responses from participants to the e-survey highlight that any initiative on scientific 
advice to the UNCCD should be linked to existing mechanisms (networks or 
panels/platforms). Below, the views of respondents with regard to UNCCD scientific 
conferences as well as existing networks and panels/platforms at both global and regional 
levels are presented. 

37. The main arguments to build on existing mechanisms put forward in the comments 
are: 

(a) Financial restrictions might hinder the evolution of a new mechanism. 
Further research is needed as to what the costs of a new mechanisms might be, building on 
experiences relating to resourcing of existing mechanisms. Costs should be weighed in 
relation to the extent of benefits that can be delivered by a new mechanism; 

(b) The acceptance of a new mechanism would be low if it duplicated efforts of 
existing mechanisms – the limited capacity of existing networks should be considered and 
built upon. This underscores the importance of further analysis to see what the ‘missing 
topics’ relevant to the UNCCD are within current mechanisms; 

(c) The evolution of a new advisory mechanism might be faster if built on 
existing mechanisms; for many countries, the same people that already participate in 
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existing mechanisms could participate in a new mechanism, unless a new topic would need 
to be addressed by specific expertise; 

(d) The inherent interlinkages between the Rio conventions make it necessary to 
link the existing scientific bodies of the other conventions to an advisory mechanism to the 
UNCCD. However, links to the scientific bodies of other (non-Rio) conventions are also 
important and need to be considered; 

(e) 64% of respondents state that issues of importance to the UNCCD are partly 
addressed by existing scientific bodies, so it is important to build upon the starting point 
this provides. 

 1. Linkages to existing networks 

38. The objective “networking with other scientific networks” is considered either 
“absolutely essential” or “rather important” for 95% of respondents (see figure 1). 

39. Respondents to the e-survey listed up to three scientific networks in their region and 
up to three networks at global level related to DLDD. A very wide range of responses were 
received, cutting across a diverse selection of topics, scientific disciplines and geographical 
areas.  

40. Many respondents listed global (or national) networks that were active in the region 
in the boxes for ‘regional networks’ while many regional level networks were listed in the 
section asking about those at ‘global’ level. This suggests that participants consider that 
many regional networks also play a role at the global level and vice versa. The list in 
Annex II thus compiles the list of networks in their entirety, without a regional breakdown. 
It includes all networks mentioned at all levels, with those specified to be at regional level 
or national level shaded in grey.  

41. Some responses provided the names of individual research institutes, research 
projects, development projects or non-governmental organizations rather than networks that 
extend beyond a single institution. This needs to be followed up in further analysis as it 
demonstrates a range of interpretations of the term ‘network’, as well as varied 
understandings of the perceived roles and levels of activities undertaken by a network. This 
understanding will need to be further analysed at the level of the region. As far as possible, 
entries that do not extend beyond a single institution have been removed in a data-cleaning 
process to provide a list that considers only networks, which by definition contain more 
than one member. 

42. Some responses provided only an acronym for the network listed, under which 
multiple different organisations and networks exist. Following internet searches to define 
the acronyms, those that could not be defined have not been included. Further research and 
data analysis is required in order to define them all. 

43. The precise nature of the ways in which networking with other scientific networks 
can be undertaken requires further analysis, as both horizontal links (between networks at 
the same level, either regional or global) and vertical links (between networks at different 
levels) appear to be important and need to be considered. 

 2. Linkages to existing intergovernmental panels/platforms 

44. Desertification is a process that differs significantly in its causes, impacts, and 
mitigation strategies depending on the biophysical (including climatic) and socio-economic 
conditions. Those countries with similar conditions are often in a similar geographical area. 
This is considered in the Convention through the inclusion of regional implementation 
annexes. The importance of the regional implementation annexes to the Convention is 
reflected by the respondents’ answers to the e-survey. 

45. The UNCCD´s regional approach could only be partly taken into account by 
existing intergovernmental mechanisms according to 59% of the respondents. This suggests 
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there is a perceived gap in existing intergovernmental mechanisms in addressing the 
specific regional approach of the UNCCD. 

46. More analysis is needed on the intergovernmental scientific panels and platforms 
listed by respondents in the e-survey, including on how the UNCCD could build on them, 
in line with the specific topic(s) they are covering at global level, and how they could 
contribute to a future scientific advisory mechanism according to their own thematic focus. 

