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BS-III/1. Compliance

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngpefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Taking note othe report of the second meeting of the Compligdommittee, in particular the
recommendations of the Committee regarding generassues of  compliance
(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/2),

Recognizingthat capacity-building is an essential element upp®rting developing country
Parties, in particular the least developed andthall island developing States amongst them, anikRBa
with economies in transition to comply with thebligations under the Protocol,

Recognizinglsothat it is too early to undertake the review of éfiectiveness of the compliance
procedures and mechanisms as provided for in se¥¢ticof the annex to decision BS-I/7,

Recallingparagraph 2 (d) of section VI of the procedures mechanisms on compliance under
the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety as annexeddisidn BS-1/7,

Taking noteof the experience of other multilateral environtaéagreements in addressing cases
of repeated non-compliance within their respectiompliance procedures and mechanisms, as presented
in section Il of the note by the Executive Secretaron the  subject
(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/2/Add.1),

Noting the absence of any submission to date of a casmmiompliance by a Party to the
Protocol with respect to itself or with respecatwther Party,

Recognizingthe need to resolve the differences that emergetheatsecond meeting of the
Conference of the Parties serving as the meetinpeoParties to the Protocol regarding rule 18hef t
rules of procedure of the Committee on voting manner that ensures efficiency and effectivenesiseof
Committee and the independence of its memberkingalecisions,

1. Decidesto undertake the review of the effectiveness ef ghocedures and mechanisms
on compliance as provided for in section VIl of d&n BS-I/7, including addressing the issue of
measures concerning repeated cases of non-complkenwell as rule 18 of the rules of procedurénef t
Compliance Committee, at its fourth meeting withie framework of the overall evaluation of the
effectiveness of the Protocol in accordance withicke 35 and in accordance with the modalities
established in decision BS-III/15 of the presenetimg regarding such evaluation;

2. Requestghe Compliance Committee to compile further infatimn on experience of
other multilateral environmental agreements regaydirepeated cases of non-compliance for
consideration at the fourth Conference of the Badierving as the meeting of the Parties to thev&ub

3. Calls uponParties that still have no appropriate legal adohiaistrative measures in
place at the national level to take the necessagsnres and specifically to give appropriate atiarto
the development of national biosafety frameworkseaabling tools in their efforts to effectively
implement their obligations under the Protocol, aingesthose Parties that have duly completed the
development of their national biosafety framewadik$ake measures necessary, including the allatatio
of appropriate resources, to make these framevap&gational and effective;

4, Invites Parties and other Governments with well-developad functional biosafety
frameworks or systems to cooperate and share phattical experiences with those Parties that lzave
demand in this regard.
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BS-II/2. Operation and activities of the Biosafefglearing-House

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngpefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Taking note othe progress report on the implementation of thétispeiar programme of work
for the operation of the Biosafety Clearing-Houaad relevant information contained in the interim
national reports on implementation of the Protocol,

Taking note of the report of the second meeting of the Complian€emmittee
(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/2),

Welcomingthe participation of Governments and internationi@anizations that have already
provided information to the Biosafety Clearing-Heus

Recallingthe need for capacity-building to enable develgpiountry Parties, in particular the
least developed and small island developing statesng them, to effectively use the Biosafety
Clearing-House, antiking into accounthe limited capacities of these Parties to prowdermation to
the Biosafety Clearing-House,

Emphasizingthat the provision of sufficient relevant informatiis essential for the effective
operation of the Biosafety Clearing-House, aacbgnizingthe important role of the Biosafety Clearing-
House in implementing the Protocol,

1. Urges Parties, Governments and other users to participathe Biosafety Clearing-
House by contributing or continuing to contributdormation as soon as possible, whether directly
through the management centre of the Central Rastathrough the development of nodes that are
interlinked and interoperable with the Central Bipror other options for national participation as
appropriate;

2. Requeststhe Executive Secretary to continue to collaboratiéh nodes that are
interlinked and interoperable with the Central Rioid ensure full accessibility of information tiigh the
Biosafety Clearing-House;

3. Recognizinghe limited data available in some categoriesfdrmation in the Biosafety
Clearing-HouseurgesParties and other Governments to include inforomapiertaining to decisions on
the release or import of living modified organisarsl risk assessments taken prior to entry intcefofc
the Protocol;

4, Invites those Governments that have identified constraoms making information
available in a timely manner and/or implementedtsgies to overcome these difficulties to sharedhe
experiences with the Secretariat for circulatiorthte fourth meeting of the Conference of the Partie
serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Pobtao later than six months prior to that meeting;

5. Recalls the requirement under Annex Il of the Protocol tmovxe any unique
identification of living modified organisms interdiéor direct use as food or feed, or for processinder
Article 11 andrequestsGovernments to also provide information relatingutique identification when
registering decisions under the Advance InformedeAment procedure, where available;

6. EncouragesParties, Governments and other users to continougsé¢ the Management
Centre to provide information, and/or to develofiaral, regional, sub-regional and institutionadae
that are interlinked and interoperable with the t@driPortal, as appropriate;

7. Reminddarties that information must be directly regisienaeth the Central Portal even
where it is available on a national website, ineorid comply with the information-sharing obligats)

8. Invites Parties, other Governments and donor organizatiockiding the Global
Environment Facility (GEF), when formulating prdgcand programmes for capacity building in
biosafety, to take into account the need for Partiebe able to provide summary information in the
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common formats for reporting information (partialyfakeywords for categorizing records) in an offiki
language of the United Nations to enable registnatif such information with the Central Portal;

9. InvitesParties Governments and international organizations toinaetto make relevant
biosafety information available through the Biosafl@formation Resource Centre;

10. Welcome®ngoing initiatives in capacity-building, such ag Biosafety Clearing-House
training workshop supported by the Secretariatollaboration with the UNEP-GEF Biosafety Unit and
requeststhe Executive Secretary to continue to support saghacity-building activities in partnership
with organizations such as UNEP-GEF;

11. Recallsthe invitation previously extended to donor Goweenmts and organizations to
assist developing country Parties, in particular ldast developed and small island developing State
among them, and countries with economies in trimmsés well as countries that are centres of owagid
centres of genetic diversity, and especially Staii#is limited or no Internet access, to accessusalthe
Biosafety Clearing-House, particularly in the arehsmproved capacitfor data collection and data
management at the national level, strengtheningood human resources at the national level, and the
establishment of appropriate infrastructure to shiaformation at national, regional and internagion
levels;

12. Requestshe Executive Secretary, in order to ensure thietsiof Parties arising from in
particular Article 11 of the Protocol, to make éasivailable decisions and other information onnliy
modified organisms for food, or feed, or for prageg, risk assessments on living modified organjsms
and decisions taken under the Advance Informed éxgent procedure;

13. Requestshe Executive Secretary to undertake translatiothefCentral Portal interface
into the six official languages of the United Naso andcalls uponParties, Governments and other
donors to provide the required financial resources;

14. Requestshe Executive Secretary, with a view to ensuring@dor money, to undertake
an external security audit of the Central Portadl @3 infrastructure to ensure full security ofsthi
information, and to minimize any chance of any loEmformation, andalls uponParties, Governments
and other donors to provide the required finan@aburces;

15. Requestshe Executive Secretary to continue to develop-Intgrnet based mechanisms
for countries to access information in the Biosaf€learing-House, such as circulating information
registered with the Central Portal on CD-ROMs oquarterly basis to those Governments that request
such facilities;

16. Requeststhe Executive Secretary to undertake another suredy Biosafety
Clearing-House users to compare improvements dgaixisting baseline data, and to submit this
information for consideration by the Parties atirthfeurth meeting as part of the review of the
implementation of the Protocol envisaged in the iomeeterm programme of work.
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BS-II/3. Capacity-building

The Conference of the serving as the meeting ofPdmties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Action Plan
Recallingits decisions BS-1/5 and decision BS-II/3;

Taking note ofthe report on the progress in, and effectivendsshe implementation of the
Action Plan for Building Capacities for the Effaai Implementation of the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety contained in the note prepared by thecktkee Secretary (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/4),

Recognizinghe need to take further measures to improvertiementation and effectiveness
of the Action Plan,

Welcomingthe evaluation of the support of the Global Envinemt Facility for biosafety
contained in document UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/INF/12,

Reiteratingthe importance of capacity-building for the effeetimplementation of the Protocol
and for its continued development,

Recognizingthat capacity-building is a complex issue reqgirimgent as well as long-term
sustained efforts to assist developing countryi®@arin particular the least developed and smih
developing States among them, as well as Partitseagbnomies in transition to fulfil their obligatis
under the Protocol,

1 Adoptsan updated version of the Action Plan for BuildiGgpacities for the Effective
Implementation of the Cartagena Protocol on Bidgafeontained in the annex to this decision,
superseding the one adopted in decision BS-1/5xahn

2. Invites Parties, other Governments and relevant orgaoizatito implement, as
appropriate, the updated Action Plan referred tavab

3. Calls upon Parties, other Governments, intergovernmental rorgdons, non-
governmental organizations and, as appropriateptiliate sector to continue extending their coofena
with developing countries, in particular the ledstveloped and small island developing States among
them, as well as countries with economies in ttewsiwith a view to strengthening biosafety
capacity-building programmes taking into accourticde 22 of the Protocol on capacitilding and the
Action Plan annexed to this decision;

4, Invitesthe Global Environmental Facility, developed courRarties and Governments,
as well as relevant organizations to take into astehe updated Action Plan referred to above and
increase their financial and technical support égedoping countries and countries with economies in
transition for its implementation;

5. Decidesto conduct further comprehensive reviews of th&okcPlan every five years;

6. InvitesParties, other Governments and relevant organizatio provide to the Executive
Secretary reports on the progress in, and effewtis® of, their efforts in implementing the Actidark at
least three months prior to the meeting of the Earfce of the Parties serving as the meeting of the
Parties to the Protocol that will undertake the pmrhensive review of the Action Plan in accordance
with paragraph 5 above;

7. Urges Parties and other Governments to integrate bigsaietheir broader sustainable
development strategies and approaches and progsrsund as Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers,
where available and when scheduled for revisionywels as those related to the goals and objectives
agreed upon at major United Nations conferences saamdmits including those agreed upon at the
Millennium Summit that are described as the Milliemm Development Goals;



8. Invites developed country Parties and other Governmenisctade biosafety issues in
their development aid policies and strategies, a@mdtheir corresponding sectoral and bilateral
programmes;

9. EncouragedParties, other Governments and relevant organizatio adopt a long-term
perspective in the design and implementation ofdfiety capacity-building initiatives, also focusiog
building up countries’ research capacities andtutginal frameworks in order to assess their owpds
and possible adverse effects of living modifiedamigms on the conservation and sustainable use of
biological diversity, taking also into account gslo human health;

10. Invites developing country Parties and Parties with ecaesrn transition as well as
other Governments to adopt, as appropriate, th@solg measures with a view to addressing soméef t
key factors limiting the implementation and effeetiess of the Action Plan at all levels:

(a) Promote coordination of donor assistance for baigahitiatives at the country level;
(b) Mobilize funding from a wide range of sources;

© Provide, where possible, adequate allocationsifmdety capacity-building activities in
the national budgets;

(d) Coordinate and harmonize biosafety frameworkseatelyional and subregional levels;

11. Invites Parties and other Governments, in collaboratioth wélevant organizations, to
adopt, as appropriate, the following measures @eto strengthen human resources for the effective
implementation of the Protocol:

(@) Encourage the development of training of tn@hprogrammes in technical aspects of
biosafety in collaboration with relevant partnergluding regional centres of excellence and nation
training institutions;

(b) Develop core local expertise in biosafety tlglouong-term formal training and/or
attachment of personnel to specialized institutioncentres of excellence, located in the country o
abroad;

(© Utilize opportunities offered by capacity-build activities for biotechnology to the
extent that they are relevant for biosafety;

(d) Promote and facilitate direct bilateral exchesmgf technical experts between countries in
order to build capacities in biosafety and encoetaitateral or regional cooperation;

12. UrgesParties, other Governments and relevant organizatio include in the design of
their biosafety capacity-building initiatives a u@gment to provide to the Biosafety Clearing-House
information regarding the activities, outcomes,thpgactices and lessons learned from those iniéatin
order to facilitate the broader sharing of suclerimfation;

13. Requestthe Executive Secretary to prepare, on the béasiesubmissions referred to in
paragraph 6 above, a synthesis report for condiderhy the meeting of the Conference of the Partie
serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Pobtbat will undertake the comprehensive reviewhef
Action Plan;

Coordination Mechanism

Welcomingthe report of the second coordination meeting fov&nments and organizations
implementing or funding biosafety capacity-buildiagtivities, which was held in Tromsg, Norway, from
18 to 20 January 2006 (UNEP/CBD/COP-MOP/3/INF/5);

Expressingts appreciation to the Government of Norway fporssoring and hosting the second
coordination meeting referred to above;

Emphasizingthe need for promoting synergies and partnershigtsveen different capacity-
building initiatives in order foster increased eifincy in the use of available resources,
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14, Reiteratesits call made in decision BS-I/5, paragraph 23,atb Parties and other
Governments to establish national coordination rarisms for biosafety capacity-building;

15. Invites developed country Parties, other Governments a&helant organizations to
provide additional financial and other resourcemable developing country Parties, in particule t
least developed and small island developing Statesng them, as well as Parties with economies in
transition, to participate in the global CoordinatMechanism;

16. Invites alsodeveloped country Parties, other Governments aleant organizations to
assist developing country Parties, in particula liast developed and small island developing State
among them, as well as Parties with economiesansition to build their capacity to establish and
implement biosafety coordination mechanisms ah#tenal and regional levels;

17. Urges Parties, other Governments and relevant organizatio regularly update, as
appropriate, information on their capacity-buildisgbmitted to the Biosafety Clearing-House and to
improve the level of detail and quality of the infation;

18. InvitesParties, other Governments and relevant organizatio document and publicize,
including through the Biosafety Clearing-House, axignces, best practices and lessons learned in
coordination and collaboration;

19. InvitesParties, other Governments, relevant organizatmasregional bodies, including
the regional economic commissions of the Unitedidwat to organize, as appropriate, regional and
subregional coordination meetings on capacity-lingidor biosafety;

20. EncouragesParties, other Governments and relevant organimtiaffering to host
coordination meetings to invite participants frowthb recipient countries and donor Governments and
organizations in order facilitate effective dialegon the capacity-building efforts.

