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Please provide summary information on the processviich this report has been prepared,
including information on the types of stakeholders have been actively involved in its preparatonl
on material which was used as a basis for the repor

The Department of Environmental Affairs and Tourighe focal point for the Cartagena Protocol|on
Biosafety and the Department of Agriculture, therPetent National Authority, jointly compiled thjs
report. All responses in the report refer to pregmmade up to the end of August 2007.

The Director General of the Department of EnvirontakAffairs and Tourism approved the completed
report.




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):

Although South Africa has submitted some informatio the BCH, there is still information which

t

be submitted, with special reference to informafm@mtaining to risk assessments of Living Modified

Organisms (LMOs) that have been approved in acooaslavith the Advanced Informed Agreeme
(AIA) procedure before the Protocol became effectir South Africa.

The information on South Africa on the BCH currgnticludes:
- Environment Conservation Act, 1989, Regulationse Tdentification under Section 21 of
activities that may have a substantial detrimeeitfi@gct on the environment.
- Genetically Modified Organisms Act, 1997 (Act N&. &f 1997)
- Regulations: Genetically Modified Organisms Act9I9Intentional introduction into the
environment (AlA), LMOs for use as food, feed or jsocessing, Transit and contained use
- Cortact details for competent national authorities
- Contact details for the national focal point

South Africa is finalizing the implementation ofetimational biosafety clearing house webs
under the Department of Agriculture. A third phaxfeensuring the interoperability of th
national Biosafety Clearinghouse with the BCH untlee CPB has been technically mg
complicated than anticipated and has delayed imgri¢ation of the national BCH.

Several guideline documents (applicants, decisiakars) exists, these however needs to be amend
line with the amended domestic regulatory frameworkhese will be submitted to the BCH up
finalization.
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2. Please provide an overview of information thaeiguired to be provided to the Biosafety Clearingd
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 and X- The domestiq
guidelines for implementing the Protocol, as w| regulatory

as information required by Parties for the framework  hag
advance informed agreement procedure been amende
(Article 20.3(a)) and once

finalized it will
be updated of
BCH




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);

X- No
unintentional
transboundar
y movements
experienced

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) II_IegaI transboundary movements of LMOs X- No illegal
(Article 25.3); transboundar

y movementg
experienced

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));

j) 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);

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 P4 X-  Simplified

(Article 13.1) procedure  fon
MON810xNK60
3 maize, RR Fle)
Cotton and
BGRR Cotton
p) Cases where intentional transboundary X- Not
movement may take place at the same time as applicable ag
movement is notified to the Party of import it is not
(Article 13.1); allowed
under SA
law.
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 legahiradtrative and other measures for
implementation of the Protoco(Article 2.1)

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

b) some measures introduced (please give detdds/pe

C) no measures yet taken

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

South Africa implemented its Genetically Modifiedganisms Act, 1997 (Act No. 15 of 199iR) 1999.

Since then all activities with GMO’s are regulated accordance with this Act. The GMO A¢

regulations, guidelines and operating procedurea targe extent, already encompasses many o
provisions of the Protocol. Those not covered utisie GMO Act have been incorporated into the G
Amendment Act, which has been approved by the Regsident. The GMO Amendment Act will

implemented as soon as the Minister of Agriculapproves the accompanied regulations.

In addition to the GMO Act 15 of 1997, South Afrialso has other pieces of legislation that consi
biosafety issues. These include:
- Environmental Conservation Act of 1989
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- National Environmental Management Biodiversity Abtof 2004
- Foodstuffs, Cosmetics and Disinfectants Act 54321

The National Environmental Management Biodiversgt 10 of 2004 under the Department |of
Environmental Affairs and Tourism makes provisidos the long term monitoring and reporting [of
LMOs.

The major challenge thus far has been public debateMOs and ensuring public understanding of
biotechnology.

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

6. Were you a Party of export during this reportingqu?

a) yes

b) no

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

a) yes X- Completion of
an affidavit to
declare that]
information is true
and accurate

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

d) not applicable — not a Party of export

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 10tmndrounds specified in Article 12.27?

a) yes (please give details below)

b) not yet, but under development X

Cc) no

d) not applicable — not a Party of export

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

a) yes X

b) no

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



c) not applicable — no decisions taken during gmporting 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

South Africa exported LMO'’s intended for environrtadirelease. However, this was only of LMO’s that
already have commercial release status in the Baityiport, hence the Parties of Import did notuieg
Advanced Informed Agreement procedures before caimgeto the importation.