 3. UNCCD scientific conferences 

47. The current series of UNCCD scientific conferences could be used to build a new 
scientific network according to 78% of the respondents. 

48. This proposal would need further evaluation, taking into account the assessment of 
UNCCD scientific conferences foreseen in decision 16/COP.9, which is to take place 
following the UNCCD 2nd Scientific Conference and which will decide on the future 
process of organizing CST sessions in a preliminary scientific and conference-style format. 

 III. The options  

49. The outcome of the e-survey reveals a request for a new advisory mechanism, be it a 
scientific network or panel/platform. 77% of the respondents stated that there is currently 
no existing mechanism that can effectively provide international, interdisciplinary scientific 
advice to the UNCCD.  

50. The analysis of the concluding questions after each option shows that most 
respondents considered the establishment of a new international panel on land and soil 
(option 4) most effective. The second most favoured option is the establishment of a new 
scientific network (option 2). This is followed by the use of existing networks at global 
level (option 1), the use of existing intergovernmental scientific advisory mechanisms 
(option 3), and the use of existing networks at regional level (option 1), all of which 
received a comparable degree of consent (see figure 12). 

Figure 12 
Normalized weighted sum of participants’ ratings of the effectiveness of the proposed 

options (1= totally ineffective, 6= very effective). 

 

51. Despite the clear support for a new advisory mechanism, the use of existing 
networks and intergovernmental panels has not been clearly rejected. Almost 40% of the 
respondents awarded the use of existing mechanisms (option 1 or option 3) with one of the 
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two highest ratings. Ways in which to build upon these existing panels and networks need 
to be assessed during further analysis and consultations.  

52. If a new advisory mechanism is to be established, the respondents prefer that it 
would be organized globally containing regional sub-networks dealing with region-specific 
topics or globally containing interregional working groups on crosscutting issues. The 
option without a channel through which to feed in specific regional concerns is clearly 
opposed by more than 70% of respondents who selected “rather disagree” or “fully 
disagree” categories in answering this question. 

53. Similarly, more than 70% of respondents selected “rather disagree” or “fully 
disagree” categories when asked if any new scientific network should be established 
without including specific regional concerns (see figure 13). This suggests that should a 
new network and/or panel be established, regional concerns need to receive special 
consideration. 

Figure 13 
Views of how a new scientific advisory mechanisms (network or panel) could be 

organized. 

 

54. The results suggest that the respondents want something new, which is built on 
something already existing. Thus, the four options are not mutually exclusive. Quite the 
contrary: a new network and/or panel could benefit from linkages with existing networks 
and/or panels, particularly to allow greater strengthening between regional and global 
aspects. For example, a new panel could act as an umbrella for existing networks and 
panels at regional level. 

 IV. Conclusion: overview of the outcome of the e-survey 
following majority ratings 

55. Four objectives were considered absolutely essential by participants in the e-survey:  

(a) “Provision of regular and comprehensive assessments of the state of 
knowledge on DLDD”; 

(b) “Assessment of state and trends in terms of socioeconomic and biophysical 
variables”; 

(c) “Networking with other scientific networks”; 

(d) “Evaluation of policies, programmes and projects at international, regional, 
national and local scales”. 
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56. Participants in the e-survey considered a clear mandate is absolutely essential in the 
establishment of a new advisory mechanism. 

57. Respondents of the e-survey opt for a new advisory mechanism – be it a new 
network or a new intergovernmental panel – which should make use of what already exists, 
in particular at regional level. 

58. The survey results indicate that a mechanism for the provision of international, 
interdisciplinary scientific advice, be it existing or new, should be independent from 
political influence, but linked to the UNCCD process. 

59. Participants in the e-survey commented that they see financial restrictions as a main 
challenge in the establishment of a new network or panel. It would thus be recommended to 
develop a sound financing strategy in the case of a new advisory mechanism. 

 V. Recommendations for further action 

60. The recommendations contained in this chapter complement the recommendations 
contained in document ICCD/COP(10)/CST/6 on the assessment of how to organize 
international, interdisciplinary scientific advice to support the Convention process. 

