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Obligations for provision of information to the Bafety Clearing-House

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 coustiformation submissions relative to the list of
required information below. If you do not have ascto the BCH, contact the Secretariat for a
summary):

The Biosafety Clearing House (BCH) is a key elemer@nsuring the adequate implementation

of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety. Brazilasmitted to providing all relevant informatig
on its activities involving living modified orgamss. Brazil does not currently face techni
impediments for the provision of information to tiBCH. The need for coordination
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information among competent agencies, as well asanuresource and language limitations,

may contribute to delays in provision of informatio

The approval, in March 2005, of new Biosafety L&gisn (Law No. 11.105/2005), regulat

nd

by Decree 5591/2005, has led to important changése national biosafety framework. For the

purpose of reformulating information to be providedthe BCH, the Brazilian Ministry g
External Relations, as the institution currentlaiced with the responsibilities of National Fo
Point and Competent National Authority, has beesrdinating with the technical Governme
agencies with responsibilities in the area of livimodified organisms, such as the Preside
Staff Office, the Ministries of Agriculture; Devgdment Industry and Trade; Environme
Health; and Science and Technology, as well as\tite@nal Technical Biosafety Commissi
(CTNBIo). This process is ongoing, as implementataf the new legislation is gradual
achieved. Among important steps taken pursuaritdméw Biosafety Law are the establish
of a reformulated CTNBio, charged with approvingtiiaties related to GMOs, and th
implementation of the Information System on Biosgfevhich will be an important element f
information sharing and for promoting public awaes

Legal regulations concerning LMOs related to thgiremment, health and agriculture are
force in Brazil. With respect to the environmehg most relevant regulations are:

i) Federal Constitution - Articles 196 and 225:

Article 196. Everyone has the right to health, &edlth is a duty of the State and shall be guaeant
by social and economic policies aimed at redudiegrisk of disease and other hazards and at egsu
universal and equal access to actions and serfacés promotion, protection and recovery.

Article 225. Everyone has the right to an ecolojichalanced environment, which is an asset r:|or
It

common use and essential to a healthy qualityfef éind both the Government and the commu
have the duty to protect and preserve it for preaed future generations.

Paragraph 1 - In order to ensure the effectiveaksss right, it is incumbent upon the Government

| — Preserve and restore the essential ecologioaksses and provide for the ecological
treatment of species and ecosystems;

Il — Preserve the diversity and integrity of tenetic heritage of the country and to contf
entities engaged in research and manipulation métizmaterial;
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Il — Define, in all states, territorial space®idatheir components to receive specifl

protection. All alterations and suppressions wiilly be allowed through law, and any
use which may harm the integrity of the attributes justify their protection s forbidden;

IV — Require, in the manner prescribed by layriar environmental impact study for th
installation of works and activities that may pdially cause  significant  degradation of th
environment. This study shall be made pubilic;

V — Control the production, sale and use of tépms, methods or substances th
represent a risk to life, the quality of life atie environment;

VII — Protect fauna and flora, prohibiting, iretmanner prescribed by law, all  practices
which represent a risk to their ecological functicause the extinction of species or subjd
animals to cruelty.

i) Law No 6,938 (08/31/1981), which establishes Mational Environment Policy;

iii) Resolutions of the National Environment CoungCONAMA) No 001/86 (01/23/1986),
237/97 (12/19/1997), and 305/02 (07/04/2002), whiestablish the requirements fag
environmental licensing of GMOs, including the nded Environmental Impact Studies an
the Report of Impacts of Activities and Enterpriges the Environment from Genetically
Modified Organisms and their derivatives. ThesedRam®ns have force of law in Braziliarn
legislation.

iv) Law No 7,802/89 regulates research, experimept®duction, packaging, labeling|,
transport, storage, commercialization, marketingg, umport and export, registration, final
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destination of waste packaging of pesticides aedr tomponents, in the cases where LMQs

are used as raw material for a pesticide.

v) Decree No 4,074/02 implements Law No 7,802/89 states:

Article 1

[l — Biological control agent: live organism, ocdag naturally or obtained by geneti
manipulation, introduced in the environment to coin& population or biological activities o
other living organisms considered harmful.

