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THE REPORT WAS PREPARED BY THE RELEVANT TECHNICAL OFFICERS FROM THE
MINISTRY OF WATER AND ENVIRONMENT (NATIONAL FOCAL POINT — BIOSAFETY) AND
THE UGANDA NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY (COMPETENT
NATIONAL AUTHORITY), IN CONSULTATION WITH THE HEADS OF RELEVANT
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS/ AGENCIES. DUE TO LOGISTICAL CONSTRAINTS, IT
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PEOPLE INVOLVED AND CONSULTED ARE VERY CONVERSANT WITH ALL THE ON-
GOING AND PREVIOUSLY COMPLETED ACTIVITIES AND HENCE THE REPORT IS A TRUE
PICTURE OF WHAT HAS BEEN GOING ON THE COUNTRY.




Obligations for provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House

1. Several articles of the Protocol require that information be provided to the Biosafety Clearing-House
(see the list below). For your Government, if there are cases where relevant information exists but has not
been provided to the Biosafety Clearing-House (BCH), describe any obstacles or impediments
encountered regarding provision of that information (note: To answer this question, please check the
BCH to determine the current status of your country’s information submissions relative to the list of
required information below. If you do not have access to the BCH, contact the Secretariat for a
summary):

SOMETIMES IT TAKES LONG TO GET RESPONSE FROM THE RELEVANT STAKEHOLDERS
AND OFFICIALS

2. Please provide an overview of information that is required to be provided to the Biosafety Clearing-
House:

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

the Biosafety the Biosafety applicable
Clearing-House Clearing-House

a) Existing national legislation, regulations and
guidelines for implementing the Protocol, as well
as information required by Parties for the
advance informed agreement procedure

(Article 20.3(a))

X

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 agreements
and arrangements (Articles 14.2, 20.3(b), and
24.1);

d) Contact details for competent national X
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
the Biosafety
Clearing-House

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

Information
does not exist
/not
applicable

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

X

1) 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));

j) Information on the application of domestic
regulations to specific imports of LMOs (Article
14.4),

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

1) Final decisions regarding the import of LMOs
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 III (Article 11.6)
(requirement of Article 20.3(d))

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

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

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

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

q) Summaries of risk assessments or
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 legal, administrative and other measures for
implementation of the Protocol? (Article 2.1)

a) full domestic regulatory framework in place (please give details below)

b) some measures introduced (please give details below) X

¢) no measures yet taken

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

THE NATIONAL BIOSAFETY COMMITTEE (MULTISECTORAL TECHNICAL COMMITTEE)
HAS BEEN IN PLACE SINCE 1996, TO ADVISE THE COMPTENT NATIONAL AUTHORITY ON
ANY APPLICATIONS FOR RELEASES OF LMOS, DOMESTIC RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT INVOLVING LMOS AND GENERAL LMO POLICY. A COMPETENT
NATIONAL AUTHORITY AND NATIONAL FOCAL POINT HAVE ALSO BEEN DESIGNATED.

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

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

5. Were you a Party of import during this reporting period?

a) yes

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

a) yes

b) no X

7. s there a legal requirement for the accuracy of information provided by exporters 1/ under the
jurisdiction of your country? (Article 8.2)

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development X

¢) no

d) not applicable — not a Party of export

8. Ifyou were a Party of export during this reporting period, did you request any Party of import to
review a decision it had made under Article 10 on the grounds specified in Article 12.2?

a) yes (please give details below)

1/ The use of terms in the questions follows the meanings accorded to them under Article 3 of the Protocol.




b) not yet, but under development

¢c) no

d) not applicable — not a Party of export X

9. Did your country take decisions regarding import under domestic regulatory frameworks as allowed
by Article 9.2(c).

a) yes

b) no

¢) not applicable — no decisions taken during the reporting period X

10. If your country has been a Party of export of LMOs intended for release into the environment during
the reporting period, please describe your experiences and progress in implementing Articles 7 to 10 and
12, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

N/A

11. If your country has taken decisions on import of LMOs intended for release into the environment
during the reporting period, please describe your experiences and progress in implementing Articles 7 to
10 and 12, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

WE HAVE HAD SEVERAL REQUESTS FOR CONFINED FIELD TRIALS OF LMOS, WHICH
HAVE BEEN REVIEWED BY THE NATIONAL BIOSAFETY COMMITTEE. IN ALL OCCASIONS
WE HAD TO REQUEST FOR MORE INFORMATION FROM THE APPLICANT AS THE FIRST
SUBMISSIONS WERE DEEMED INSUFFICIENT. TWO (CONFINED FIELD TRIALS) HAVE
BEEN APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS, ONE REJECTED AND THE OTHER IS STILL UNDER
REVIEW.