61. The results of this e-survey are just one aspect of the assessment, providing insights 
into the views of a broad range of stakeholders. Based on the relatively large number of 
participants in the e-survey, with different relationships to UNCCD and from all UNCCD 
annexes, these results could be used as a basis for further discussions in the process of 
organizing effective international, interdisciplinary scientific advice to the UNCCD. 

62. The lack of sound and continuous scientific advice to the UNCCD has been an 
ongoing issue. The results of the e-survey confirm that action needs to be taken urgently 
based on a thorough analysis in order to find and implement a sustainable solution for the 
provision of effective and transparent interdisciplinary, international scientific advice to the 
UNCCD.  

63. The regional approach is specific to the UNCCD and distinguishes it from other 
initiatives and mechanisms. Participants in the e-survey have stressed the importance of the 
regional approach. There is added value of a scientific advisory mechanism to the UNCCD 
that considers a regional approach compared to existing and evolving mechanisms. 

64. The regional level is also perceived to be important for many existing networks. 
Interlinkages between networks at the same level (national, regional) need to be evaluated 
in addition to interlinkages between networks at different levels (e.g. regional, global).  

65. The CST may wish to pave the way for a new advisory mechanism to the UNCCD 
by undertaking a sound review and analysis, which includes the following steps: 

(a) Undertaking a specific gap analysis with regard to existing scientific 
networks and existing intergovernmental mechanisms that would also encompass 
consideration of gaps in terms of topic areas relevant to the UNCCD (this is wanted by 
about 87% of the respondents); 

(b) Integration of current efforts of the Committee on Science and Technology 
on knowledge management, in order to link existing networks and panels/platforms at 
global and regional level with the scientific knowledge brokering system, including the 
scientific knowledge brokering systems that could be developed at regional level; 

(c) Involvement of the Committee on Science and Technology in other related 
initiatives in order to help shape such evolving mechanisms to UNCCD’s needs, in order 
not to duplicate efforts, to permit exploitation of areas that are synergistic with the UNCCD 
within existing scientific mechanisms and networks, and in order to concentrate UNCCD’s 
own evolving mechanism only on gaps that are not covered by existing and evolving 
mechanisms; 
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(d) Clarification of the role of a future scientific advisory mechanism for 
UNCCD, including its regional aspects, in providing international and regional advice in 
the implementation of SRAPs and RAPs. This will also strengthen regional scientific 
advisory capacities; 

(e) Establishment of a working group with a clear mandate and objectives to 
define the modalities of a new scientific advisory mechanism, and set out a roadmap to 
move towards its establishment; 

(f) Designing of a clear, efficient and transparent process to select members of 
the advisory mechanism, that builds on existing networks and scientific panels and their 
peer review mechanisms, and which takes into account interdisciplinary and regional 
needs; 

(g) Development of a sound and sustainable financing and resourcing strategy 
for a new network or intergovernmental panel, as this is seen as absolutely essential by the 
participants in the e-survey. 
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Annex I:  

  Selected graphs outlining the e-survey results 

Figure 1 
Where is your duty station located? 

 

Figure 2 
What is your relationship to UNCCD? 
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Figure 3 
In your opinion, how important are the following objectives of the provision of 

international, interdisciplinary scientific advice? 

 
 

Figure 4 
In your opinion, how important are the following requirements to ensure effective and 

credible international, interdisciplinary scientific advice? 
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Figure 5 
In your view, how important are the following ways of ensuring transparency as 

required by the COP in the context of international, interdisciplinary scientific advice? 
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Annex II:  

  Compilation of existing regional and global ‘networks’ 

Some of the items listed are panels or institutions rather than networks. However, these panels or 
institutions are considered to play a networking role by respondents. 

Items highlighted in grey have been provided as regional networks, whereas those in white have been 
provided as global networks. 