vi) Law No 7,802/89 and Decree No 4,074/02 mustdraplied with when GMOs are used as
raw materials for producing pesticides and the,ligad they must be submitted to an

assessment of agricultural, toxicological and emmental efficiency at Ministry of
Agriculture, Ministry of Health and at the Minigtof the Environment;

In cases where CTNBIio (National Technical Commoissbn Biosafety) determines, as
provided for in Law No 11,105/05, that the GMO qautentially cause significant damage to

the environment, the same environmental requiresneiit be applied as for commercial an

research activities. For field research of agrigalk activities, IBAMA Regulatory Instruction

No 11, dated December 5, 2003 is also applicable.

vii) Legislative Decree No 908 (10/31/03) approtbs text of the Cartagena Protocol gn

Biosafety.

(24
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viii) Law No 11,105/05 implements Article 225 ofetlirederal Constitution and defines safg
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rules and oversight mechanisms for the constructauitivation, manipulation, transport
transfer, import and export, storage, researckasd into the environment of GMOs and their
derivatives. These rules must take into accoungnsific advances, protection of life, gr

human, animal and plant health, and also observ@rcautionary principle for the protection
of the environment. This legislation is includedte BCH.

ixX) Decree No 5,591/05: implements Law Nr 11,105{(@bove). The activities referred to by
the decree must be authorized by the National Tieah@ommission on Biosafety (CTNBIo)
The Commission, among other responsibilities, ealiry out the risk analysis with respect {o
activities and projects that involve GMOs. It wikue a technical decision on the biosafety|of
the GMO and its derivatives, within the scope ddemarch activities and commercial usg,
including the classification as to the biosafetyelerequired and degree of risk, as well as
required safety measures and use restrictions.débeee also defines the competency of the
National Biosafety Council, associated to the Ri&sty of the Republic, which will analyze
the requests for commercial use of GMOs and thevivdtives with respect to socioeconomic
opportunity and convenience and to national interasd it may take the final decision with
respect to the processes related to activitiestikatve the commercial use of GMOs and the
derivatives. This legislation is included in the BC

v
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x) Law No 8078/90: defines the mandatory provisidrclear and precise information to the
end consumer on labeling of products and servitassdre placed in the market or otherwise
made available, reporting on their inherent riskeTLaw expressly forbids the supplier to
expose the consumer to danger, requiring safetyestdction of human health.

xi) Law No 11,105/2005 (03/24/2005) — Biosafety Laamd implementing Decree N
5,591/2005; Law No 7,802/89 and Decree No 4,074f@2applicable to GMO imports for us
as raw materials in the production of pesticides the like.

(O

xil) The Brazilian Consumer Code and Decree No @/@8 establish rules that mandate
detailed information on GMOs labeling containedaadstuffs.

xiii) Decree No 5,705 (02/16/2006): promulgates @atagena Protocol on Biosafety.
Brazil is advanced in building its National BCH ah& planned to be operative by the end of
2007.

2. Please provide an overview of information thaeiguired to be provided to the Biosafety Clearing
House:

Type of information Information Information Information
exists and is exists but is not | does not exis
being provided to yet provided to | /not

the Biosafety the Biosafety applicable
Clearing-House | Clearing-House

a) Existing national legislation, regulations ang X
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 agreemer
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);

f) 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);

Type of information

Information
exists and is
being provided to

Information
exists but is not
yet provided to

Information
does not exis
/not

the Biosafety the Biosafety applicable
Clearing-House | Clearing-House

h) lllegal transboundary movements of LMOs X

(Article 25.3);

i) Final decisions regarding the importation or X

release of LMOs (i.e. approval or prohibition,

any conditions, requests for further informatior

extensions granted, reasons for decision)

(Articles 10.3 and 20.3(d));

j) Information on the application of domestic X

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);

I) Final decisions regarding the import of LMO;4
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 be X
used for LMOs intended for direct use as food
feed, or for processing (Article 11.6)

n) Review and change of decisions regarding X
intentional transboundary movements of LMO4
(Article 12.1);

0) LMOs granted exemption status by each Pa3 X
(Article 13.1)

p) Cases where intentional transboundary X
movement may take place at the same time ag
movement is notified to the Party of import
(Article 13.1);

g) Summaries of risk assessments or X
environmental reviews of LMOs generated by
regulatory processes and relevant information
regarding products thereof (Article 20.3(c)).