Annex

UPDATED ACTION PLAN FOR BUILDING CAPACITIESFOR THE EFFECTIVE
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE BIOSAFETY PROTOCOL

1. Objective of the Action Plan

1. The objective of this Action Plan is to facitésand support the development and strengthening of
capacities for the ratification and effective impkntation of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafethat
national, sub regional, regional and global level& timely manner. In this regard, the provisimn
financial, technical and technological support &veloping countries, in particular the least depetb
and small island developing States among them, et a8 countries with economies in transition,
including countries amongst these that are ceofredgin and centres of genetic diversity, is etisd.

2. To achieve the above objective, this action pliams to provide a general strategic framework to
guide and facilitate the identification of countryeeds, priorities, actions and mechanisms of
implementation and funding of capacity-buildingoeté at the national, regional and internationetls.

2. Guiding principles and approaches

3. In light of the operational experience and lessdearned from relevant processes,
capacity-building initiatives undertaken in suppafrthis Action Plan should, as appropriate:

(@ Be country-driven, i.e. responsive to the needs @iatities identified by the recipient
countries themselves, taking into account the dynaature of some capacity-building needs;

(b) Ensure national ownership and leadership, includiveg setting of the agenda and the
design, implementation and coordination of thdatiites;

(c) Ensure systematic and timely participation of alevant stakeholders in the formulation
planning and implementation of capacity-buildingiatives;.



(d) Recognizing that capacity-building is a dynamicogressive and long-term process,
apply an adaptive and learning-by-doing approach;

(e) Maximize synergy and complementarity among all cépduilding initiatives relevant
to biosafety;

() Apply a results-oriented approach, focusing on egdhg specific capacity-building
outcomes;

(9) Promote policy dialogue with donors and organizetigproviding biosafety capacity--
building assistance and encourage the participafti@ivil society and the private sector in sucalajue;

(h) Apply a holistic approach, integrating biosafetytivattes with relevant sectoral and
national policies, strategies and programmes;

® Encourage the development and implementation abmety-designed and resourced
activities that address the specific needs andipei® of each country;

(), Promote high level political will and commitmentttee implementation of the Protocol.

3. Key elements requiring concrete action

4, The following key elements are meant to be amred in a flexible manner, taking into account
the different situations, capabilities and stagedeoelopment in each country.

(@ Institutional capacity-building:

0] Legislative and regulatory framework;

(ii) Administrative framework;
(i) Technical, scientific and telecommunicatianfrastructures;
(iv) Fundingand resource management;
(v) Mechanisms for follow-up, monitoring and assesst;
(b) Human-resources development and training;
(© Risk assessment and other scientific and techeiqadrtise;
(d) Risk management;

(e) Awareness, participation and education at all Evatcluding for decision makers,
stakeholders and the general public;

() Information exchange and data management, includithgarticipation in the Biosafety
Clearing-House;

(9) Scientific, technical and institutional collabooati at sub regional, regional and
international levels;

(h) Technology transfer;

0] Identification of living modified organisms, inclind) their detection;

)] Socio-economic considerations;

(K) Implementation of the documentation requirementieurrticle 18.2 of the Protocol,
()] Handling of confidential information;

(m) Measures to address unintentional and/or illegahsiboundary movements of living
modified organisms;

(n) Scientific biosafety research relating to livingahifeed organisms;

(o) The taking into account risks to human health.
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4, Processes/steps
5. The following processes/steps should be undemtakthin appropriate timeframes:
(a) Identification of existing capacities and assesgroénapacity-building needs;

(b) Prioritization of the key elements by each courndnyd the sequencing of actions,
including development of timelines, for buildingpegities in biosafety;

(© Mobilization of existing capacities and ensuringitreffective utilization;

(d) Identification of the coverage and gaps in capaityding initiatives and resources that
could support the ratification and implementatiéthe Protocol, from the following:

0] Global Environment Facility (GEF);

(ii) Multilateral agencies;

(iir) Other international sources;
(iv) Bilateral sources;

(v) Other stakeholders;

(vi) National sources;

(e) Enhancement of the effectiveness and adequacyafidial resources to be provided by
multilateral and bilateral donors and other dontwsdeveloping countries, in particular the least
developed and small island developing States antbam, as well as countries with economies in
transition taking, including countries amongst thélat are centres of origin and centres of genetic
diversity;

() Enhancement of synergies and coordination of caphailding initiatives at different
levels;

(9) Development of indicators for evaluating capacityiting measures at different levels;

(h) Identification and maximization of opportunitiesr fpartnerships and collaborative
initiatives in order to leverage resources andea@hgreater impact.
5. Implementation
6. The activities hereunder are indicative taskiseaindertaken at different levels to implement the

associated elements and processes identified aftwee.sequence in which they are listed does not
establish any order of priority:

51 National level
(a) Assessment of the effectiveness and adequacy stfrexicapacity;

(b) Assessment of the short-term and long-term req@rdsn for internal and external
funding;

(© Development of a national biosafety capacity-buildistrategy and action plan,
prioritizing the capacity-building needs and defmspecific objectives, outputs, targets and tinesj

(d) Integration of biosafety into broader national depeent strategies and plans, including
country Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers (PRSIesntry assistance strategies and/or other similar
instruments;

(e) Development and implementation of national biosafietmeworks;

() Development and/or strengthening of institutiomaministrative, financial and technical
capacities, including the designation of natioald points and competent national authorities;

(9) Development of a mechanism for handling requestaadaifications, including risk
assessment and decision-making, as well as puiiticmation and participation;



(h) Establishment of a mechanism for monitoring and gl@ance;
)] Establishment of a mechanism to inform all stakedéid;

(), Establishment of a system to facilitate approprigi@ticipation of all relevant
stakeholders;

(k) Establishment and/or strengthening of a nationardioation mechanism in order to
promote synchronized and synergistic implementadiocapacity-building activities and the harmonized
use of donor assistance at the country level.

5.2 Subregional and regional levels
(a) Assessment of national, bilateral and multilatéwating;
(b) Establishment of regional websites and databases;

(© Establishment of mechanisms for regional and subiomal coordination and
harmonization of biosafety frameworks, where appade;

(d) Promotion of regional and subregional collaboratiu@ngements;
(e) Establishment of regional and subregional adviseeghanisms;
() Establishment and/or strengthening of regional autttegional centres of excellence and
training.
5.3 International level
(@) Ensuring the effective functioning of the Biosaf€@garing-House;

(b) Enhancing the effectiveness, adequacy and coomimat financial resources provided
by multilateral and bilateral donors and other dentw developing countries, in particular the least
developed and small island developing States antlogigy and countries with economies in transition,
including countries amongst these that are cenfresgin and centres of genetic diversity;

(© Development and effective use of the roster of gspe
(d) Enhancing synergies and coordination among caphuitgling initiatives;
(e) Strengthening South-South cooperation;.

() Development/updating of international guidance d&hgvant international organizations,
including the United Nations Environment Program{d®& EP), the Food and Agriculture Organization
of the United Nations (FAQ), IUCN and others;

(9) Regular review and provision of further guidancetltiy Conference of the Parties to the
Convention serving as the meeting of the Partiésed rotocol.

6. Monitoring and coordination

7. Because of the multitude of different actors ertaking different capacity- building initiatives,
mutual information, coordination and regular monitg will be promoted in order to avoid duplication
and to identify gaps. This exercise will lead timeus of capacity- building on biosafety, ratitica, and
implementation of the Cartagena Protocol on Bidgafe The Secretariat and the Biosafety
Clearing-House will be actively involved in the pess.

8. The Secretariat will prepare, on the basis bhsasions by Governments, a report on the steps
taken by countries, multilateral/bilateral and otmernational actors towards the implementatibthe
Action Plan. The report will be submitted to thenference of the Parties serving as the meetirigeof
Parties to the Protocol so that it identifies wieetthe actions listed under section 5 above haea be
carried out successfully and effectively.
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7. Review of the Action Plan

9. A review of the Action Plan will be undertakevegy five years by the Conference of the Parties
serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Pobtdzased on an independent evaluation of the
effectiveness and outcomes of capacity-buildinggatives implemented in support of the Action Plan.



BS-111/4. Capacity-building (Roster of experts)

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngeefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Recallingits decisions BS-1/4 and decision BS-11/4 on tbster of experts on biosafety,

Taking noteof the report on the status and use of the radtexperts and of the pilot phase of the
Voluntary Trust Fund for the Roster of Experts (UIMWEBD/BS/COP MOP/3/4/Add.2),

Recognizindhe need to strengthen the roster of experts,

Understandingthat it is the right of Parties and Governmentsidéoinate their experts to the
roster,

Welcominghe initiatives taken by the Executive Secretarpramote awareness about the roster
of experts and to publicize the available fundiranf the pilot phase of the Voluntary Fund for thester
of Experts,

1. Requeststhe Liaison Group on Capacity-Building for Biodgfeto develop, for
consideration at the fourth meeting of the Pattiethe Protocol, draft criteria and minimum requoients
(including minimum qualifications or experiencedy fexperts to be included in the roster, in order t
assist countries in making their nominations to tb&ter and in re-assessing the nominations already
made;

2. Requests alsahe Liaison Group on Capacity-Building for Bioggfdo explore the
possibility of establishing a quality control meoisan, and if feasible, propose modalities of such
mechanism for consideration at the fourth meetihthe Parties to the Protocol, taking into accainet
suggestions made during the internal review oftis¢éer;

3. InvitesParties, other Governments and relevant organizato submit to the Secretariat,
no later six months prior to its fourth meetingews and suggestions on the criteria and minimum
requirements for experts to be nominated to theerass well as views on a possible a quality cdntro
mechanism for the roster;

4, Reiterateghe call to Parties and Governments to obligeettyerts they nominate to the
roster to provide sufficient details regarding thekpertise, including: academic and professional
qualifications, specific competencies, practicgleriences and publications relevant to biosafety;

5. EncouragesParties and other Governments to be more rigoioutheir process of
selecting and screening experts for nominatiohéaoster;

6. Urgesnational focal points to create user accountshiierexperts nominated to the roster
or authorize the Secretariat to create accountalf@xperts in the roster and to update the recordthe
basis of the information submitted by experts thatble to do it themselves online;

7. Invites eligible Parties to make use of the biosafety rosfeexperts, and calls upon
donors to make financial contributions to the appaie fund under the Protocol in order to covexr th
cost of using experts from the roster;
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8. Invites Parties, other Governments and relevant orgapizatithat identify and use
experts from the roster directly through Biosaf€tgaring-House without going through the Secretaria
to provide to the Secretariat evaluation reportthefcompleted assignments by the experts, inaluitie
guality of the advice and other support providedprder to facilitate the overall assessment ofuiiiey
and effectiveness of the roster;

9. Invites alsocapacity-building initiatives, such as the progeétinded by the Global
Environment Facility, to promote awareness of th&er, particularly in countries participating hose
initiatives;

10. Further invites donor countries and relevant organizations to makduntary
contributions to assist developing country Partiegarticular the least developed and the smklhds
developing States among them, and Parties withogaims in transition to pay for the use of experts
selected from the roster.