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

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

12. Is there a legal requirement for the accuracy of information provided by the applicant with respect to
the domestic use of a living modified organism that may be subject to transboundary movement for direct
use as food or feed, or for processing? (Article 11.2)

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development X

¢c) no

d) not applicable (please give details below)

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

respect of living modified organisms intended for direct use as food or feed, or for processing? (Article
11.9)

a) yes (please give details below)

b) no X

¢) not relevant




14. Did your country take decisions regarding import under domestic regulatory frameworks as allowed
by Article 11.4?

a) yes

b) no X

¢) not applicable — no decisions taken during the reporting period

15. If your country has been a Party of export of LMOs intended for direct use for food or feed, or for
processing, during the reporting period, please describe your experiences and progress in implementing
Article 11, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

N/A

16. If your country has been a Party of import of LMOs intended for direct use for food or feed, or for
processing, during the reporting period, please describe your experiences and progress in implementing
Article 11, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

N/A

Article 13 — Simplified procedure

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

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

a) yes

b) no X

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

N/A

Article 14 — Bilateral, regional and multilateral agreements and arrangements

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

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

a) yes

b) no X

20. If your country has entered into bilateral, regional or multilateral agreements or arrangements, or if
you have been unable to do so for some reason, describe your experiences in implementing Article 14
during the reporting period, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

Articles 15 and 16 — Risk assessment and risk management

21. If you were a Party of import during this reporting period, were risk assessments carried out for all
decisions taken under Article 10? (Article 15.2)

a) yes

b) no (please clarify below)

¢) not a Party of import / no decisions taken under Article 10 X




22.

If yes to question 21, did you require the exporter to carry out the risk assessment?

a) yes—in all cases

b) yes — in some cases (please specify the number and give further details
below)

c) no

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

X

23.
bear the cost of the risk assessment? (Article 15.3)

If you took a decision under Article 10 during the reporting period, did you require the notifier to

a) yes—in all cases

b) yes — in some cases (please specify the number and give further details
below)

¢c) no

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

X

24. Has your country established and maintained appropriate mechanisms, measures and strategies to

regulate, manage and control risks identified in the risk assessment provisions of the Protocol? (Article
16.1)

a) yes — fully established

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

¢c) no

25. Has your country adopted appropriate measures to prevent unintentional transboundary movements

of living modified organisms? (Article 16.3)

a) yes — fully adopted

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

c) no

26. Does your country endeavour to ensure that any living modified organism, whether imported or
locally developed, undergoes an appropriate period of observation commensurate with its life-cycle or
generation time before it is put to its intended use? (Article 16.4)

a) yes—in all cases

X

b) yes —in some cases (please give further details below)

¢) no (please give further details below)

d) not applicable (please give further details below)

27.

Has your country cooperated with others for the purposes 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 responses to the above questions, as well as description of
your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Articles 15 and 16, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

CONSULTATIONS ARE UNDERWAY WITHIN THE EAST AFRICAN COMMUNITY AS WELL
AS COMESA MEMBER STATES ON REGIONAL COOPERATION MEASURES AS WELL AS
COMMON STANDARDS, AND EXCHANGE OF EXPERTISE REGARDING REGULATION OF
LMOS AND RISK ASSESSMENT AND RISK MANAGEMENT

Article 17 — Unintentional transboundary movements and emergency measures

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

29. During the reporting period, if there were any occurrences under your jurisdiction that led, or could
have led, to an unintentional transboundary movement of a living modified organism that had, or could
have had, significant adverse effects on the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity,
taking also into account risks to human health in such States, did you immediately consult the affected or
potentially affected States for the purposes specified in Article 17.4?