Article 2 — General provisions

3. Has your country introduced the necessary legahjradtrative and other measures for
implementation of the Protocof&rticle 2.1)

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

b) some measures introduced (please give detdde/pe X

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 impleémgrArticle 2, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

The National Congress published Legislative Dedtee908, on October 31, 2003, approving
the text of the Cartagena Protocol on BiosafetyE&rcutive Decree promulgating the Protog
— the final stage in internalizing the Protocol aswpublished on February 16, 2006. The new|
National Biosafety Law (Law 11,105/2005) establsherms and mechanisms for oversight
activities with GMOs, having as guidelines the potion of scientific advancement in the are
of biosafety and biotechnology, the protection wian, animal and plant life and health, and
the observance of the precautionary principle engiotection of the environment. Decree
5,591/2005 contains complementary regulationsedlad the implementation of the new
Biosafety Law, including the functioning of the Matal Technical Biosafety Commission

ol

(CTNBIO). Other regulations for implementing theteicol are yet to be implemented. The
Ministry of External Relations has been designat®the National Focal Point and, temporari
as Competent National Authority for the Protocol.

Y,

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 reportingipé?

a) yes

b) no X
6. Were you a Party of export during this reportingqu?

a) yes

b) no X

7. Is there alegal requirement for the accuracy fairmation provided by exportetsunder the
jurisdiction of your country®Article 8.2)

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

d) not applicable — not a Party of export X

8. If you were a Party of export during this reportpeyiod, did you request any Party of import to
review a decision it had made under Article 10lmdrounds specified in Article 12.2?

a) Yes (please give details below)

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

d) not applicable — not a Party of export X

9. Did your country take decisions regarding impordemdomestic regulatory frameworks as allowe
by Article 9.2(c).

a) yes X

b) no

c) not applicable — no decisions taken during @porting period

10. If your country has been a Party of export of LM@tended for release into the environment during

the reporting period, please describe your expegg@and progress in implementing Articles 7 tordd 4
12, including any obstacles or impediments encoadte

Brazil did not export LMOs destined for intentiomatroduction into the environment during tk
period covered by this report.

e

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:

Brazil imported research material (Bollgard cotteavent 531), in accordance with national
legislation, during the reporting period. At a faséage, and in accordance with national law,
product of the research was authorized to be reteado the environment.

the

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



Article 11 — Procedure for living modified organisrimtended for direct use as food
feed, or for processing

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

or

12. Is there a legal requirement for the accuracy fairmation provided by the applicant with respect
the domestic use of a living modified organism taly be subject to transboundary movement for ti
use as food or feed, or for processipg®cle 11.2)

(0)
[ec

a) yes X

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

d) not applicable (please give details below)

13. Has your country indicated its needs for finanaiad technical assistance and capacity-building in

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 X

c) not relevant

14. Did your country take decisions regarding impordemdomestic regulatory frameworks as allowe
by Article 11.47?

a) yes X

b) no

c) not applicable — no decisions taken during #porting 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 impedimesgnsountered:

g

Brazil has notified through the BCH its final daoisto produce genetically modified soybear
derived from the transformation event GTS 40-3-2.

S

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:

g

Brazil has imported genetically modified soybeaesistant to gliphosate and five events
genetically modified maize for use as feed, in lvith its domestic regulations. In 2005, afte
favorable ruling by the National Technical Biosgf€@ommission (CTNBIo), Brazil authorize
the importation of 400 thousand tonnes of gendyicabdified corn from Argentina containin

of
ra
d

g

the genes CrylAb, CrylAc, pat and bar, for use esiglely as animal feed. This authorization

was based upon the national regulatory framewalerewisaged in Article 11.4 of the Protog
The importation and utilization of said product dpeing monitored by the compete
Government oversight agencies. By decision of tladiddal Biosafety Council (CNBS), th

genetic modification event NK 603 was excluded fritv@ aforementioned import authorization.
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Article 13 — Simplified procedure
See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

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

a) yes

b) no X

18. If your country has used the simplified procedugrdy 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:

Brazil has not adopted the simplified procedurésaged in Article 13.