11. Requestshe Executive Secretary to prepare, on the bésieecsubmissions referred to in
paragraph 3 above, a synthesis report for congiderly the Liaison Group on Capacity-Building for
Biosafety.



BS-111/5. Matters relating to the financial mecharsim and resources

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngeefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety

RecallingArticle 28 of the Protocol,
Recallingalso its decision BS-II/5,

Taking note ofhe note by the Executive Secretary on matterseetho the financial mechanism
and resources (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/5),

Recognizindhe significance of the role of the Global EnviramhFacility in the implementation
of the Action Plan for Building Capacities for tBfective Implementation of the Cartagena Protanol
Biosafety,

Appreciative of the information documents (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/&IN2 and
UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/INF/13) from the Global Emnment Facility and updates provided by its
representatives,

Aware that the Council of the Global Environment Fagillhas adopted a new system of
allocating resources to countries in the focal srebbiodiversity and climate change, known as the
Resource Allocation Framework,

Realizingthat the Conference of the Parties to the Coneertin Biological Diversity did not
provide guidance on the development of the Resolioeation Framework,

Concernedabout the implications of the Resource AllocatibBramework in limiting the
allocation of resources to developing countriespamticular the least developed and the small dslan
developing States amongst them, and countrieseagitmomies in transition, to support the development
of national biosafety frameworks and the buildifdpiosafety capacity for implementation,

Understandinghat all countries need to put in place at ledsise level of capacity to implement
the Protocol and that such a requirement is ndtgfdhe criteria of the Resource Allocation Franeky

Recognizinghat guidance to the Global Environment Facildy ¢onsideration of the Conference
of the Parties should be incorporated into thissiee, based upon the outcomes of negotiations runde
other agenda items of the Conference of the Patirdng as the meeting of the Parties to the Gana
Protocol on Biosafety,

1. Notes with appreciatiorthat the biosafety-related activities financed ke tGlobal
Environment Facility have helped foster the radifion and implementation of the Protocol;

2. Notes alsothe recommendations made by the Evaluation Offifethe Global
Environment Facility in the document entitled “Repaf the Evaluation of GEF Support for Biosafety”
(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/INF/12), anafgesthe Global Environment Facility to implement those
recommendations in a timely manner;

3. Urgesthe Global Environment Facility to expeditiousigdlize, approve and implement
the biosafety strategy based on the elements sigggesthe document entitled “Elements for a Biesaf
Strategy” (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/INF/13), takingdraccount the guidance from the Conference
of the Parties that incorporates elements of tb@sibn;

4. Requestshe Conference of the Parties to the ConventioBiotogical Diversity to seek
an assurance from the Global Environment Facilitgt tthe introduction of the Resource Allocation
Framework will not in any way jeopardize eligiblarBes’ access to funding for biosafety-related
activities including regional activities where appriate;

5. Urgesdonor Parties and Governments to substantiallienegh the Global Environment
Facility Trust Fund, taking account of the need &alequate and predictable funding for supporting
developing countries, in particular the least depetl and the small island developing States amongst
them, and countries with economies in transitionptplement the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety.
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6. Requests alsthat the Conference of the Parties at its eighthtimg consider providing
the following guidance to the financial mechanism:

“1. Requestshe Global Environment Facility to base their edlbon of resources to
support the implementation of the Protocol on cguneeds and priorities, and as a priority to
support the establishment of a base level of capacill eligible developing country Parties, in
particular the least developed and the small is@enkloping States amongst them, and Parties
with economies in transition;

“2. Urgesthe Global Environment Facility to support in-ctyn regional and sub-
regional stock-taking studies to enable:

(@) The better planning and customizing of futussistance to the respective needs
of eligible countries, given the fact that a “oneesfits-all” approach to biosafety has been
demonstrated to be inappropriate;

(b) The identification of clear and realistic taige

(© The identification and provision of technicahda adequately experienced
expertise for the implementation of national biesaframeworks;

(d) The development of effective coordination whichcilitates the support,
ownership and involvement of all relevant natiomahistries and authorities, to ensure synergy
and continuity;

“3. Requestshe Global Environment Facility to support:

(a) The provision of longer-term support for builgj consolidating and enhancing
sustainable human resource capacity in risk assedésand risk management, and also in
developing detection techniques for identifyingriiy modified organisms;

(b) Awareness-raising, public participation andomfiation sharing, including
through the Biosafety Clearing-House;

(© Coordination and harmonization of national bfesy frameworks at regional and
sub-regional levels, where appropriate;

(d) Sustainable national participation in the Bfesa Clearing-House, including
registration of information with the central portaf the Biosafety Clearing-House of the
Protocol;

(e) Transfer and joint development of technology risk assessment, risk
management, monitoring and detection of living rfiediorganisms;

() Development and implementation of national biesy frameworks;

(9) Development of technical, financial, and huncapacity including postgraduate
education, biosafety-related laboratories and egleequipment;

(h) Implementation of the revised Action Plan fouilBing Capacities for the
Effective Implementation of the Cartagena ProtacoBiosafety;

) Facilitation of the consultative informationiparing process leading to the
preparation of national reports under the Protbcol.

7. Further requestshat, in considering the above guidance to thenfired mechanism, the
Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting &lke into account paragraph 8 of decision B&;l11/
paragraph 4 of decision BS-I11/3, paragraph 9 aislen BS-Ill/4, and paragraph 6 of decision B31Hl.



BS-I1/6. Cooperation

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngeefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Having consideredhe note by the Executive Secretary on the st@talsexperiences gained so
far in promoting cooperation with other organizaip conventions and initiatives
(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/6 and Corr.1),

1. Takes noteof the information provided by the internationatganizations which
responded to the invitation of the Executive Seeyeto provide such information pursuant to decisio
BS-11/6 of the Conference of the Parties servinghasmeeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Rubtot
Biosafety at its second meeting;

2. Commendshe Executive Secretary on his recent effortstitengthen cooperation with
other organizations and initiatives, in particulas regards the cooperation with the World Trade
Organization andrequeststhe Executive Secretary to intensify efforts to ngahe World Trade
Organization observer status in the Sanitary andd8hnitary (SPS) and the Technical Barriers tal@ra
(TBT) Committees;

3. Also requestshe Executive Secretary to:

(@) Continue pursuing, reinforcing and intensifyinas the case may be, cooperative
arrangements with all the organizations referreid wecision BS-I1/6;

(b) Explore the potential of, and endeavour tbagice synergies with, other processes and
initiatives that can contribute to the effectiveplementation of the Protocol, in particular witlyaed to
enhancing capacity-building;

(© Report to the Conference of the Parties sgrda the meeting of the Parties to the
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety at its fourth nmgetin the implementation of this decision.
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BS-1II/7. Programme budgetor the costs of the Secretariat services for ahé biosafety work
programme of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety the biennium 2007-2008

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngeefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Reaffirmingthe operational modalities of the programme budB&, BH, Bl), as established in
paragraphs 2, 8, 12 and 16 to 19 of decision B&-1/1

Recalling paragraphs 10 and 11 of decision VII/34 of the f€@nce of the Parties to the
Convention on Biological Diversity,

Satisfied withthe development of the Secretariat-wide trackinghmaism for differentiating
shared costs of secretariat services between thee@ton on Biological Diversity and the Protocsl a
well as with the analysis of the results by the dttiwe Secretary and the conclusions drawn fronh tha
analysis,

1. Welcomeshe annual contribution of US$ 1,000,000, to bedased at 2% per year, from
the host country Canada and the Province of Queb#te operation of the Secretariat, of which 16.5%
has been allocated per annum to offset contribsitfoom the Parties to the Protocol for the biennium
2007-2008;

2. Approvesa core programme budget (BG) of US$ 2,615,000 fier year 2007 and of
US$ 2,108,100 for the year 2008, for the purposéesut in table 1 below;

3. ApprovesSecretariat staffing as set out in table 2 belowd,raquestghat all vacant staff
positions be filled expeditiously;

4, Adoptsthe scale of assessments for the apportionmethieafosts under the Protocol for
2007 and 2008 set out in table 5 below authorizesthe Executive Secretary, in keeping with the
financial rules, to adjust the list of Parties egeipt of notification from the Depositary that @t8 has
deposited an instrument on ratification, acceptaapproval or accession;

5. Decidesto set the working capital reserve at a level pkb cent of the core programme
budget (BG) expenditure, including programme Suppasts;

6. Approvesa drawing of US$ 400,000 from the unspent balan@escontributions
(“carry-over”) from the previous financial period tover part of the 2007-2008 budget;

7. Takes notef the funding estimates for activities under thetécol to be financed from:

() The Special Voluntary Trust Fund (BH) for Adaiital Voluntary Contributions in
Support of Approved Activities for the biennium 202008, as specified by the Executive Secretary and
included in table 3 below;

(b) The Special Voluntary Trust Fund (BI) for Fé#eiling Participation of the Developing
Country Parties, in particular the least developauahtries and small island developing States, amtie?
with Economies in Transition, for the biennium 28008, as specified by the Executive Secretary and
included in table 4 below;

andurgesParties to make contributions to these funds;

8. Invitesall Parties to the Protocol to note that contritmsi to the core programme budget
(BG) are due on 1 January of the year in whichdhmmtributions have been budgeted for, and to pay
them promptly, and urges Parties in a positiondcsd, to pay by 1 October of the year 2006 for the
calendar year 2007 and by 1 October 2007 for thendar year 2008, the contributions required to
finance the Protocol expenditures approved undexgpaph 2 above, as offset by the amounts specified
in paragraphs 1 and 6 above, and in this regagdestsParties to be notified of the amount of their
contributions by 1 August of the year precedingytbar in which the contributions are due;



9. Invites all States not party to the Protocol, as well agegomental, intergovernmental
and non-governmental organizations and other seutoecontribute to the trust funds for the Protoco
(BG, BH, BI) to enable the Secretariat to implemeagmproved activities in a timely manner;

10. Decidesthat the trust funds for the Protocol (BG, BH, Bhall be extended for a period
of two years, beginning 1 January 2008 and endin@&cember 2009;

11. Agreesto share the costs for secretariat services betwasse that are common to the
Convention on Biological Diversity and the Protooalan 85:15 ratio for the biennium 2007-2008;

12. Requeststhe Executive Secretary to prepare and submit aranome budget for
secretariat services and the biosafety work prograraf the Protocol for the biennium 2009-2010 @ th
fourth meeting of the Conference of the Partiegisgras the meeting of the Parties to the Protcuoud,
to report on income and budget performance asagetiny adjustments made to the Protocol budget for
the biennium 2007-2008;

13. Requestshe Executive Secretary, in presenting the prap@segramme budget for the
biennium 2009-2010 to the fourth meeting of the f€mnce of the Parties serving as the meetingeof th
Parties to the Protocol, to use the tracking meishaito review the ratio specified in paragraph hawe.
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Table 1: Biennium budget for the Trust Fund of th@artagena Protocol on Biosafety 2007-2008

Expenditures 2007 2008
(US$ (US$ thousands)
thousands)

A. Staff costs* 939.6 967.8

B. Biosafety Bureau meetings 50.0 60.0

C. Travel on official business 50.0 50.0

D. Consultants/subcontracts 25.0 25.0

E. Biosafety Clearing-House advisory meetings 40.0 40.0

F. Liaison group meetings (1/year) 35.0 35.0

Fourth meeting of the Conference of the Pattigbe --- 350.0

Convention on Biological Diversity serving as theeting of
the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety
H. Compliance Committee meetings (2/year) 95.0 95.0

I Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Liability aRddress 800.0
(2 meetings)

J. Translation of Biosafety Clearing-House website 20.0 20.0

K. Training/Fellowships 20.0 20.0

L. Temporary assistance/Overtime 10.0 10.0

M. General operating expenses 192.8 192.8
Sub-total (1) 2,277.4 1,865.6

I Programme support costs 13% 296.1 242.5
Sub-total (11) 296.1 242.5

Il Working capital reserve** 415 -
Sub-total (111) 415 -
GRAND TOTAL (1 + 11 + 111 2,615.0 2,108.1
Less contribution from the host country 168.3 171.7
Less savings from previous years (surplus) 200.0 200.0
NET TOTAL (Amount to be shared by Parties) 2,246.7 1,736.4

* Includes 15% costs for 1 P-5, 4 P-4, 7 P-3l 4165-S staff funded mainly by the Convention.