a) yes — all relevant States immediately

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

¢) no — did not consult immediately (please clarify below)

d) not applicable (no such occurrences) X

30. Please provide further details about your response to the above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences in implementing Article 17, including any obstacles or impediments
encountered:

N/A

Article 18 — Handling, transport, packaging and identification

31. Has your country taken measures to require that living modified organisms that are subject to
transboundary movement within the scope of the Protocol are handled, packaged and transported under
conditions of safety, taking into account relevant international rules and standards? (Article 18.1)

a) yes (please give details below)

b) not yet, but under development X

¢c) no

d) not applicable (please clarify below)

32. Has your country taken measures to require that documentation accompanying living modified
organisms for direct use as food or feed, or for processing, clearly identifies that they ‘may contain’ living
modified organisms and are not intended for intentional introduction into the environment, as well as a
contact point for information? (Article 18.2(a))

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development X

¢) no




33. Has your country taken measures to require that documentation accompanying living modified
organisms that are destined for contained use clearly identifies them as living modified organisms and
specifies any requirements for the safe handling, storage, transport and use, the contact point for further
information, including the name and address of the individual and institution to whom the living modified
organisms are consigned? (Article 18.2(b))

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development X

¢c) no

34. Has your country adopted measures to require that documentation accompanying living modified
organisms that are intended for intentional introduction into the environment of the Party of import and
any other living modified organisms within the scope of the Protocol, clearly identifies them as living
modified organisms; specifies the identity and relevant traits and/or characteristics, any requirements for
the safe handling, storage, transport and use, the contact point for further information and, as appropriate,
the name and address of the importer and exporter; and contains a declaration that the movement is in
conformity with the requirements of this Protocol applicable to the exporter? (Article 18.2(c))

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development X

¢c) no

35. Please provide further details about your responses to the above questions, as well as a description of
your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Article 18, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

THESE CONSIDERATIONS ARE ALL BEING TAKEN CARE OF IN BOTH THE DARFT
BIOTECHNOLOGY & BIOSAFETY POLICY AND THE DRAFT BIOSAFETY LEGISLATION
(STILL UNDERGOING DISCUSSIONS AND STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATIONS)

Article 19 — Competent national authorities and national focal points
See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.
Article 20 — Information-sharing and the Biosafety Clearing-House

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

36. In addition to the response to question 1, please describe any further details regarding your country’s
experiences and progress in implementing Article 20, including any obstacles or impediments
encountered:

UNRELIABLE INTERNET CONNECTIVITY, SLOW RESPONSE OF SOME STAKEHOLDERS
AND OFFICIALS, AS WELL AS INADEQUATE SKILLED HUMAN RESOURCES HAVE BEEN
SOME OF THE CHALLENGES

Article 21 — Confidential information

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

of confidential information in connection with domestically produced living modified organisms? (Article
21.3)

a) yes




b) not yet, but under development X

¢c) no

38. If you were a Party of import during this reporting period, did you permit any notifier to identify
information submitted under the procedures of the Protocol or required by the Party of import as part of
the advance informed agreement procedure that was to be treated as confidential? (Article 21.1)

a) yes
If yes, please give number of cases
b) no
¢) not applicable — not a Party of import / no such requests received X

39. If you answered yes to the previous question, please provide information on your experience
including description of any impediments or difficulties encountered:

N/A

40. If you were a Party of export during this reporting period, please describe any impediments or
difficulties encountered by you, or by exporters under your jurisdiction if information is available, in the
implementation of the requirements of Article 21:

N/A

Article 22 — Capacity-building

41. If a developed country Party, during this reporting period has your country cooperated in the
development and/or strengthening of human resources and institutional capacities in biosafety for the
purposes of the effective implementation of the Protocol in developing country Parties, in particular the
least developed and small island developing States among them, and in Parties with economies in
transition?

a) yes (please give details below)

b) no

¢) not applicable — not a developed country Party X

42. If yes to question 41, how has such cooperation taken place:

N/A

43. If a developing country Party, or Party with an economy in transition, during this reporting period has
your country contributed to the development and/or strengthening of human resources and institutional
capacities in biosafety for the purposes of the effective implementation of the Protocol in another
developing country Party or Party with an economy in transition?