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 X

==

20. If your country has entered into bilateral, regiooramultilateral agreements or arrangements, or i
you have been unable to do so for some reasom;lbesour experiences in implementing Article 14
during the reporting period, including any obstaade impediments encountered:

Not applicable

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 X

b) no (please clarify below)

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

22. If yes to question 21, did you require the expaiberarry out the risk assessment?

a) yes—in all cases

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

Cc) no X

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 numizkrgive further detail$




below)

Cc) no X

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

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

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

a) yes — fully established X

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

Cc) no

25. Has your country adopted appropriate measureseteept unintentional transboundary movements
of living modified organisms@rticle 16.3)

a) yes — fully adopted X

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

=

Cc) no

26. Does your country endeavour to ensure that angdimodified organism, whether imported or
locally developed, undergoes an appropriate periagbservation commensurate with its life-cycle or
generation time before it is put to its intended(srticle 16.4)

a) yes—in all cases X

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

c) no (please give further details below)

d) not applicable (please give further details b&lo

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

a) yes (please give further details below)

b) no (please give further details below) X

28. Please provide further details about your respottst®e above questions, as well as description of
your country’s experiences and progress in implémegrrticles 15 and 16, including any obstacles gr
impediments encountered:

In accordance with Brazilian Biosafety Law (Law 105/2005), for all activities involving
genetically modified organisms (GMOSs), includinggk related to import and export, a piior
risk analysis must be carried out by the Natioredhinical Biosafety Commission (CTNBIo), on
a case by case basis, which may determine risk geament measures for the activity involvipg
GMOs or for its proposed use. In the case of thpomnof genetically modified corn from
Argentina in 2005, destined for use exclusivelyaasmal feed, the internment, transport and
processing of the product was monitored by Fedgoalernment oversight agencies.

The process of risk assessment has been receiyagaé attention from the Brazilign
Government, due to its complexity. To fulfill thequirements established by the Cartagena
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Protocol on Biosafety, Brazil has taken efforts itoprove its capacity to conduct rig
assessments, within the framework of the BraziBamsafety Law. The CTNBio has emitt
technical opinion favorable to the import of geoally modified corn for the specific use
feed, taking into account risk assessments madetlgr Parties and countries that are
Parties to the Protocol. Nevertheless, in case MDLfor intentional introduction into th
environment, Brazil is aware of the need to consagsessments which shall focus on
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interactions with Brazilian ecosystems.

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 movemiea 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 healthuichsStates, did you immediately consult the afii:cie
potentially affected States for the purposes sjgetih Article 17.4?

a) yes — all relevant States immediately

b) yes — partially consulted, or consultations wededayed (please clarif]
below)

<

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

d) not applicable (no such occurrences) X

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

There were no such occurrences during the repopenigpd.

Article 18 — Handling, transport, packaging andrdiécation

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

a) yes (please give details below) X

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 contéiring
modified organisms and are not intended for interai introduction into the environment, as welbas
contact point for informationArticle 18.2(a))

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development X

Cc) no
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33. Has your country taken measures to require thairdeatation accompanying living modified
organisms that are destined for contained uselgliekntifies them as living modified organisms and
specifies any requirements for the safe handlittgage, transport and use, the contact point fidhéu
information, including the name and address oftdevzidual and institution to whom the living moiél
organisms are consigneg®icle 18.2(b))

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development X

Cc) no

34. Has your country adopted measures to require tiatrdentation accompanying living modified
organisms that are intended for intentional intidahun into the environment of the Party of impantla
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 Protocpphcable to the exporteiRrticle 18.2(c))

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development X

Cc) no

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

Regulations for implementing the requirements diiche 18 are currently under developme
The import of micro-organisms remains under consitiien by the Government of Brazil,

nt.
n

order to identify adequate measures to fully immgatrticle 18.1.

Article 19 — Competent national authorities andioaal focal points
See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.
Article 20 — Information-sharing and the Biosaf€ligaring-House

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

36. In addition to the response to question 1, pleaseribe any further details regarding your coustry
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 organismg@ticle
21.3)

a) yes X

b) not yet, but under development

12



Cc) no

38. If you were a Party of import during this reportipgriod, 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 thatoae treated as confidentighticle 21.1)

a) yes X

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@agvide information on your experience
including description of any impediments or diffittes encountered:

40. If you were a Party of export during this reportppeyiod, 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:

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 thet@ol in developing country Parties, in particutlze
least developed and small island developing Statemg them, and in Parties with economies in
transition?