** 5% of biennium total (including programme suppoosts) less accumulated working capital resemwm £005-2006 of
$192,600.



Table 2: Biosafety Protocol distinct staffing reqeiments from the core budget (BG Trust Fund)
for the biennium 2007-2008

2007

2008

A

Professional category

P-5
P-4
P-3
P-2

Total Professional category

N

N

Total General Service category

TOTAL (A + B)

Table 3: Special Voluntary Trust Fund (BH) for adtional voluntary contributions in support of

approved activities of the Cartagena Protocol oroBafety for the biennium 2007-2008

Descriptions 2007 2008
(US$ thousands) (US$ thousands)
I Meetings
Regional capacity-building coordination meetings f 60.0 60.0
the Biosafety Protocol (1/year)
Regional workshops on capacity-building/risk 100.0 100.0
assessment on LMOs (4)
Open-ended Ad Hoc Group of Legal and Technical 400.0
Experts on Liability and Redress
Consultants/ sub-contracts
Biosafety Clearing-House- External security audit 10.0
Biosafety roster of experts 50.0 50.0
Equipment
Biosafety Clearing-House software/hardware 5.0 5.0
Sub-total (1) 215.0 625.0
I Programme support costs (13%) 28.0 81.3
TOTAL (I +11) 243.0 706.3
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Table 4: Special Voluntary Trust Fund (BI) for fatitating participation of Parties in

in the Protocol for the 2007-2008 biennium

2007
(US$ thousands) (US$ thousands)

I Meetings

Meeting of the Conference of the Parties servisgha 450.0

meeting of the Parties to the Protocol

Open-ended Ad Hoc Group of Legal and Technical 900.0 450.0

Experts on Liability and Redress (3)

Sub-total (I) 900.0 900.0
I Programme support costs (13%) 117.0 117.0

TOTAL (I +11) 1017.0 1017.0
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Table 5: Contributions to the Trust Fund for the @&gena Protocol on Biosafety for the biennium 20@D08

Scale with 22% Scale with 22%
UN scale of celling, noLDC Contributions UN scale of celling, noLDC Contributions Total
assessments paying morethan per assessments paying morethan as per contributions
2006 0.01 % 1 Jan. 2007 2006 0.01% 1 Jan. 2008 2007-2008
Member Country (per cent) (per cent) uss (per cent) (per cent) uss uss
Albania 0.005 0.008 179 0.005 0.008 139 318
Algeria 0.076 0.121 2,725 0.07p 0.121 2,1p6 4,830
Antigua and Barbuda 0.003 0.005 108 0.008 0.005 83 1p1
Armenia 0.002 0.003 72 0.002 0.003 35 1p7
Austria 0.859 1.371 30,796 0.859 1.371 23,801 1,59
Azerbaijan 0.005 0.008 179 0.005 0.0p8 139 318
Bahamas 0.013 0.021L 466 0.013 0.021 B60 826
Bangladesh 0.01 0.010 225 0.0n0 0.010 174 398
Barbados 0.01d 0.01p 359 0.010 0.J16 277 636
Belarus 0.018 0.029 64p 0.018 0.0R9 499 1,144
Belgium 1.069 1.706 38,324 1.069 1.7D6 29,619 879
Belize 0.001 0.002 36 0.00L 0.002 P8 64
Benin 0.002 0.003 72 0.00R 0.003 b5 127
Bhutan 0.001, 0.002 36 0.001 0.002 P8 64
Bolivia 0.009 0.014 323 0.009 0.014 249 5[72
Botswana 0.017 0.019 430 0.012 0.019 332 763
Brazil 1.523 2.430 54,600 1.523 2.480 42,199 96,799
Bulgaria 0.017 0.027 609 0.017 0.027 471 1,080
Burkina Faso 0.007 0.00B 72 0.002 0.go3 55 127
Cambodia 0.007 0.008 72 0.002 0.003 55 127
Cameroon 0.009 0.018 287 0.008 0.013 222 508
Cape Verde 0.001 0.002 36 0.0p1 0.902 28 64
China 2.053 3.276 73,601 2.053 3.2/76 56,884 130485
Colombia 0.155 0.247 5,557 0.155 0.247 4,295 9,852
Croatia 0.037, 0.059 1,326 0.037 0.069 1,025 2,852
Cuba 0.043 0.069 1,54p 0.043 0.069 1,191 2,733
Cyprus 0.039 0.062 1,398 0.039 0.062 1,081 2,479
Czech Republic 0.18 0.292 6,561 0.183 0.292 5/071 11,631
Dem. Republic of 0.003 0.005 108 0.008 0.005 TS 1p1
Congo
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Scale with 22% Scale with 22%
UN scale of celling, noLDC Contributions UN scale of celling, noLDC Contributions Total
assessments paying morethan per assessments paying morethan asper contributions
2006 0.01 % 1 Jan. 2007 2006 0.01 % 1 Jan. 2008 2007-2008
Member Country (per cent) (per cent) Uss (per cent) (per cent) Uss uss
Denmark 0.718 1.146 25,741 0.718 1.146 19,894 85/63
Djibouti 0.001 0.002 36 0.001 0.002 28 b4
Dominica 0.001 0.007 36 0.001 0.002 P8 64
Ecuador 0.019 0.030 68{1 0.019 0.030 526 1,p08
Egypt 0.012 0.019 430 0.012 0.019 3B2 163
El Salvador 0.022 0.035 789 0.022 0.035 610 1,398
Eritrea 0.001 0.007 36 0.001 0.002 P8 64
Estonia 0.012 0.019 43P 0.012 0.0n9 332 763
Ethiopia 0.004 0.006 148 0.004 0.006 111 254
European Community 2.50D 2.500 56,168 2.500 2,500 3,410 99,578
Fiji 0.004 0.006 143 0.004 0.006 111 264
Finland 0.533 0.851 19,108 0.533 0.851 14,768 87
France 6.030 9.622 216,178 6.0B0 9.622 167,077 2383,
Gambia 0.001 0.002 36 0.001 0.0p2 28 64
Germany 8.662 13.822 310,537 8.662 13.822 240|004 50,581
Ghana 0.004 0.006 143 0.004 0.006 111 P54
Greece 0.53(¢ 0.846 19,001 0.580 0.846 14685 33,686
Grenada 0.001 0.00p 36 0.001 0.g02 28 64
Guatemala 0.03( 0.048 1,076 0.0B0 0.048 831 1{907
Hungary 0.126 0.201 4,517 0.126 0.2p1 3,491 8,008
India 0.421 0.672 15,098 0.421 0.672 11,665 26,758
Indonesia 0.1472 0.22 5,091 0.142 0.227 3,034 9/025
Iran 0.157 0.251 5,629 0.157 0.251 4,350 9,979
Ireland 0.350 0.559 12,548 0.3%0 0.558 9,698 22,245
Italy 4.885 7.795 175,130 4.885 7.795 135,352 AD,4
Japan 19.468 22.000 494,274 19.468 22.000 382,008 876,28
Jordan 0.011 0.018 394 0.011 0.018 305 599
Kenya 0.009 0.014 328 0.0Q9 0.014 249 572
Kiribati 0.001 0.002 36 0.001 0.002 28 64
Korea, Democratic 0.010 0.016 359 0.010 0.016 277 636
Republic
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Scale with 22% Scale with 22%
UN scale of celling, noLDC Contributions UN scale of celling, noLDC Contributions Total
assessments paying morethan per assessments paying morethan asper contributions
2006 0.01 % 1 Jan. 2007 2006 0.01 % 1 Jan. 2008 2007-2008
Member Country (per cent) (per cent) Uss (per cent) (per cent) Uss uss
Kyrgyzstan 0.001 0.002 36 0.001 0.0p2 28 64
Lao People's Dem. Rep. 0.015 0.010 225 0.p15 0{010 174 398
Latvia 0.015 0.024 538 0.01p5 0.024 416 953
Lesotho 0.001 0.002 36 0.001 0.0p2 28 64
Liberia 0.001 0.002 36 0.00L 0.002 P8 64
Libya 0.132 0.211 4,732 0.132 0.211 3,657 8,390
Lithuania 0.024 0.034 860 0.024 0.088 665 1,525
Luxembourg 0.077 0.128 2,760 0.077 0.123 2,133 /89
Madagascar 0.008 0.005 108 0.003 0.005 83 191
Malaysia 0.203 0.324 7,278 0.203 0.3p4 5,625 12/902
Maldives 0.001 0.007 36 0.001 0.002 P8 64
Mali 0.002 0.003 72 0.002 0.003 85 127
Marshall Islands 0.001 0.002 36 0.0p1 0.902 28 64
Mauritania 0.001, 0.002 36 0.001 0.002 P8 64
Mauritius 0.011 0.018 394 0.011 0.018 305 699
Mexico 1.883 3.005 67,506 1.883 3.0p5 52,174 119,68
Mongolia 0.001 0.002 36 0.001 0.002 P8 64
Mozambique 0.001 0.002 36 0.001 0.002 28 64
Namibia 0.006 0.01d 215 0.006 0.010 166 381
Nauru 0.001 0.007 36 0.001 0.002 P8 64
Netherlands 1.69( 2.6917 60,587 1.690 2.697 46826 07,413
New Zealand 0.221 0.358 7,923 0.2p1 0.353 6,123 0484,
Nicaragua 0.001 0.002 36 0.001 0.002 28 64
Niger 0.001 0.002 36 0.00L 0.002 P8 64
Nigeria 0.042 0.067 1,506 0.042 0.067 1,164 2,669
Niue 0.001 0.002 36 0.00L 0.002 P8 64
Norway 0.679 1.083 24,34p 0.679 1.0B3 18,813 43,156
Oman 0.070 0.112 2,51p 0.070 0.1p2 1,940 4,449
Palau 0.001 0.002 36 0.001 0.0p2 28 64
Panama 0.019 0.030 681 0.019 0.030 526 1,208
Papua New Guinea 0.003 0.005 108 0.(|)03 0005 83 191
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Scale with 22% Scale with 22%
UN scale of celling, noLDC Contributions UN scale of celling, noLDC Contributions Total
assessments paying morethan per assessments paying morethan asper contributions
2006 0.01 % 1 Jan. 2007 2006 0.01 % 1 Jan. 2008 2007-2008
Member Country (per cent) (per cent) Uss (per cent) (per cent) Uss uss
Paraguay 0.012 0.019 430 0.012 0.019 B32 763
Peru 0.092 0.147 3,298 0.092 0.147 2,549 5,847
Poland 0.461 0.736 16,527 0.461 0.736 12,73 29/300
Portugal 0.470 0.75 16,850 0.470 0.750 13,023 729|8
Republic of Moldova 0.001 0.00p 36 0.001 0.002 28 46
Romania 0.06(Q 0.096 2,191 0.060 0.796 1,662 3,813
Rwanda 0.001 0.002 3p 0.001 0.0p2 28 64
Saint Kitts and Nevis 0.001 0.002 36 0.0p1 0.002 28 64
Saint Vincent & Gren. 0.001 0.002 36 0.0p1 0.002 28 64
Samoa 0.001 0.002 36 0.001 0.002 28 64
Senegal 0.005 0.008 179 0.005 0.9Jos 139 318
Serbia & Montenegro 0.019 0.030 681 0.019 0.030 526 1,208
Seychelles 0.002 0.008 72 0.002 0.9Jo3 55 127
Slovakia 0.051, 0.081 1,828 0.0%1 0.081 1,413 3,241
Slovenia 0.082 0.131 2,940 0.082 0.131 2,272 5,212
Solomon Islands 0.001 0.002 36 0.0p1 0.002 28 64
South Africa 0.292 0.46¢ 10,468 0.292 0.466 8,091 8,599
Spain 2.520 4.021 90,343 2.520 4.021 69,823 160{167
Sri Lanka 0.017, 0.027 60P 0.017 0.0p7 471 1,080
St. Lucia 0.002 0.003 72 0.0092 0.003 65 127
Sudan 0.008 0.010 225 0.008 0.010 174 398
Swaziland 0.002 0.008 7R 0.002 0.0p3 55 127
Sweden 0.998 1.598 35,719 0.9p8 1.593 27,652 63,431
Switzerland 1.197 1.910 42,913 1.197 1.910 33,166 76,079
Syria 0.038 0.061 1,362 0.038 0.061 1,053 2,415
Tajikistan 0.001 0.007 36 0.001 0.002 P8 64
TFYR Macedonia 0.006¢ 0.01p 215 0.0p6 0.010 166 381
Thailand 0.209 0.334 7,498 0.209 0.334 5,791 13,284
Togo 0.001 0.002 36 0.001 0.002 P8 64
Tonga 0.001, 0.002 36 0.001 0.002 P8 64
Trinidad and Tobago 0.02p 0.035 789 0.g22 0.035 610 1,398
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Scale with 22% Scale with 22%
UN scale of celling, noLDC Contributions UN scale of celling, noLDC Contributions Total
assessments paying morethan per assessments paying morethan asper contributions
2006 0.01 % 1 Jan. 2007 2006 0.01 % 1 Jan. 2008 2007-2008