Network Acronym 

Africaadapt   

African Conservation Tillage Network 
ACT-
AFRICA 

African Forum for Agricultural Advisory Services AFAAS 

African Monsoon Multidisciplinary Analysis  AMMA 
African Network for Agriculture, Agroforestry and Natural Resources 
Education ANAFE 

African Network for Soil Biology and Fertility AfNET 

African Soil Science Society ASSS 

Agri4Dev  

Agriculture Man Ecology Foundation  
AME 
Foundation  

AgriCultures Network  

Agrimet  

Alerte précoce  

Animal Traction Network for Eastern and Southern Africa  ATNESA 

Arab Desertification Monitoring & Assessment   

Arbeitskreis Wüstenrandforschung 
AK Wüsten-
ränder 

Arid Zone Ecology Forum AZEF 

AridNet  

Articulação no Semi-Árido ASA 

Asia Pacific Association of Forestry Research Institutions  APAFRI 

Asia Soil Conservation Network for the Humid Tropics ASOCON 

Asociación Española de Agricultura de Conservación. Suelos Vivos AEAC.SV 

Association Internationale de la Science du Sol AISS 

Association of Arab Environmental NGOs   

Austrian Soil Science Society ASSS 

Biodiversity Indicators Partnership BIP 

Birdlife International  

Camel Association of Pakistan  CAP 

Caribbean Network for Integrated Rural Development CNIRD 
Center for Development Research (Zentrum Für 
Entwicklungsforschung) ZEF 

Central African Forests Commission COMIFAC 
Central Asia and the Caucasus Association of Agricultural Research 
Institutions CACAARI 

Central Asian Countries Initiative for Land Management CACILM  

Centre d'Agronomie Tropicale et d'Investigations Environnementales  CATIE 
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Network Acronym 

Centre de Liaison pour l'Environnement International  

Centre de Recherche Océanographique CRO 
Centre for Agricultural Research and Development for Southern 
Africa CARDESA 

Centre for People and Forests RECOFTC 
Centro del Agua para Zonas Áridas y Semiáridas de América Latina y 
El Caribe CAZALAC 

Climate Action Network CAN 

Climate Change Action Network - Uganda   

Climate Change Commission on Sustainable Agriculture  
Collaborative Group on Solid waste Management in low and middle 
income countries  CWG 

Comissão Nacional de Combate à Desertificação CNCD 

Comité Inter Etats de Lutte contre la Secheresse CILSS 

Comité Scientifique Français de la Désertification  CSFD 
Commission Economique du Bétail, de la Viande et des Ressources 
Halieutiques 

CEBEVIRH
A 

Commission on Ecosystem Management  
Commission on Science and Technology for Sustainable 
Development in the South  COMSATS 

Communauté Economique de l'Afrique de l'Ouest CEDEAO 

Community Based Adaptation Network  
Conseil Ouest et Centre Africain pour la Recherche et le 
Développement Agricoles   

Conservation Agriculture Network  
Consortium of Research and Development Institutes and Centers for 
the Coordination of Agronomic and Forest Research and Technical 
Assistance CCRAFAT 

Consultative Group on International Agricultural Research CGIAR 

Croatian Academic Research Network CARNet 

Danish Development Research Network DDRN 

Desert*Net Germany   

DesertNet International DNI 

DIVERSITAS  

Drought Management Centre for Southeastern Europe  DMCSEE 

DryNet  

Ecological Society of America ESA 

Environment and Sustainable Development in Central Asia CARNET 

European Confederation of Soil Science Societies ECSSS 

European Desertnet   
European Environment and Sustainable Development Advisory 
Council EEAC 

European Environment Information and Observation Network EIONET 

European Platform for Biodiversity Research Strategy EPBRS 

European Public Water Network   

European Society for Soil Conservation ESSC 

European Soil Bureau Network  ESBN 

Fire Effects on Soil Properties FUEGORED 
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Network Acronym 

Food and Agriculture Organisation Eastern and Southern Soil 
Knowledge Committee  
Food and Agriculture Organisation Land Degradation Assessment in 
Drylands FAO LADA 

Forest Carbon Asia   

Forestry Research Network for Sub-Saharan Africa  FORNESSA 

Forum for Agricultural Research in Africa FARA 

Forum for Climate and Global Change ProCLIM 

Fynbos Forum   

German Soil Science Society   

Global Environment Monitoring System  GEMSwater 

Global Network of Dryland Research Institutes GNDRI  

Global Partnership on Forest Landscape Restoration  

Global Risk Forum GRF 

Global Soil Partnership GSP 

Global Water Network  

Global Water Partnership  GWP 

Global Water Partnership - SouthEast Asia GWPSEA 

Groupe de travail désertification GTD 

Grupo de Recursos Naturales de INTA Patagonia   

Grupo de REDD a nivel de Centro America   

Gulf Cooperation Council GCC 

Helio International   

Indian Council of Agricultural Research ICAR 

Indian Network for Cultural and Biological Diversity INCBD 

Iniciativa Latinoamericana y del Caribe sobre Ciencia y Tecnología ILACT 
Institut de l'environnement et de recherches agricoles  du Burkina 
Faso INERA 