a) yes (please give details below) X

b) no

¢) not applicable —not a developing country Party

44. If yes to question 43, how has such cooperation taken place:

UGANDA PARTICIPATED IN THE UNEP/GEF PROJECTS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT AND
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE NBF (BOTH PILOT AND IMPLEMENTATION PHASES); UGANDA
ALSO BENEFITED FROM OTHER CAPAVCITY BUILDING PROJECTS SUCH AS BIOEARN
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(SIDA-SAREC - FUNDED), PBS (USAID - FNDED), TRAINING AT THE NORWEGIAN
INSTITUTE OF GENE ECOLOGY (GENUK) AND A NUMBER OF BILATERAL CAPACITY
BUILDING PROGRAMMES

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

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

b) yes — capacity-building needs partially met (please give details below) X

¢) no — capacity-building needs remain unmet (please give details below)

d) no— we have no unmet capacity-building needs in this area

e) not applicable — not a developing country Party or a Party with an economy
in transition

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

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

b) yes — capacity-building needs partially met (please give details below) X

¢) no — capacity-building needs remain unmet (please give details below)

d) no— we have no unmet capacity-building needs in this area

e) not applicable — not a developing country Party or a Party with an economy
in transition

47. If a developing country Party or a Party with an economy in transition, have you benefited from
cooperation for technical and scientific training for enhancement of technological and institutional
capacities in biosafety?

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

b) yes — capacity-building needs partially met (please give details below) X

¢) no — capacity-building needs remain unmet (please give details below)

d) no — we have no unmet capacity-building needs in this area

e) not applicable — not a developing country Party or a Party with an economy
in transition

48. Please provide further details about your responses to the above questions, as well as description of
your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Article 22, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

A NUMBER OF TECHNICAL OFFICERS AND SOME MEMBERS OF THE NATIONAL
BIOSAFETY COMMITTEE HAVE RECEIVED SOME TRAINING; BUT MORE IS STILL
REQUIRED TO GET EVERYONE TRAINED (INCLUDING THE NEW MEMBERS) AS WELL AS
REFRESHER COURSES TO KEEP UP-TO-DATE

Article 23 — Public awareness and participation

11




49. Does your country promote and facilitate public awareness, education and participation concerning
the safe transfer, handling and use of living modified organisms in relation to the conservation and
sustainable use of biological diversity, taking also into account risks to human health? (Article 23.1(a))

a) yes — significant extent X

b) yes — limited extent

¢) no

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

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes— limited extent X

¢) no

51. Does your country endeavour to ensure that public awareness and education encompass access to
information on living modified organisms identified in accordance with the Protocol that may be
imported? (Article 23.1(b))

a) yes— fully

b) yes — limited extent X

¢c) no

52. Does your country, in accordance with its respective laws and regulations, consult the public in the
decision-making process regarding living modified organisms and make the results of such decisions
available to the public? (Article 23.2)

a) yes— fully
b) yes — limited extent X
¢c) no

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

a) yes— fully

b) yes — limited extent X

¢c) no

54. Please provide further details about your responses to the above questions, as well as description of
your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Article 23, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

OUR CONSTITUTION AS WELL THE DRAFT BIOSAFETY POLICY AND LAW MAKE IT
MANDATORY FOR GOVERNMENT TO AVAIL ALL RELEVANT INFORMATION TO ITS
CITIZENS. IN ADDITION, THE ACCESS TO PUBLIC INFORMATION ACT WAS
PROMULGATED IN 2006. HOWEVER, FULL IMPLEMENTATION OF THE LEGAL
REQUIREMENTS IS CURTAILED BY LACK OF LOGISTICS, INADEQUATE SKILLED HUMAN
RESOURCES AS WELL A S THE COST OF TRANSLATION OF MATERIAL INTO THE 56
LANGUAGES SPOKEN IN UGANDA

Article 24 — Non-Parties

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.
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55. Have there been any transboundary movements of living modified organisms between your country
and a non-Party during the reporting period?

a) yes

b) no X

56. If there have been transboundary movements of living modified organisms between your country and
a non-Party, please provide information on your experience, including description of any impediments or
difficulties encountered:

APPLICATIONS FOR CONFINED FIELD TRIAL HAVE BEEN RECEIVED FROM ONE NON-
PARTY, AND IT WAS SUBJECTED TO THE SAME PROCESS AS WOULD HAVE APPLIED TO A
PARTY (RISK ASSESSMENT WAS REQUIRED AND THE APPLICATION IS STILL UNDER
REVIEW)