Member Country (per cent) (per cent) Uss (per cent) (per cent) Uss uss
Tunisia 0.032 0.051 1,147 0.032 0.0p1 887 2,034
Turkey 0.372 0.594 13,33p 0.372 0.5p4 10,307 23,644
Uganda 0.006 0.01 215 0.006 0.010 166 B81
Ukraine 0.039 0.062 1,398 0.039 0.0p2 1,081 2,479
United Kingdom of 6.127 9.777 219,656 6.127 9.777 169,765 389421
Great Britain and
Northern Ireland
United Republic of 0.006 0.010 215 0.006 0.010 166 381
Tanzania
Venezuela 0.171 0.27 6,130 0.171 0.273 4,738 80,86
Viet Nam 0.021 0.034 7538 0.021 0.084 582 1,335
Yemen 0.006 0.01( 215 0.006 0.010 166 381
Zambia 0.002 0.003 72 0.092 0.003 b5 127
Zimbabwe 0.007 0.011 251 0.007 0.0n1 194 445
TOTAL 69.297 100.000 2,246,700 69.297 100.000 1,736,400 3,983,100
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BS-11/8. Handling, transport, packaging and idenfication of living modified
organisms: paragraphs 2 (b) and 2 (c) of Articl& 1

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngeefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Recallingthe decision taken at the second meeting to centfié documentation requirements of
paragraphs 2 (b) and 2 (c) of Article 18 in theteghof the review of implementation of the Protoas
provided for under Article 35 (paragraph 4, decidB5-11/10),

Noting the existence of well established rules and prastior identification, packaging and
transport such as the United Nations Model Reguriation the Transport of Dangerous Goods in respect
of some classes or types of living modified orgarsisthat meet the criteria of dangerous goods or
substances, and which fall under the categoryisfdimodified organisms destined for contained use,

Notingthe submissions of information made on experiersinegl with the use of a commercial
invoice or other documents required or utilized dyisting documentation systems in fulfilling the
requirements under paragraphs 2 (b) and 2 (c) ¢tlar1l8 concerning the identification of living
modified organisms destined for contained use aondet intended for intentional introduction into the
environment, respectively,

Noting furtherthe limited number of submissions received on egpee in the use of existing
documentation systems on whether a stand alone ndoduwould be appropriate to fulfil the
documentation requirements under paragraphs 2ntbpdc) of Article 18, andecognizingthe need for
more practical experience in the use of documeaiésned to in paragraph 1, of decision BS-1/6 B,

Recognizing furthethe right of Parties to take domestic measuresitiag exporters of living
modified organisms destined for contained use aondet intended for intentional introduction into the
environment, to use standard formats, stand-alocardents, templates or other documentation systems
that may be required by national authorities,

1. Request$arties andnvites other Governments and relevant international drgaions
to submit further to the Executive Secretary, @abeld than six months prior to the fourth meetingheaf
Conference of the Parties serving as the meetintpefParties to the Protocol, further information o
experience gained with the use of a commercialioev@r other documents required or utilized by
existing documentation systems, or pursuant tanatirequirements with a view to future considerati
of a stand-alone document;

2. Requestshe Executive Secretary to compile the informatieceived as per paragraph 1
above and to prepare a synthesis report for comdide in the context of the process of review s t
implementation of the Protocol as provided for unieicle 35 of the Protocol.
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/9. Handling, transport, packaging and identifiation of living modified
organisms: paragraph 3 of Article 18

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngeefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Recalling paragraph 3 of Article 18 of the Protocol on tlensideration of the need for and
modalities of developing standards with regard dentification, handling, packaging and transport
practices for transboundary movements of living ified organisms,

Noting paragraph 2 of Article 18 provides for rules amandards regarding identification of
living modified organisms,

Recognizingin light of the complexity of existing rules asthndards, and the relevant work of
various international bodies, that there is a rfeedurther consultations regarding consideratidrihe
need for and modalities of developing standardé wegard to identification, handling, packaging and
transport practices, with a view to creating syresgnd avoiding duplication of efforts,

1. Invites Parties, other Governments and relevant intemnaltiorganizations to submit, no
later than six months prior to the fourth meetifighe Conference of the Parties serving as theinggef
the Parties to the Protocol, views and informatan (i) the adequacy of existing rules and starslfod
identification, handling, packaging and transpdrgoods and substances to address concerns retlating
living modified organisms that are subject to ttamsdary movement, and (ii) on gaps that may exist
that may justify a need to develop new rules aaddirds, or to call upon relevant internationalié®tb
modify or expand their existing rules and standaadsappropriate;

2. Requestdhe Executive Secretary to prepare a synthesthefviews and information
referred to in paragraph 1 above for consideragiotihe fourth meeting of the Conference of thei€art
serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Pofitoc

3. Further requeststhe Executive Secretary to continue collaboratinghwelevant
international bodies and to gather information aisting rules and standards with a view to making
available the information, including on the expedes of relevant international bodies in the
establishment and implementation of rules and stasdrelevant to Article 18, at the fourth andhfift
meetings of the Conference of the Parties sendgrne@meeting of the Parties to the Protocol.
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11/10. Handling, transport, packaging and identifiation of living modified
organisms: paragraph 2 (a) of Article 18

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngeefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Recallingthe second sentence of paragraph 2 (a) of Arti8lewvhich requires the Conference of
the Parties serving as the meeting of the Partethe Protocol to take a decision on the detailed
requirements of those elements specified in thst fesentence of the same paragraph, including
specification of the identity of the living modifleorganisms in question and any unique identificatno
later than two years after the entry into forcéhef Protocol,

Also recallingdecision BS-I/6 A of the first meeting of the Cerdnce of the Parties serving as
the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol,

Recallingthat pursuant to Article 2 paragraph 4 of the &gol, nothing in the Protocol shall be
interpreted as restricting the right of a Partyaice action that is more protective of the congeaaand
sustainable use of biological diversity than thalted for in the Protocol, provided that such attie
consistent with the objective and the provisionshef Protocol and in accordance with that Partyt&io
obligations under international law,

Understandingthat Parties may, in the context of Article 14 akticle 24, enter into bilateral,
regional and multilateral agreements and arrangsmegarding requirements for the identification of
living modified organisms intended for direct usef@od or feed, or for processing,

RecallingArticle 11 of the Protocol on the procedure feirlg modified organisms intended for
direct use as food or feed, or for processing,

Stressingthe need to promote the broadest possible paatioip in the Protocol, by countries
exporting and importing living modified organisnmtanded for use as food or feed or for processing,
order to ensure the broadest possible implementaficdentification requirements,

Convinced that capacity-building in developing countries éssential for the effective
implementation of the documentation requirementieurrticle 18, paragraph 2 (a), of the Protocol,

1. Request$arties to the Protocol amdgesother Governments to take measures to ensure
the use of a commercial invoice or other documenuired or utilized by existing documentation
systems, or documentation as required by domestalatory and/or administrative frameworks, as
documentation that should accompany living modifieganisms that are intended for direct use as food
or feed, or for processing. Such documentation lshimglude the information in paragraph 4 below and
allow for easy recognition, transmission and effecintegration of the information requirementsthwi
consideration of standard formats;

2. Request®arties to the Protocol amizitesother Governments to submit to the Executive
Secretary, no later than six months prior to tffi fineeting of the Conference of the Parties sgrés
the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol, infdroma on experience gained with the use of
documentation referred to in paragraph 1 aboveéy av¥iew to further harmonization of a documentatio
format to fulfil the identification requirementstgrut in paragraph 4 below, including consideratibthe
need for a stand-alone document, asguestshe Executive Secretary to compile the informatowl to
prepare a synthesis report for consideration byfifttemeeting of the Conference of the Parties/isgy
as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol,

3. Further requestdarties to the Protocol and urges other Governntentake measures
ensuring that the documentation accompanying livireglified organisms that are intended for diree us
as food or feed, or for processing, provides theildeof a contact point for further informatioriet
exporter, the importer, and/or any appropriate @tsh when designated by a Government as the conta
point;
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4, Request$arties to the Protocol and urges other Goverrsrientake measures ensuring
that documentation accompanying living modifiedasrigms intended for direct use as food or feed, or
for processing, in commercial production and aug®al in accordance with domestic regulatory
frameworks, is in compliance with the requiremeaftthe country of import, and clearly states:

(@ In cases where the identity of the living nfi@di organisms is known through means
such as identity preservation systems, that thpnsmt contains living modified organisms that are
intended for direct use as food or feed, or focpssing;

(b) In cases where the identity of the living nfal organisms is not known through means
such as identity preservation systems, that thpnsniit may contain one or more living modified
organisms that are intended for direct use as éwdeed, or for processing;

(© That the living modified organisms are noemded for intentional introduction into the
environment;

(d) The common, scientific and, where availabwnmercial names of the living modified
organisms;

(e) The transformation event code of the livingdified organisms or, where available, as a
key to accessing information in the Biosafety AlegdHouse, its unique identifier code;

() The Internet address of the Biosafety Cleatitayse for further information;

andnotesthat in accordance with Article 24 of the Protodmnsboundary movements of living modified
organisms between Parties and non-Parties shatbbsistent with the objective of the Protocol, and
further noteghat the specific requirements set out in this gajgh do not apply to such movements. In
addition, in accordance with paragraph 2 of Arti2le Parties shall encourage non-Parties to adbere
the Protocol;

5. Invites Parties to the Protocol and other Governmentsakenavailable to the Biosafety
Clearing-House the following:

(@) The transformation events that are commeycjaibduced for each planting cycle in the
exporting country;

(b) The geographical area within the exportingntoguwhere each transformati@vent was
cultivated,

© The common, scientific and, where availabtanmercial names of the living modified
organisms;

(d) The transformation event code of the livingdified organism or, where available, as a
key to accessing information in the Biosafety AlegiHouse, its unique identifier code;

6. Acknowledgeghat the expression “may contain” does not reqairésting of living
modified organisms of species other than thosedadtitute the shipment;

7. Decides to review and assess, at its fifth meeting, expee gained with the
implementation of paragraph 4 above, with a viewcomsidering a decision, at its sixth meeting, to
ensure that documentation accompanying living nedlibrganisms intended for direct use as food or
feed, or for processing covered by paragraph 4lglstates that the shipment contains living meifi
organisms that are intended for direct use as fwofited, or for processing, and includes the dedail
information in items (c) to (f) of that paragraph;

8. Decidesthat the review referred to in paragraph 7 abdadl snclude an examination of
capacity-building efforts in developing countries;

9. Recallsthe updated Action Plan for Building Capacitiestfe Effective Implementation
of the Protocol adopted at the present meetingigdecBS-11/3, annex) andequeststhe Executive
Secretary to mobilize funding from all availableustes for the purpose of supporting implementatibn
Article 18, paragraph 2 (a), of the Protocol;
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10. EncouragesParties and other Governments to cooperate inagxghg experiences and
building capacities in the use and developmentasf/d¢o use, rapid, reliable and cost-effective dammp
and detection techniques for living modified organs;

11. Request®arties to the Protocol andritesother Governments, regional and international
organizations and interested stakeholders, to sutmmthe Executive Secretary, not later than three
months prior to its fourth meeting, information erperience gained with the use of sampling and
detection techniques and on the need for and nmiedabf developing criteria for acceptability ofca
harmonizing, sampling and detection techniques raogieststhe Executive Secretary to compile the
information received and to prepare a synthesisrtefor consideration by the fourth meeting of the
Conference of the Parties serving as the meetitigeoParties to the Protocol;

12. Request$arties to the Protocol andgesother Governments and relevant international
and regional organizations to take urgent meadoretrengthen capacity-building efforts in develapi
countries, in order to assist them in the implemeon of and benefit from documentation and
identification requirements for living modified @gisms intended for direct use as food or feedopior
processing.
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BS-111/11. Risk assessment and risk management

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngpefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Recallingits decision BS-11/9, on risk assessment andmiskagement,

Recallingthe important role of risk assessment in decisiaking, and that Article 23 of the
Protocol on Public Awareness and Participation, amicle 26 of the Protocol on Socio-Economic
Consdieration are relevant to decision-making gmarhof living modified organisms,