Institut de recherche pour le développement IRD 

Inter-American Institute for Global Change Research IAI 

Intergovernmental Authority on Development IGADD 

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change IPCC 

Intergovernmental Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services IPBES 

International Academy of Science IAS 
International Agency for the Development of Environmental 
Information ADIE 

International Association of Hydrological Sciences IAHS 

International Atomic Energy  Agency IAEA 

International Center for Agricultural Research in the Dry Areas ICARDA 
International Center for Agricultural Research in the Dry Areas- 
Middle East and North Africa Region Development 

ICARDA- 
MENARID 

International Center for Tropical Agriculture CIAT 

International Commission on Irrigation and Drainage ICID 

International Committee for the Coordination of Agriculture ICCA 

International Council for Science  ICSU 

International Crops Research Institute for the Semi-Arid Tropics ICRISAT 

International Food Policy Research Institute IFPRI 
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Network Acronym 

International Human Dimensions Programme IHDP 

International Institute for Sustainable Development - Lists IISD-lists 

International Law Commission ILC 

International Livestock Reseach Institute ILRI 

International Network of Drinking-Water Regulators  

International Pesticides Elimination Network  IPEN 

International Rainwater Catchment Systems Network  IRCSA 

International Sabo Network  

International Soil Conservation Organisation ISCO 

International Soil Moisture Network  

International Soil Tillage Research Organization  

International Union for Conservation of Nature IUCN 

International Union for Soil Sciences IUSS 

International Union of Forest Research Organisations IUFRO 

Joint Research Centre JRC 

Landcare  

Latin American Remote Sensing and Forest Fires Network RedLaTIF 

le Réseau des Jeunes pour les Forêts d’Afrique Centrale  REJEFAC 

le Réseau des Populations Autochtones et Locales d’Afrique Centrale  REPALEAC 

League for Pastoral Peoples LPP 

League of Arab States   

Linking Climate Adaptation Network LCA 

Local Governments for Sustainability  ICLEI 

L'Organisation africaine de Cartographie et de Télédétection OACT 

Médiaterre   

National Ecological Observatory Network NEON 
Network of National Meteorological or Hydro-Meteorological 
Institutions/Organizations   

New Partnership for Africa's Development NEPAD 

Nexus Conference network  

North African partnership for taxonomy 
BioNET-
NAFRINET 

Observatoire du Sahara et du Sahel OSS 

Pacific Regional Environment Programme SPREP 

Partnership for Environment and Disaster Risk Reduction  PEDRR 

Partnership Initiative on Sustainable Land Management  PISLM 
Platform for African – European Partnership on Agricultural Research 
for Development PAEPARD 

Population-Environment Research Network PERN 

Poverty and Conservation Learning Group PCLG 

Programa Territorial Integrado Hidrico 
PTI 
HIDRICO 

Publish what you pay PWYP 

Red académica del agua  

Red contra la desertificación y la sequía   

Red de Desarrollo Sostenible de Colombia  RDS 
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Network Acronym 

Red de ecosistemas secos   

Red de Fondos Ambientales de Latinoamérica y el Caribe   
Red de Información Regional sobre Desertificación para América 
Latina y el Caribe   

Red Internacional de los Organismos de Cuencas Hidrográficas  RIOC 
Red Latinoamerica sobre Cosecha de Aguas Lluvias (Rainwater 
Partnership Network)   
Red latinoamericana de cientificos  en el tema de Sequia, dirigida por 
CAZALAC   
Red Latinoamericana de Cooperación Técnica en Manejo de Cuencas 
Hidrográficas  REDLACH 