a) yes (please give details below)

b) no

c) not applicable — not a developed country Party X

42. If yes to question 41, how has such cooperatioartagitace:

43. If a developing country Party, or Party with anmmay in transition, during this reporting perioch
your country contributed to the development andfim@ngthening of human resources and institutiong

capacities in biosafety for the purposes of theai¥e implementation of the Protocol in another
developing country Party or Party with an economgransition?

a) yes (please give details below)

b) no X

c) not applicable — not a developing country Party

44. If yes to question 43, how has such cooperatioartagitace:

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

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

b) yes — capacity-building needs partially met gsk=give details below) X

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

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

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

46. If a developing country Party or a Party with apreamy in transition, have you benefited from
cooperation for technical and scientific trainingle 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 gsk=give details below) X

€) no — capacity-building needs remain unmet (@aage details below)

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

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

47. If a developing country Party or a Party with anreamy 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 gske=give details below) X

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

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

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

48. Please provide further details about your respotusthge above questions, as well as description of

your country’s experiences and progress in implémegrArticle 22, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

Brazil has benefited from some capacity-buildingiatives. Brazil participates in the UNEP-
GEF “Biosafety Clearing-House” (BCH) Project, comated by the Ministry of Science and

Technology, which aims at enabiling Parties to tlgveheir national biosafety clearing-house,
as well as build the capacity of relevant staketaddn the use of the Central BCH Portal. Brazil

also participates in the GEF Project “Multi-coun@gpacity-building for Compliance with th
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety” (Brazil, Colomi@@sta Rica and Peru).

e

Brazil, as a member of the International Center Ganetic Engineering and Biotechnology
(ICGEB), through the Ministry of Science and Tedogy, has participated in training activities
on GMO risk assessment provided by that Centés.vitorth noting, however, that there are few

organized courses offered. Participation from d#fe countries is limited but to a f

individuals. The need for capacity-building therefaemains, particularly for analysts and
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enforcement agents.

Internally, the Ministry of the Environment has dhé¢hree capacity-building courses in GIM
biosafety. These courses aimed to train analysts iaspectors involved in licensing a
inspection of GMOs and their derivatives. They tptdce in the states of Parana, Santa Cats
and Mato Grosso do Sul. Experts in various areas funiversities and government ageng
were invited to lecture at these courses. The BaaziAgricultural Research Corporatig
(EMBRAPA) has also promoted courses on the ecaddgimpact of genetically modifie
organisms and on risk assessment for these organiBme Santa Catarina Federal Univer
(Florianopolis/SC) has a one year graduate courdaasafety. Fiocruz, a Governmental Hee
Institute, also offers courses on biosafety.

For a megadiverse country such as Brazil, a vepomant gap remains in the area of capag
building in risk analysis. On the one hand, envinental impact studies are few and h3
generally been produced in temperate climate cmstrhere is little experience and scient
results in tropical countries, such as Brazil, isk analysis and management relating to LMO
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Article 23 — Public awareness and participation

49. Does your country promote and facilitate public esm@ss, education and participation concernin
the safe transfer, handling and use of living medibrganisms in relation to the conservation and
sustainable use of biological diversity, takingodlsto account risks to human healthicle 23.1(a))

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent X

Cc) no

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

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent

C) no X

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

L=

a) yes —fully
b) yes — limited extent X
Cc) no

52. Does your country, in accordance with its resped@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 X
Cc) no
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53. Has your country informed its public about the ngeahpublic access to the Biosafety Clearing-
House?Article 23.3)

a) yes — fully
b) yes — limited extent X
Cc) no

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

The Brazilian Constitution establishes the prineipf publicity that mandates public officia
to work under transparency rules. Moreover, Fedeaad No. 10,650/2003 mandates publ
officials, on request by a consumer, to supply nm@tion on documents, proceedings 3
records in its custody that involve environmentablgy, environmental impacts and oth
issues, such as biosafety and GMOs. Also, sinc&,188veral events related to GMOs hs
been held in Brazil with participation from variostakeholders, in response to public conce
about biotechnology products. These events helpedidrease public awareness. Howev
despite the level of perception and awarenesshdurparticipation by civil society in th
decision-making process needs to be promoted, iedgethrough the new Biosafety Lay
(Law No. 11,105/2005), which provides for:
- The establishment, within the Ministry of Scieneed Technology, of the Informatio
System on Biosafety (SIB), in order to manage mmi@iion resulting from the analysig
authorization, registration and monitoring of aitis involving GMOs and product
derived therefrom (art. 19);

- Mandatory adoption of means necessary to fullgrm the National Technical Biosafety

Commission (CTNBIo), health, environmental and pland animal health authorities, th

general population and other workers in an institubr company on the risks which they
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may be subjected to, as well as the procedures tmbpted in case of accidents with LMQOs

(art. 7.111);

- Ample publicity of CTNBIo acts through the Infoation System on Biosafety (SIB) (aft.