1. Welcomesthe report of the Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group Risk Assessment
(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/INF/1gxpresses its gratitude the Government of Italy for its financial
and organizational support to the meeting, and ekpoesses its gratitud® the Chair and members of
the Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group for their work;

A. Existing guidance and information to support Hsassessment
2. Requestshe Executive Secretary to:
(a) Expand the compilation of available guidanoeuwments on risk assessment and risk

management contained in the Biosafety Informati@sdrrce Centre of the Biosafety Clearing-House,
taking into accountnter alia the numerous references in the report of the Ad Mechnical Expert
Group to existing guidance materials;

(b) Provide an overview, through the Biosafety afileg-House, showing the scope and
applicability of each guidance material (e.g., ftants, animals or micro-organisms; for specifioey of
risk pathways; for particular traits; for particuteceiving environments, etc.);

3. Invites Parties, other Governments and relevant organizatio provide the Biosafety
Clearing-House with additional links to databased imformation sources relevant to risk assessiauaht
risk management, and, where possible and apprepti@nslate relevant information into one or more
languages that are commonly used internationally;

4, EncouragedParties and other Governments, in submitting aiskessment summaries to
the Biosafety Clearing-House in accordance withichat20 of the Protocol, to include details regagdi
how particular challenges have been addressed @amdekisting information has been used to support
risk assessments;

5. EncouragesParties and other Governments to put in place amsims for ensuring
sharing of information among government agencias @her stakeholders at the national and regional
level dealing withjnter alia, environment and human health issues related &afsty;

6. Urgesrelevant United Nations bodies and other orgaiuimatthat deal with biodiversity
and human health issues to continue to collaboaatappropriate, with regard to biosafety;
B. Potential need for additional guidance
7. Recallsthat, according to paragraph 6 of Annex Ill of tReotocol, risk assessment

should be carried out on a case-by-case basis;

8. Notesthat there is existing guidance related to riskeasment and risk management for
living modified organisms, but that it is possitthat additional guidance may be required on specifi
aspects of risk assessment and risk managementasughidance focused on particular types of living
modified organisms, particular intended uses oihjvmodified organisms, particular types of risks,
particular receiving environments, long-term monitg of living modified organisms released into the
environment, or on the relationship between anditlvelvement of Competent National Authorities
responsible for risk assessment in conservatiorsasthinable use of biological diversity;

9. Decidesto consider, at its fourth meeting, the need imthfer guidance on specific
aspects of risk assessment and risk managementharappropriate modalities for development of any
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such guidance such as a further meeting of the Ad Fechnical Expert Group on Risk Assessment,
taking into accouninter alia:

(@) The compilation and overview of guidance materthat will be provided through the
Biosafety Clearing-House in accordance with panglgiaabove;

(b) The results of the regional workshops on cipdwilding and exchange of experiences
on risk assessment and risk management called fmaragraph 2 of decision BS-1/9; and

(© The ongoing work of relevant United Nationslies and other organizations;

10. Calls uponParties, other Governments and donor organizatmmsake funds available
to the Executive Secretary as soon as possiblentble the regional workshops referred to in
paragraph 9(b) above to be held in advance of thetf meeting of the Parties, as requested in
decision BS-II/9, andlso invitesParties, other Governments and organizations meithvant experience
in risk assessment and risk management to offshame their experiences and expertise at the ralgion
workshops;

C. Capacity-building

11. Recallsthe emphasis given to risk assessment and ottestific and technical expertise,
and risk management, as key elements requiringretaction, in the Action Plan for Building
Capacities for the Effective Implementation of @&rtagena Protocol on Biosafety;

12. Notes the need for adequate financial resources to bhilchan and infrastructure
capacity in the long-term;

13. UrgesParties, other Governments and relevant organizsito promote South-South and
north-south partnerships as a means to increaseatecity available to Parties to implement thé& ris
assessment and risk management provisions of ttedet;

14. Urges Parties and other Governments to promote cooperatnd synergies at national
and regional levels between agencies and expedslar to draw widely on the experience and experti
relevant to risk assessment and risk management;

15. Requestshe Executive Secretary to collaborate with retévarganizations such as the
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United iNia$, to promote networking and interlinkages
between experts in risk assessment of living medifirganisms and experts in other relevant fiefds o
risk assessment and risk management (e.g., plafthh@nimal health, food safety), usirigter alia,
Internet portals such as the Biosafety Clearingdécand the International Portal on Food Safetymathi
& Plant Health;

16. Encouragedarties and other Governments to invite univesitind colleges to develop
and/or expand degree-granting programmes that f@mcaiining biosafety professionals;

17. EncouragedParties, other Governments and relevant orgaorztio promote, develop,
and/or participate in, as appropriate, exchangesahdlarship programmes related to biosafety;

18. Encourageselevant donor Governments and organizations pp@t and/or develop, as
appropriate, particularly in developing countrisparticular least developed and small island tigpieg
States among them, and megadiverse countriesjgaiacaining activities in the following areas:

(@) Interdisciplinary teamwork in the context afkriassessment and risk management;

(b) Research to support risk assessment and howonduct risk assessment and risk
management;

© Knowledge management, including how to finde asd interpret existing information,
how to identify and address need-to-know gapsforiation, and how to present risk assessments;
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19. Encouragesrelevant donor Governments and organizations ppat, strengthen, or
where appropriate, to assist with the establishmémesting and detection facilities for living mitidd
organisms, as well as regional, sub-regional atidmed centres of excellence in biosafety research;

20. EncouragedParties, other Governments and relevant organizatio share information
related to risk assessment and risk managementinfy Imodified organisms through the Biosafety

Information Resource Centre of the Biosafety Clag#iouse, as well as through other Internet and non
Internet based mechanisms;

21. Encouragesrelevant donor Governments and organizations tod fand support
risk-assessment and risk-management research.
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BS-I11/12. Liability and redress under the BiosafgtProtocol

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngpefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety

Recalling its decision BS-II/11, which, among other thingsyited the Ad Hoc Open-ended
Working Group of Legal and Technical Experts onbllity and Redress in the Context of the Protoool t
develop, at its second meeting, a progress reporthe consideration of the third meeting of the
Conference of the Parties serving as the meetitigeoParties to the Protocol,

Recalling alsoparagraph 5 of the terms of reference containettiénannex to decision BS-I/8
which provides that the first meeting of the Coafare of the Parties serving as the meeting of éngel
to the Protocol held two years after the estableshtinof the Working Group shall review the progress
made by the Group in its work and provide, if neegg, guidance to the Working Group,

Consciousof the provision in Article 27 of the Protocol ththe Conference of the Parties serving
as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol slmleavour to complete this process within fouryed
the first meeting of the Conference of the Pad@Ewing as the meeting of the Parties to the Pogtoc

Concernedthat due to insufficient financial resources thevas limited participation of
developing country-Parties and Parties with ecoesrm transition at the second meeting of the Wigrki
Group,

Having consideredhe report of the Working Group, held in Montré@m 20 to 24 February
2006 (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/10),

1. Takes not®f the report of the second meeting of the Worksrgup and the conclusions
contained therein (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/10, paapbr 110);

2. Welcomeshe progress made so far by the Working Grougsiwork;

3. Agreesthat three five-day meetings of the Working Groepcbnvened before the fourth

meeting of the Conference of the Parties servinth@sneeting of the Parties to the Protdodthe next
biennium in order to enable the Working Group tonptete its work in accordance with the schedule
specified in the indicative work plan containedhe annex to decision BS-1/8;

4. Emphasizesghe need for the availability of adequate finahcesources to ensure
participation by all Parties in the process of tggpropriate elaboration of international rules and
procedures pursuant to Article 27 of the Protocol;

5. Urges developed country Parties, other Governments ambrd to provide voluntary
financial contributions to support the participatiof developing country Parties and Parties with
economies in transition in meetings of the Work@rpup.
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BS-111/13. Subsidiary bodies

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngpefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Recallingits decision to consider, at its third meeting tieed for designating one or the other
subsidiary body of the Convention to serve the demlt and to consider whether there is a need to
establish further subsidiary bodies to enhanceitiementation of the Protocol (decision BS-1/12,
annex, paragraph 5 (c)),

Recalling alsoits decision to consider, at its third meetinge theed for designating or
establishing a permanent subsidiary body that desiithe Conference of the Parties serving as the
meeting of the Parties to the Protocol with timatjvice on scientific and technical issues arisimg i
relation to the implementation of the Protocol (den BS-I/11, paragraph 2),

1. Notesthat there are various mechanisms by which sciertifd technical advice may be
provided to the Conference of the Parties servinthe meeting of the Parties to the Protocol;

2. Decidesto consider, at its fourth meeting, potential mei$ms for provision of
scientific and technical advice to the Conferenfcéhe Parties serving as the meeting of the Patti¢ise
Protocol, including, inter alia, the potential dgsation or establishment of a permanent subsidiady,
or use of subsidiary bodies or mechanisms that beagreated on an ad hoc basis, and requests the
Executive Secretary to prepare a pre-sessional papthat meeting which includes:

(@) A review of the findings of the Ad Hoc Open-EddWorking Group on Review of
Implementation of the Convention, and any assogidexisions by the eighth Conference of the Parties
concerning the review of the impacts and effectgsnof existing processes under the Convention;

(b) Cost estimates for various potential mechanisonsthe provision of scientific and
technical advice.
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BS-111/14. Monitoring and reporting

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngpefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Recallingits decision BS-1/9, on monitoring and reportinglar the Protocol,

Recalling alsoparagraph 6 (a) of the annex to its decision B3;l/an the medium-term
programme of work, providing for it to consideritstfourth meeting the first regular national repdry
Parties on the implementation of the Protocol,

Taking note ofthe interim national reports submitted by Partisd welcomingthe analysis
thereof prepared by the Secretariat (UNEP/CBD/BHGEDP/3/12),

Emphasizinghe importance of fulfilling monitoring and reparj obligations under Article 33 of
the Protocol, particularly with regard to its irtennection with capacity-building, promoting conapice,
and assessment and review,

Recognizinghe need for capacity-building to enable develgmauntry Parties, in particular the
least developed and small island developing Statesng them, as well as Parties with economies in
transition, to fulfil their national reporting obktions under the Protocol,

1. Adoptsthe national reporting format annexed to the priedeaision;

2. Remindach Party to fulfil its monitoring and reportiogligations and to ensure that its
national reports provide information that adequatekpond to the questionnaire in the reportingndr
andinviteseligible Parties that may face difficulties in theeparation of their national reports to make
these difficulties known to the Secretariat anddek assistance from any available opportunitieb as
the roster of experts;

3. Request®arties to submit their first regular national nreépoovering the period between
entry into force of the Protocol for each Party d@hd reporting date, 12 months prior to its fourth
meeting, to allow consideration of the reportshat imeeting;

4, Reminddarties that not submitting a national report wittiie deadline does not absolve
them from fulfilling their obligation for that repiing period;

5. Invitesdeveloped country Parties, other Governments dsaseklevant organizations to
provide financial and technical support for capabitilding to enable developing country Parties, in
particular the least developed and small islanceliging States among them, as well as Parties with
economies in transition to meet their reportinggdilons under the Protocol;

6. Invitesthe Global Environment Facility to make availafencial resources to facilitate
the consultative information-gathering process ilgado the preparation of national reports for thos
developing country Parties, in particular the ledesteloped and small island developing States among
them, and Parties with economies in transition citéck sufficient capacity in this regard;

7. Requeststhe Executive Secretary to prepare, in time fag fburth meeting of the
Conference of the Parties serving as the meetinbeoParties to the Protocol, an analysis basetthen
information contained in national reports received.
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Annex

FORMAT FOR THE FIRST REGULAR NATIONAL REPORT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION
OF THE CARTAGENA PROTOCOL ON BIOSAFETY

GUIDELINESFOR USE OF THE REPORTING FORMAT

The following format for preparation of the firggular national report on implementation of the
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety called for unddicker 33 of the Protocol is a series of questioasel
on those elements of the Protocol that establidigaiions for Contracting Parties. Responses é&séh
guestions will help Parties to review the extentwtbich they are successfully implementing the
provisions of the Protocol and will assist the Goahce of the Parties serving as the meeting of the
Parties to the Protocol to assess the overallstdtumplementation of the Convention.

The deadline for submission of the first regulatioral report is no less than 12 months prior to
the fourth meeting of Conference of the Partiesisgras the meeting of the Parties to the Protottak
intended to cover activities undertaken betweeryento force of the Protocol for the reporting §aand
the date of reporting.