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:

The GMO Act makes provision for Advanced Informedrédement requirements that is consistent ith
the Protocol, which were followed in taking decisoon the proposed importation of LMO’s intended
for environmental release. This system has be@pdmnation since 2000, but is continuously imprgvin
as more and more applications are assessed andegxjeeis gained.

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 fafrination provided by the applicant with respect o
the domestic use of a living modified organism thaty be subject to transboundary movement for tlifec
use as food or feed, or for processipgtcle 11.2)

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 processiggttle
11.9)

a) Yyes (please give details below)

b) no X

c) not relevant

14. Did your country take decisions regarding impord@mndomestic regulatory frameworks as allowed
by Article 11.47?

a) yes X

b) no

c) not applicable — no decisions taken during gmorting 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 implementing
Article 11, including any obstacles or impedimesnisountered:

South Africa exported LMO'’s intended for food oefkeor for processing but only of LMO’s that already
have similar approval status in the Party of Impdtb obstacles or impediments were encountered.

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, pleaseri#s your experiences and progress in implementing
Article 11, including any obstacles or impedimesgnsountered:

All decisions pertaining to for food or feed, or firocessing are taken in accordance with the piavé
of the GMO Act. Some of the constraints experienteluded certification of the LMOs which aye
commercially available in the exporting country.

When consulting the BCH concerns arise as to titesof the information (when last it was updated)
Documentation provided by the importers also ndedse verified. Our experience has indicated that
importers present certification documentation (dletgawhich LMOs have been approved in the country
of export) from various authorities. It has bedfiallt to establish the legal status of thesetifieation
bodies from the competent authorities.

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

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

a) yes

b) no

18. If your country has used the simplified procedunerdy 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:

Transboundary movement of LMOs approved previo(shere a full AIA was applied) is subject to the
Simplified Procedure. This is a very useful Agiend prevents unnecessary delays in trade. Aartmp
permit in line with the GMO Act is issued.

Article 14 — Bilateral, regional and multilateraggeements 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

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

South Africa did not enter into any bilateral, @wal or multilateral agreements or arrangements

Articles 15 and 16 — Risk assessment and risk neanegt

21. If you were a Party of import during this reportipgriod, 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 undeickr 10

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

a) yes—in all cases X

b) yes — in some cases (please specify the numizkrgieve 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 tleporting period, did you require the notifier to
bear the cost of the risk assessmestiie 15.3)

a) yes—in all cases X

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

Cc) no

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 enribk assessment provisions of the Protogotidle
16.1)

a) yes — fully established X

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

C) no

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

[72)

a) yes — fully adopted X

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

C) no

26. Does your country endeavour to ensure that angdimodified organism, whether imported or
locally developed, undergoes an appropriate periaghservation 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 theopses specified in Article 16.5?




a) vyes (please give further details below)

b) no (please give further details below) X

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

=

All applicants (notifiers) are required to condusk assessments at their own cost and submitatitis
any application for contained use, release into dheironment or food, feed and processing. T
information is reviewed through an extensive preceshich includes public participation, befq
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authorization is approved.

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 movémwka 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 sjgekih Article 17.4?

a) yes — all relevant States immediately

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

<

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

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 Artitlg including any obstacles or impediments
encountered:

South Africa did not experience any unintentiomahsboundary movements during this reporting per

od

Article 18 — Handling, transport, packaging andrdiécation

31. Has your country taken measures to require thiaglimnodified 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) 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 contéuing
modified organisms and are not intended for interai introduction into the environment, as welbas
contact point for information(Article 18.2(a))

a) yes X

b) not yet, but under development




Cc) no

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 handlitayage, transport and use, the contact point fiohé
information, including the name and address ofdevidual and institution to whom the living mouiél
organisms are consignegicle 18.2(b))

a) yes X

b) not yet, but under development

C) 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 andvai¥ 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 X

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 implémgrArticle 18, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

All requirements pertaining to this Article haveebeincorporated into export permits issued by Sq
Africa.

puth

Article 19 — Competent national authorities andioa&l focal points
See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.
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 question 1, pleaseribe any further details regarding your coustry
experiences and progress in implementing Articler&fluding any obstacles or impediments
encountered:

Not all countries have submitted complete inforatio the BCH, which makes it very difficult to nea
decisions, especially with regard to proposed ingpfmr food or feed, or for processingwill be useful
to share information on GMO environmental risk asseents with countries that have sim
environments. At this stage, South Africa is timycsouthern African nation that is approving GM(
for environmental and commercial release.
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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 X