Red latinoamericana de restauración ecologica   

Red latinoamericana sobre los recursos hídricos   

Red Mexicana de cuencas   

Red Mexicana de Investigación ecológica a largo plazo   

Red Nacional de Formación e Investigación Ambiental RedFIA 

Regional Coordination and Development Commission of Alentejo CCDR-A 

Regional Organization for the Protection of the Marine Environment  ROPME 

Renewable Fuels Association RFA 

ResearchGate  

Réseau Africain d’Action Forestière   RAAF 

Réseau Africain pour le droit à l'alimentation  RAPDA 

Réseau Arabe des experts en environnement   

Réseau des Aires Protégées d'Afrique Centrale RAPAC 
Réseau des Institutions de Formation Forestière et Environnementale 
de l'Afrique Centrale  RIFFEAC 

Réseau Femme africaines pour le Développement Durable   

Réseau International d'ONG sur la Désertification RIOD 

Réseau Sahel Désertification   

Rio+20 Collaborative Online Platform  
Scientific and Techincal Advisory Panel of  the Global Environmental 
Facility Network STAP-GEF 

Scientific Research Institute of Irrigation   

Sociedad colombiana de Ciencia del Suelo   

Sociedad Dominicana de la Ciencia del Suelo   

Sociedad Española de la Ciencia del Suelo   

Sociedad Latinoamericana de la Ciencia del Suelo   

Sociedad Mundial de la Ciencia del suelo  

Sociedad mundial manejo de agua  

Society for Ecological Restoration International  SER 

Society of Animal, Vet and Environmental Scientists SAVE 

Soil and Water Research Management Network SWMNet 

Soil Science Society of East Africa African Network SSSEA 

South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation  SAARC 

Southern African Development Community SADC 

Southern and Eastern Africa Rainwater Network SEARNET 

Sustainable Management of Marginal Drylands Network SUMAMAD  
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Network Acronym 

System for Analysis Research Training START 

Technical Centre for Agricultural and Rural Co-operation CTA 

TerrAfrica   

The Access Initiative TAI 

The African Forest Research Network  AFORNET 

The Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity TEEB 

The European Land and Soil Alliance ELSA 

The Japanese Association for Arid Land Studies   

The Japanese Society of Irrigation, Drainage and Rural Engineering   
United Nations Collaborative Programme on Reducing Emissions and 
from Deforestation and Degradation in Developing Countries UN-REDD 
Water and Development Information for Arid Lands – A Global 
Network  G-WADI 
West Africa Regional Network - Global Observation for Forest and 
Land Cover 

WARN-
GOFC 

World AgroForestry Centre ICRAF 

World Association of Soil and Water Conservation WASWAC 

World Overview of Conservation Approaches and Technologies WOCAT 

World Vegetable Centre AVRDC 
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Annex III:  

  List of topics 

What are the most important topics relevant to UNCCD that are missing in 

existing intergovernmental scientific panels and platforms? 

Awareness raising 

Biodiversity  

Capacity building 

Climate change adaptation and mitigation potential of SLM 

Cold desert ecosystems 

Drivers of desertification  

Drought and desertification  

Dryland ecosystems – human interactions (specific drylands focus) 

Economic valuation of land and soil 

Economics of best practices 

Energy sources 

Environmental history 

Food security 

Global projects, programmes and information systems 

Impact monitoring processes 

Indicators, monitoring and evaluation 

Interdisciplinarity 

Land degradation – monsoon links 

Land degradation – rural livelihood links 

Land degradation trends 

Land tenure and land use planning 

Legal aspects of land degradation and desertification  

Links between land use and land management practices and SLM/DLDD 

Migration and desertification  

Monitoring and assessment of SLM 

Moving from knowledge and policy to action 

Multi-stakeholder processes 

Political economy of land degradation 

Poverty-desertification links  

Rural development 

Science-policy processes 

SLM best practices 

Social aspects of land degradation 

Socio-economic costs of DLDD 

Soil and Forest degradation 
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What are the most important topics relevant to UNCCD that are missing in 

existing intergovernmental scientific panels and platforms? (continued) 

Soil and water conservation 

Soil fertility 

Sustainable natural resources management 

Synergy with the other Rio conventions 

Systems approaches 

Technology in agriculture 

Terrestrial patterns and processes (vegetation, soil etc) 

Traditional knowledge 

Upscaling and replication 

Urbanization and desertification 

Vulnerability (beyond climate change) 