For subsequent national reports, the format is &epeto evolve, as questions that are no longer
relevant after the first national report may beetid, questions that are relevant to ongoing pssgire
implementation will be retained, and additional sfigns will be formulated pursuant to future demsi
of the Conference of the Parties serving as thdinteef the Parties to the Protocol.

The wording of questions follows the wording of tieéevant articles of the Protocol as closely as
possible. The use of terms in the questions follows the megmaccorded to them under Article 3 of the
Protocol.

The format tries to minimize the reporting burdem Barties, while eliciting the important
information regarding implementation of the prosrs of the Protocol. Many questions require only a
tick in one or more boxeg. Other questions seek a qualitative descriptioaxgpieriences and progress,
including obstacles and impediments to the implementatiguadicular provisions2/ Although there is
no set limit on length of text, in order to assisth the review and synthesis of the informatiorthe
reports, respondents are asked to ensure that emaveeas relevant and as succinct as possible.

The information provided by Parties will not be dis® rank performance or to otherwise
compare implementation between individual Parties.

The Executive Secretary welcomes any comments enattequacy of the questions, and
difficulties in completing the questions, and anytlier recommendations on how these reporting
guidelines could be improved. Space is providedfech comments at the end of the report

It is recommended that Parties involve all relevstakeholders in the preparation of the report, in
order to ensure a participatory and transparentoagp to its development and the accuracy of the
information requested. A box is provided in whiolidentify those groups who have been involved.

Parties are requested to submit an original sigiopg by post and an electronic copy on diskette
or by electronic mail. An electronic version ofstidocument will be sent to all national focal geiand
this will also be available from the Convention'shsgite at:http://www.biodiv.org

1l If you feel that, in order to properly refledtet circumstances, it is necessary to tick more thas box,
please do so. In this case, you are encouragguotode further information in the text answersttfalow to enable any
analysis of results to appropriately reflect thispf your answers.

2/ Please feel free to append to the report fuitifermation on any of the questions.
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Completed reports and any comments should be®ent t

The Executive Secretary
Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversi
World Trade Centre
413 St. Jacques Street West, suite 800
Montreal, Quebec
H2Y 1N9 Canada

Fax: (+1 514) 288 6588
e-mail: secretariat@biodiv.org

Origin of report

Party:

Contact officer for report

Name and title of contact officer:

Mailing address:

Telephone:

Fax:

E-mail:

Submission

Signature of officer responsible for
submitting report:

Date of submission:
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1. Several articles of the Protocol require that infation be provided to the Biosafety Clearing-Hou
(see the list below). For your Government, if there cases where relevant information exists bsinioa
been provided to the Biosafety Clearing-House (BQldscribe any obstacles or impediments
encountered regarding provision of that informafioote: To answer this question, please check the
BCH to determine the current status of your coustinfformation submissions relative to the list of
required information below. If you do not have ascto the BCH, contact the Secretariat for a

summary):

12
(¢

2. Please provide an overview of information thakiguired to be provided to the Biosafety Clearing

House:

Type of information

Information
exists and is
being provided to
the Biosafety
Clearing-House

Information
exists but is not
yet provided to
the Biosafety
Clearing-House

Information
does not exis
/not
applicable

(a) Existing national legislation, regulations an
guidelines for implementing the Protocol, as w|
as information required by Parties for the
advance informed agreement procedure
(Article 20.3(a))

(b) National laws, regulations and guidelines
applicable to the import of LMOs intended for
direct use as food or feed, or for processing
(Article 11.5);

(c) Bilateral, multilateral and regional agreeme
and arrangements (Articles 14.2, 20.3(b), and
24.1);

(d) Contact details for competent national
authorities (Articles 19.2 and 19.3), national
focal points (Articles 19.1 and 19.3), and
emergency contacts (Article 17.2 and 17.3(e))

(e) In cases of multiple competent national
authorities, responsibilities for each (Articles
19.2 and 19.3);

() Reports submitted by the Parties on the
operation of the Protocol (Article 20.3(e));

(g) Occurrence of unintentional transboundary
movements that are likely to have significant
adverse effects on biological diversity

(Article 17.1);
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Type of information

Information
exists and is
being provided to
the Biosafety
Clearing-House

Information
exists but is not
yet provided to
the Biosafety
Clearing-House

Information
does not exis
/not
applicable

(h) lllegal transboundary movements of LMOs
(Article 25.3);

(i) Final decisions regarding the importation or
release of LMOs (i.e. approval or prohibition,
any conditions, requests for further information
extensions granted, reasons for decision)
(Articles 10.3 and 20.3(d));

() Information on the application of domestic
regulations to specific imports of LMOs (Articlg
14.4);

(k) Final decisions regarding the domestic use|
LMOs that may be subject to transboundary
movement for direct use as food or feed, or fo
processing (Article 11.1);

() Final decisions regarding the import of LMQ
intended for direct use as food or feed, or for
processing that are taken under domestic
regulatory frameworks (Article 11.4) or in
accordance with annex Il (Article 11.6)
(requirement of Article20.3(d))

(m) Declarations regarding the framework to b,
used for LMOs intended for direct use as food
feed, or for processing (Article 11.6)

(n) Review and change of decisions regarding
intentional transboundary movements of LMO;4
(Article 12.12);

(n) LMOs granted exemption status by each
Party (Article 13.1)

(o) Cases where intentional transboundary
movement may take place at the same time ag
movement is notified to the Party of import
(Article 13.2);

(p) Summaries of risk assessments or
environmental reviews of LMOs generated by
regulatory processes and relevant information

regarding products thereof (Article 20.3(c)).
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Article 2 — General provisions

3. Has your country introduced the necessary legahiradtrative and other measures for
implementation of the Protoco(Article 2.1)

a) full domestic regulatory framework in place gsde give details below)

b) some measures introduced (please give detdde/pe

C) no measures yet taken

4. Please provide further details about your resptmsige above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences and progress in impleémegrrticle 2, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

Articles 7 to 10 and 12: The advance informed agreet procedure

See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

5. Were you a Party of import during this reportingipg?

a) yes

b) no

6. Were you a Party of export during this reporting qd?

a) yes

b) no

7. Is there a legal requirement for the accuracy fofrination provided by exportersunder the
jurisdiction of your country®Article 8.2)

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development

C) no

d) not applicable — not a Party of export

8. If you were a Party of export during this reportpgyiod, did you request any Party of import to
review a decision it had made under Article 10tmndrounds specified in Article 12.27?

a) Yyes (please give details below)

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

d) not applicable — not a Party of export

1/ The use of terms in the questions follows thenires accorded to them under Article 3 of the Rrolto

/...
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9. Did your country take decisions regarding impordemdomestic regulatory frameworks as allowed

by Article 9.2(c).

a) yes

b) no

c) not applicable — no decisions taken during gmorting period

10. If your country has been a Party of export of LM@Atended for release into the environment durin
the reporting period, please describe your expeeg@and progress in implementing Articles 7 tord) a
12, including any obstacles or impediments encoadte

11. If your country has taken decisions on import of @Mintended for release into the environment
during the reporting period, please describe yapegences and progress in implementing Articlés 7
10 and 12, including any obstacles or impediment®entered:

g

Article 11 — Procedure for living modified organisimtended for direct use as food or

feed, or for processing
See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

12. Is there a legal requirement for the accuracy fafrimation provided by the applicant with respect o
rec

the domestic use of a living modified organism thaly be subject to transboundary movement for di
use as food or feed, or for processipgtcle 11.2)

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

d) not applicable (please give details below)

13. Has your country indicated its needs for finanaiadl technical assistance and capacity-building if

respect of living modified organisms intended foedt use as food or feed, or for processiggitle
11.9)

a) yes (please give details below)

b) no

c) not relevant

14. Did your country take decisions regarding impordemdomestic regulatory frameworks as allowed

by Article 11.47?

a) yes
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b) no

c) not applicable — no decisions taken during gmp®rting period

15. If your country has been a Party of export of LM@tended for direct use for food or feed, or for
processing, during the reporting period, pleaseril#s your experiences and progress in implementin
Article 11, including any obstacles or impedimesnsountered:

16. If your country has been a Party of import of LMi@&nded for direct use for food or feed, or for
processing, during the reporting period, pleaserd®syour experiences and progress in implementin
Article 11, including any obstacles or impedimesnisountered:

Article 13 — Simplified procedure
See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

17. Have you applied the simplified procedure during taporting period?

a) yes

b) no

18. If your country has used the simplified procedundrdy the reporting period, or if you have been
unable to do so for some reason, please descriveeyperiences in implementing Article 13, incluglin
any obstacles or impediments encountered:

Article 14 — Bilateral, regional and multilateragaeements and arrangements

See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

19. Has your country entered into any bilateral, reglar multilateral agreements or arrangements?

a) yes

b) no




UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/15
Page 76

20. If your country has entered into bilateral, regiooramultilateral agreements or arrangements, or i|f

you have been unable to do so for some reasomjlilegour experiences in implementing Article 14
during the reporting period, including any obstaale impediments encountered:

Articles 15 and 16 — Risk assessment and risk neanegt

21. If you were a Party of import during this reportiperiod, were risk assessments carried out for ail

decisions taken under Article 10®ticle 15.2)

a) yes

b) no (please clarify below)

c) not a Party of import / no decisions taken undeiche 10

22. If yes to questio21, did you require the exporter to carry out bk assessment?

a) yes—in all cases

b) yes — in some cases (please specify the numizergave further detail$
below)

Cc) no

d) not a Party of import / no decisions taken urfsiticle 10

23. If you took a decision under Article 10 during tieporting period, did you require the notifier to
bear the cost of the risk assessmestizie 15.3)

a) yes—in all cases

b) yes — in some cases (please specify the numizbrgive further detail$
below)

C) no

d) not a Party of import / no decisions taken urfgiéicle 10

24. Has your country established and maintained apja@mechanisms, measures and strategies tq

regulate, manage and control risks identified aribk assessment provisions of the Protogolile
16.1)

a) yes — fully established

b) not yet, but under development or partiallyabkshed (please give further
details below)

Cc) no

25. Has your country adopted appropriate measuresetept unintentional transboundary movement|
of living modified organisms@rticle 16.3)

[72)

a) yes — fully adopted

b) not yet, but under development or partially @tdd (please give furthe
details below)

=

Cc) no
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26. Does your country endeavour to ensure that anydimodified organism, whether imported or
locally developed, undergoes an appropriate pariabservation commensurate with its life-cycle or
generation time before it is put to its intendedarticle 16.4)

a) yes—in all cases

b) yes —in some cases (please give further déialtsv)

c) no (please give further details below)

d) not applicable (please give further details »lo

27. Has your country cooperated with others for thgppses specified in Article 16.5?

a) yes (please give further details below)

b) no (please give further details below)

28. Please provide further details about your respottstiee above questions, as well as description of
your country’s experiences and progress in implémgrArticles 15 and 16, including any obstacles @
impediments encountered:

=

Article 17 — Unintentional transboundary movemeamd emergency measures
See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

29. During the reporting period, if there were any acences under your jurisdiction that led, or could
have led, to an unintentional transboundary movémka living modified organism that had, or could
have had, significant adverse effects on the coatien and sustainable use of biological diversity,
taking also into account risks to human healthuchsStates, did you immediately consult the afii:cie
potentially affected States for the purposes sjgekih Article 17.4?

a) yes — all relevant States immediately

b) yes — partially consulted, or consultations wdedayed (please clarify
below)

c) no —did not consult immediately (please clabi&low)

d) not applicable (no such occurrences)

30. Please provide further details about your resptmsige above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences in implementing Artitl& including any obstacles or impediments
encountered:
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Article 18 — Handling, transport, packaging andridiécation

31. Has your country taken measures to require thiagiisnodified organisms that are subject to
transboundary movement within the scope of thedeabtare handled, packaged and transported und
conditions of safety, taking into account releviatgérnational rules and standards? (Article 18.1)

a) Yyes (please give details below)

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

d) not applicable (please clarify below)

32. Has your country taken measures to require thairdeatation accompanying living modified
organisms for direct use as food or feed, or focessing, clearly identifies that they ‘may contéuing
modified organisms and are not intended for interati introduction into the environment, as welbas
contact point for information(Article 18.2(a))

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

33. Has your country taken measures to require thairdentation accompanying living modified
organisms that are destined for contained uselgliekntifies them as living modified organisms and
specifies any requirements for the safe handlitayage, transport and use, the contact point fiohéu
information, including the name and address ofitdevzidual and institution to whom the living moié
organisms are consignegicle 18.2(b))