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) 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 ttwedeol or required by the Party of import as jusrt
the advance informed agreement procedure thatoae treated as confidentighticle 21.1)

a) yes X

If yes, please give number of cases ALL
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 diffittes encountered:

In South Africa the Genetically Modified Organismdst as well as the Promotion of Access
Information Act, 2000 (Act No. 2 of 2000), make piions for the protection of confidential busine
information. Applicants submit two copies of doantation, one of which is a copy where
confidential information has been severed. In Way applicants are afforded the opportunity to ¢catk
which information should be treated as confidentidhformation as detailed in Article 21.6 is 1
considered confidential.

bSS
all

ot

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:

South Africa did not experience any impedimentdifficulties with regard to Article 21 for expor

during this reporting period.

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 resoangs$nstitutional capacities in biosafety for the
purposes of the effective implementation of thet@uol 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) X

b) no

c) not applicable — not a developed country Party

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

South Africa has hosted delegations from variou®SAnember States, other African countries suc

11



Uganda. It has also participated regional workshomanized by RAEIN Africa. In addition vario
engagements with other government agencies sutheaNational Corn Growers Association and
Grains Council took place.

It is noted that South Africa is often seen as lgmder in applying GMO'’s in the context of t
developing world, and especially Africa, seeks 8oAfrica’s experience to develop their domesg
legislation in this regard.
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43. If a developing country Party, or Party with an@amy 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 economgransition?

a) Yyes (please give details below)

b) no

c) not applicable — not a developing country Party

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

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

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

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

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

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

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 gske=give details below)

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

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

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

b) yes — capacity-building needs partially met gskegive details below)

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

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

Most of the capacity building initiatives are aimatideveloping countries and economies i
transition that do not yet have regulatory framewgan place. As South Africa already has
regulatory framework, it has not been possibleaxigipate in these initiatives.

Article 23 — Public awareness and participation

49. Does your country promote and facilitate public eam@&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, 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 andnatenal bodies?

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no X

51. Does your country endeavour to ensure that publar@ness and education encompass access tp
information on living modified organisms identifigdaccordance 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 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

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 X
Cc) no

13



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

The GMO Act makes specific provisions for a procesgublic participation. In accordance with t
National Biotechnology Strategy for South Africhete is also a Public Understanding of Biotechnpl
Programme, which aims to create public awarenessiatechnology and enable informed debateg
GMO’s.

There are several non-government initiatives that &imed at communicating biotechnology to
public. These include stakeholder organizationswadl as non-governmental organizations 4§

the
ind

institutions of higher learning.

Article 24 — Non-Parties

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

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

a) yes

b) no

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

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

(0]

Yes. As an exporter to non-parties during thisorgépg period, we experienced that the non-paities

prefer not to follow the provisions of the Protocahd are very reluctant to adhere to natid

nal

requirements that are beyond the requirements giedviior by the Protocol.

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 orgargsrarried out in contravention of its domestic
measures@vticle 25.1)

a) yes X

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 Arti2k, including any obstacles or impediments
encountered:

South Africa makes use of inspectors to monitoimaforts into South Africa and the GMO Act mak

es

provision for penalties in cases of illegal transhbaary movements.
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Article 26 — Socio-economic considerations

60. If during this reporting period your country hakdn a decision on import, did it take into account

socio-economic considerations arising from the iohjpd living modified organisms on the conservatign
and sustainable use of biological diversity, esgdcwith regard to the value of biological diveysio
indigenous and local communitie@®ticle 26.1)

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent X

Cc) no

d) not a Party of import
61. Has your country cooperated with other Partiesesearch and information exchange on any socjo-

economic impacts of living modified organisms, esaky on indigenous and local communities?
(Article 26.2)

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no X

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

Although socio-economic factors are taken into meration when taking decisions in South Afri¢

there is a need for an international framework wébard to the socio-economic factors that shoel
taken into account during decision-making. Asdhepe of LMOs is increasing and considering les

i b
son

learnt thus far, socio-economic factors are in¢nggyg enjoying attention in SA.

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®¥bgies

b) yes — received financial resources from othetié¢zaor financial institutions

c) both

d) neither X

64. Please provide further details about your resptm$ge above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences, including any obstaolkeisnpediments 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 tnal implementation of the Protocol:

None

Comments on reporting format

The wording of these questions is based on theclasti of the Protocol. Please provi
information on any difficulties that you have enotared in interpreting the wording of these questio
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None
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