Article 25 — lllegal transboundary movements

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

57. Has your country adopted appropriate domestic measures to prevent and penalize, as appropriate,
transboundary movements of living modified organisms carried out in contravention of its domestic
measures? (Article 25.1)

a) yes

b) no X

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

a) yes

b) no X

59. Please provide further details about your response to the above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences in implementing Article 25, including any obstacles or impediments
encountered:

THERE WILL BE PROVISIONS FOR PENALTIES FOR ILLEGAL TRANS-BOUNDARY
MOVEMENTS IN THE LAW ONCE COMPLETED. LAW IS STILL UNDER DEVELOPMENT.

Article 26 — Socio-economic considerations

60. If during this reporting period your country has taken a decision on import, did it take into account
socio-economic considerations arising from the impact of living modified organisms on the conservation
and sustainable use of biological diversity, especially with regard to the value of biological diversity to
indigenous and local communities? (Article 26.1)

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent X

¢c) no

d) not a Party of import
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61. Has your country cooperated with other Parties on research and information exchange on any socio-
economic impacts of living modified organisms, especially on indigenous and local communities?
(Article 26.2)

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent X

¢c) no

62. Please provide further details about your responses to the above questions, as well as description of
your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Article 26, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS ARE PART AND PARCEL OF OUR RISK
ASSESSMENT/ REVIEW PROCESS. IN ADDITION, SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS ARE
ALSO PART OF THE COLLABORATIVE RESEARCH EFFORTS BEING UNDERTAKEN BY
DIFFERENT UGANDAN INDIVIDUALS AND INSTITUTIONS

Article 28 — Financial mechanism and resources

63. Please indicate if, during the reporting period, your Government made financial resources available to
other Parties or received financial resources from other Parties or financial institutions, for the purposes
of implementation of the Protocol.

a) yes —made financial resources available to other Parties

b) yes — received financial resources from other Parties or financial institutions X

¢) both

d) neither

64. Please provide further details about your response to the above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

THE SUPPORT RECEIVED WAS MAINLY FROM THE MULTILATERAL SYSTEM (UNEP/GEF)
WHICH IS INDIRECTLY CONTRIBUTED TO BY OTHER PARTIES. IN ADDITION, SOME
SUPPORT FROM INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS (SIDA-SAREC), AS WELL AS FROM
SOME NON-PARTIES.

THE SUPPORT FROM THE MULTILATERAL SYSTEM AND INTERNATIONAL BODIES HAS
BEEN MORE FLEXIBLE AND BENEFICIAL TO THE STAKEHOLDERS AND THE COUNTRY,
COMPARED WITH BILATERAL ASSISTANCE.

Other information

65. Please use this box to provide any other information related to articles of the Protocol, questions in
the reporting format, or other issues related to national implementation of the Protocol:

THE NATIONAL IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROTOCOL IS LIKELY TO BE NEGATIVELY
IMPACTED ON BY THE NEW FINANCING ARRANGEMENTS (RESOURCE ALLOCATION
FRAMEWORK — RAF) BY THE GEF, SINCE BIOSAFETY IS NOT REGARDED A PRIORITY AT
NATIONAL LEVEL, WORSE STILL BY THE FINANCE MINISTRIES WHICH TEND TO BE THE
GEF NATIONAL POINTS. THERE IS NEED FOR SPECIAL ARRANGENGEMENTS IF THE
CAPACITY BUILT IN BIOSAFETY IS TO BE MAINTAINED; OTHERWISE WE STAND A RISK
OF LOSING THE LITTLE CAPACITY SO FAR DEVELOPED.
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Comments on reporting format

The wording of these questions is based on the Articles of the Protocol. Please provide
information on any difficulties that you have encountered in interpreting the wording of these questions:

IT IS EASY TO COMPREHEND IF ONE IS FAMILIAR WITH THE PROTOCOL PROVISIONS,
BUT IF NOT FAMILIAR, THE CROSS-REFERENCING TO THE RELEVANT SECTIONS OF THE
PROTOCOL STILL MAKES WORK EASY.
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