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

34. Has your country adopted measures to require tatrdentation accompanying living modified
organisms that are intended for intentional intaigtun into the environment of the Party of impantia
any other living modified organisms within the seay the Protocol, clearly identifies them as liyin
modified organisms; specifies the identity andvaie traits and/or characteristics, any requireséot
the safe handling, storage, transport and usedhact point for further information and, as ajgrate,
the name and address of the importer and expartdrecontains a declaration that the movement is in
conformity with the requirements of this Protocpphlcable to the exporteiRrticle 18.2(c))

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

35. Please provide further details about your respottstie above questions, as well as a descripfiof
your country’s experiences and progress in implémgrrticle 18, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

Article 19 — Competent national authorities andioa&l focal points

See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.
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Article 20 — Information-sharing and the Biosaf@igaring-House

See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

36. In addition to the response to questigmplease describe any further details regarding gountry’s
experiences and progress in implementing Articlgr&fluding any obstacles or impediments
encountered:

Article 21 — Confidential information

37. Does your country have procedures to protect cenfidl information received under the Protocol
and that protect the confidentiality of such infation in a manner no less favourable than itsimeat

of confidential information in connection with dostieally produced living modified organism@®ticle
21.3)

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development

C) no

38. If you were a Party of import during this reportiperiod, did you permit any notifier to identify
information submitted under the procedures of ttwed@ol or required by the Party of import as usrt
the advance informed agreement procedure thataae treated as confidentighticle 21.1)

a) yes

If yes, please give number of cases

b) no

c) not applicable — not a Party of import / no stetuests received

39. If you answered yes to the previous question, pl@asvide information on your experience
including description of any impediments or diffities encountered:

40. If you were a Party of export during this reportperiod, please describe any impediments or
difficulties encountered by you, or by exporterglemyour jurisdiction if information is available, the
implementation of the requirements of Article 21:




UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/15
Page 80

Article 22 — Capacity-building

41. If a developed country Party, during this reportpggiod has your country cooperated in the
development and/or strengthening of human resoaegs$nstitutional capacities in biosafety for the
purposes of the effective implementation of thetdol in developing country Parties, in particulae
least developed and small island developing Statesng them, and in Parties with economies in
transition?

a) Yes (please give details below)

b) no

b) not applicable — not a developed country Party

42. If yes to questiod1, how has such cooperation taken place:

43. If a developing country Party, or Party with an@ay in transition, during this reporting periodsh
your country contributed to the development andfim@ngthening of human resources and institutiong
capacities in biosafety for the purposes of theaife implementation of the Protocol in another
developing country Party or Party with an economyransition?

a) yes (please give details below)

b) no

b) not applicable — not a developing country Party

44. If yes to questiod3, how has such cooperation taken place:

45. If a developing country Party or a Party with anreamy in transition, have you benefited from
cooperation for technical and scientific traininghe proper and safe management of biotechnotmgy
the extent that it is required for biosafety?

—F

a) yes — capacity-building needs fully met (plegise details below)

b) yes — capacity-building needs partially met &gk give details below)

C) no — capacity-building needs remain unmet (@eage details below)
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b) no — we have no unmet capacity-building needkigharea

e) not applicable — not a developing country Partg Party with an economny
in transition

46. If a developing country Party or a Party with anreamy in transition, have you benefited from
cooperation for technical and scientific traininghe use of risk assessment and risk management fq
biosafety?

a) Yyes—capacity-building needs fully met (please give detaelow)

b) yes — capacity-building needs partially met &gk give details below)

C) no — capacity-building needs remain unmet (@eaage details below)

b) no — we have no unmet capacity-building needkigharea

e) not applicable — not a developing country Partg Party with an economny
in transition

47. If a developing country Party or a Party with anmeamy in transition, have you benefited from
cooperation for technical and scientific trainimg €nhancement of technological and institutional
capacities in biosafety?

a) yes — capacity-building needs fully met (plegise details below)

b) yes — capacity-building needs partially met &gk give details below)

€) nho — capacity-building needs remain unmet (@aage details below)

b) no - we have no unmet capacity-building needkigarea

e) not applicable — not a developing country Partg Party with an economny
in transition

48. Please provide further details about your respottstige above questions, as well as description
your country’s experiences and progress in implémegrArticle 22, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

Article 23 — Public awareness and participation

49. Does your country promote and facilitate public em&ss, education and participation concerning

the safe transfer, handling and use of living medibrganisms in relation to the conservation and
sustainable use of biological diversity, takingoalsto account risks to human healthiicle 23.1(a))

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no

50. If yes, do you cooperate with other States andnaténal bodies?

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent
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Cc) no

51. Does your country endeavour to ensure that pulblaraness and education encompass access t
information on living modified organisms identifigdaccordance with the Protocol that may be
imported?Article 23.1(b))

a) yes —fully

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no

52. Does your country, in accordance with its respedi@ws and regulations, consult the public in the
decision-making process regarding living modifiegamisms and make the results of such decisions
available to the public(rticle 23.2)

a) yes — fully

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no

53. Has your country informed its public about the neahpublic access to the Biosafety Clearing-
House?Article 23.3)

a) yes —fully

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no

54. Please provide further details about your respottstee above questions, as well as description
your country’s experiences and progress in implémgrArticle 23, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

Article 24 — Non-Parties

See question fiegarding provision of information to the Biosaf€liearing-House

55. Have there been any transboundary movements ogliviodified organisms between your country
and a non-Party during the reporting period?

a) yes

b) no

56. If there have been transboundary movements ofgimodified organisms between your country and

a non-Party, please provide information on youregigmce, including description of any impediments
difficulties encountered:

(0]
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Article 25 — lllegal transboundary movements

See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

57. Has your country adopted appropriate domestic rmeaga prevent and penalize, as appropriate,
transboundary movements of living modified orgarsistarried out in contravention of its domestic
measuresrticle 25.1)

a) yes

b) no

58. Have there been any illegal transboundary movenwiigng modified organisms into your
country during the reporting period?

a) yes

b) no

59. Please provide further details about your resptmsge above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences in implementing Arti2le, including any obstacles or impediments
encountered:

Article 26 — Socio-economic considerations

60. If during this reporting period your country hakea a decision on import, did it take into account
socio-economic considerations arising from the ichjpd living modified organisms on the conservatid
and sustainable use of biological diversity, esgdcwith regard to the value of biological diveysio
indigenous and local communitie@®ticle 26.1)

n

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no

d) not a Party of import

61. Has your country cooperated with other Partiesesearch and information exchange on any soc
economic impacts of living modified organisms, esaky on indigenous and local communities?
(Article 26.2)

O-

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no

62. Please provide further details about your respottst®e above questions, as well as description
your country’s experiences and progress in implémegrArticle 26, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:
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Article 28 — Financial mechanism and resources

63. Please indicate if, during the reporting periodjry@overnment made financial resources availabie to
other Parties or received financial resources fotimer Parties or financial institutions, for the'poses
of implementation of the Protocol.

a) yes — made financial resources available tor®beies

b) yes — received financial resources from othetiézaor financial institutions

c) both

d) neither

64. Please provide further details about your resptmsge above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences, including any obstaolesnpediments encountered:

Other information

65. Please use this box to provide any other informatétated to articles of the Protocol, questions ir
the reporting format, or other issues related tomnal implementation of the Protocol:

Comments on reporting format

The wording of these questions is based on theclésti of the Protocol. Please provide
information on any difficulties that you have enotared in interpreting the wording of these questio




UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/3/15
Page 85

BS-111/15. Assessment and review

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngpefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

RecallingArticle 35 of the Protocol,

Recognizingthat a considerable number of Parties are in thy stages of developing and
implementing their national biosafety legislativedaegulatory regimes,

Noting that there is insufficient information and operatibexperience with the implementation
of the Protocol,

Noting alsothat the lack of implementation of the Protocol dgveloping country-Parties, in
particular the least developed and small islancidping States among them, and Parties with eca®mi
in transition may not be due to inherent problenith Whe Protocol but rather due to lack of capatity
implement the Protocol,

Noting furtherthat the assessment and review process undeleA8ic should be basedhter
alia, on national reports submitted by Parties purst@atticle 33 of the Protocol,

1. Invites Parties, other Governments as well relevant ioteghmental and
non-governmental organizations and other stakel®ldesubmit their views to the Secretariat nogrlat
than six months prior to the fourth meeting of @@nference of the Parties serving as the meetirtlgeof
Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafetyh Siews should:

(@) Evaluate the effectiveness of the Protocol, inelgdan assessment of procedures and
annexes, taking into account the items specifiedaragraph 6 (b) of the medium-term programme of
work contained in the annex to decision BS-1/12;

(b) Assess the procedures and annexes under the Rrotdto a view to identifying
difficulties arising from implementation as well asggestions for appropriate indicators and/oegat
for evaluating effectiveness and ideas on the nitbeabf the evaluation;

2. Requeststhe Executive Secretary, under the guidance of Bbesau, to prepare a
synthesis of the views submitted in accordance pétfagraph 1 above as well as information contained
in the first national reports submitted by Partiaad make it available to the fourth meeting of the
Conference of the Parties serving as the meetitigeoParties to the Protocol;

3. Requestshe Compliance Committee to prepare a report oeige issues of compliance
by Parties with their obligations under the Protpgoaccordance with paragraph 1 (d) of sectidroll
the Compliance Procedures and Mechanisms contaén#gte annex to decision BS-I/7, and make this
report available six months prior to the fourth tivege of the Conference of the Parties serving a&s th
meeting of the Parties to the Protocol.
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BS-111/16. Other issues (Transit)

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngeefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Recallingthat, in accordance with paragraph 1 of Articlef@he Protocol, a Party of transit has
the right to regulate the transport of living maekf organisms through its territory, and also rauglits
reference to this right in paragraph 2 of deci€@3ll/8 on options for implementation of Article 8,

Recalling alsothat Parties may enter into bilateral, regional amdtilateral agreements and
arrangements with other Parties or non-Partiesrdaga transboundary movements of living modified
organisms in accordance with Articles 14 and 24,

Recalling further alsdts decision BS-11/4 to consider the rights anddbligations of Parties of
transit,

Notingthat definitions of transit exist in various mudtiéral agreements at international level, and
recognizingthat trade and environment agreements should Iheafhusupportive,;

Invites Parties, Governments and relevant organizatioqsdeide further views and experience
on the rights and/or obligations of Parties of $raimcluding whether or not a Party acting onlyaaBarty
of transit takes on the obligations of a Party xj@t under the Protocol, not later than six mongher
to the fifth meeting of the Conference of the RarServing as the meeting of the Parties to then&b
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BS-111/17. Tribute to the Government and people thie Federative Republic of Brazil
The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngeefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biological Diversity,
Having mein Curitiba from 13 to 17 March 2006 at the grasidwitation of the Government of
the Federative Republic of Brazil,

Deeply appreciativef the excellent arrangements made for the meetiaigthe especial courtesy
and warm hospitality extended to participants iy @overnment of Brazil, the State of Parand, thg Ci
of Curitiba, and their people,

Expresses its sincere gratituttethe Government and people of Brazil, for thed@rhospitality
that they accorded to participants in the meetirdyfar their contribution to its success.
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BS-111/18.  Date and venue of the fourth meeting tifie Conference of the
Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties te #rotocol

The Conference of the Parties serving as the ngpefithe Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety,

Recallingparagraph 1 (a) of decision BS-1/12 of the firgating of the Conference of the Parties
serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Pobtaghich indicates the possibility of revising the
periodicity of the meetings of the Conference @& Barties serving as the meeting of the Parti¢seto
Protocol beyond the third meeting,

Recognizinghat the Protocol requirements that needed eatipres in the life of the Protocol
and that were taken into account in deciding tcelraeetings of the Conference of the Parties seagng
the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol on anmasis, have now been more or less fulfilled,

Recallingrule 4 of the rules of procedure for meetingshef Conference of the Parties to the
Convention, which applies also to the Protaoeitatis mutandisand which states that ordinary meetings
of the Conference of the Parties shall be heldyetven years,

Recalling alsoArticle 29, paragraph 6 of the Protocol which pdes for holding ordinary
meetings, subsequent to the first one, of the Gent® of the Parties serving as the meetings of the
Protocol in conjunction with the ordinary meetingfsthe Conference of the Parties, unless otherwise
decided by the Conference of the Parties servirigeameeting of the Parties to the Protocol,

Decides:

(@ To hold its future ordinary meetings every tygars as specified in Rule 4 of the rules of
procedure for meetings of the Conference of théid2ato the Convention which appliggitatis mutandis
to the meetings of the Conference of the Partiegrgpas the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol

(b) To hold its fourth meeting in conjunction withe ninth meeting of the Conference of the
Parties to the Convention.