14.XIX);
- The holding of public hearings by CTNBIo, withetparticipation of civil society. In casg

~—+

of commercial release, the public hearing may logiested by interested parties, including

civil society organizations with a proven interestthe matter (art. 15);

- Publication, including in the SIB, of registrat®and authorizations given by registratipn

and oversight agencies (art.16.V);

- The creation of an Internal Biosafety Commiss{@iBio) by any institution utilizing
techniques and methods of genetic engineering odwaing research with GMOs an
products derived from GMOs to, among others, maindrkers and the population as
whole duly informed as to questions related to theahd safety, as well as to procedures
case of accident, when they may be affected byengactivity (art. 18.1).

Brazilian Government websites, such as those fa WMinistry of the Environmen
(www.mma.gov.by and the Ministry of Science and Technologywfv.mct.gov.b}J contain

d

In

t

links to the BCH. The future SIB will also be demgtd with a view to greater inter-operabiljty
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with the BCH.

Brazil is also finalizing the “Brazilian BCH Portalwhich is due to be launched until the end of
this year (2008). The “Brazilian BCH Portal” willeban important tool in promoting publjc

awareness on activities related to the implementaif the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety.

Article 24 — Non-Parties

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

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

a) yes X

b) no

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

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

(0]

Brazil has imported genetically modified maize frémgentina for use as feed. The importat
was authorized based on national legislation -aifavorable technical decision on biosafety
the National Technical Biosafety Commission (CTNBidrhe Ministry of Agriculture
Livestock and Supply (MAPA) and by the Brazilianstitute for the Environment ar
Renewable Natural Resources (IBAMA), an agencyethko the Ministry of the Environmen

on
by
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are involved in the monitoring of these imports.

Article 25 — lllegal transboundary movements

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

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

a) yes X

b) no

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

a) yes

b) no X

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

Law 11,105/2005 (Biosafety Law) establishes thigaetivities related to GMOs, including those
related to import and export, must be submittegrior risk analysis by the National Technic¢al

Biosafety Commission (CTNBI0). Violation of thig@milation exposes violators to penalties and
administrative sanctions established in the Lawnloeless, in light of its extensive land border

with other countries, Brazil may still eventuallggister occurrences of cultivation of GMQs
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authorized in other countries, but not authorizedits territory. Those occurrences 4
investigated by competent Government oversight éigen

Are

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, esgicwith 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 X

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 X

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

In analyzing the request for importation of cormtzoning the genetic transformation eve
derived from the genes CrylAb, Cryl Ac, pat/barm, éxample, the National Technical Biosafs
Commission (CTNBio) took into account, among otaeguments, the shortage of corn in

Northeastern region of the country, which compradighe activity of numerous poult
producers.

The approval of the new Biosafety Law has led sdteation of the National Biosafety Coun
(CNBS), composed of 11 Cabinet Ministers, whichlviié responsible for analyzing tf
convenience and opportunity of releasing GMOs fammercial purposes, taking into accol
among others, socio-economic considerations. Thiiscantribute to strengthening of rule
strategies and guidelines for assessing socioedgriopacts of LMOs in the decision makif

nts
bty
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process.

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®Bbeies

b) yes — received financial resources from othetiézaor financial institutions X

c) both

d) neither
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64. Please provide further details about your resptmsge above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences, including any obstaoleisnpediments encountered:

Brazil has received funding from the GEF, underUWiNEP-GEF “BCH Project”, in order to s
up the national BCH. Brazil also participates ire t6EF Project “Multi-country Capacity
building for Compliance with the Cartagena Protoonl Biosafety” (Brazil, Colombia, Costa
Rica and Peru).

1%
—

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 tmnal implementation of the Protocol:

Comments on reporting format

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