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SUBMISSIONS FROM PARTIES AND OTHER GOVERNMENTS
EUROPEAN UNION [23 MARCH 2009]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]
Background

The Cartagena Pratocol on Blasafety (hereinafter Protocol) was adopted in January 2000,
it entered into force In September 2003. Over the past 5 years significant achieverments
have been made towards its implemantation based on medium-term programme of work
for the period from COP-MOP/2 to COP-MOP/S adopted at COP-MOP/1 (decision No. BS-
[/12). Many decisions on tools and mechanisms were adopted, Biosafety Clearing House
became operaticnal, more than 100 countries established legal and administrative
framowork within UNEP/UNDP - GEF Projects, reglonal and global cooperation among
Parties and different stakeholders developed.

Nevertheless, significant challenges remain, especially as to compliance (Artice 34),
llability and redress under the Protocol (Article 27), risk assessment and risk
management procedures (Articles 1S and 16), handling, transport, packaging and
identification (Article 1B) or capacity-building (Article 22). A prerequisite of a successful
implementation of planned activities represents provision of sufficient financial resources
Inuluding allurmative meshanieme fur funding and Seshnisal suppert  sspusially of
developing countries and countries with economy In transition,

Architecture

The Strategic Plan for the Cartagena Protecol should outline implementation priorities to
support effective implementation of the Protocol. It s suggested that the Strategic Plan
should be composed of an overarching mission/ vision, outcome-oriented strategic goals
for different focal areas, as well as a set of specific activities (Work Programme).

L. Mission/Vision

Contributing to the 2010 blodiversity target (the post-2010 biodiversity target) by
ensuring an adequate level of protection in the field of the safe transfer, handling and
use of LMOs resulting from modern bictechnology that may have adverse effects on the
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conservation and sustalnable use of biclogical diversity, taking akso into account risks to
human health, and specifically focusing on transboundary movements.

II. Strategic Goals and Focal Areas
Focal Areas should include:

1. Promoting implementation, in particular
* Llability and Redress
» Risk Assessment and Risk Management
* Handling, transport, packaging and Identification of living modified organisms and
control of the transboundary movements
« Capacity Building

2. Promoting further ratification of the Protocol

3. Monitoring implementation and promoting compliance

4. Cooperation and synergy with other relevant instruments

Indicators for Measuring Success
* Broadening the number of Parties to the Protocol,
« Broadening the coverage of transboundary movements of LMOs undertaken in
accordance with the Protocol.
* Increasing the number of Parttes that have effective domestic biosafety
frameworks In place in accordance with the Protacol.
* Operational BCH and information exchange,

IIL Work Programme / Implementation Activities

Activities supporting the alm of the Protocol for the 10 year timeframe need to be
dentified for each of the above mentioned strategic goals on the basis of the COR/MOP
decisions and experience gained during the Protocol implementation, These are to be
identified during subsequent negotiations and compiled by the Secretariat,
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JAPAN [8 APRIL 2009]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

Views on a Strategic Plan for Implementation of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety
Government of Japan

1. APPLICATION OF THE ADVANCE INFORMED AGREEMENT PROCEDURE ( Article
7) . NOTIFICATION( Article 8)

(1)National implementation experiences are scheduled to be reviewed at the sixth meeting of the COP-
MOP based on the analysis of the second national reports in accordance with BS-1V/18.

2. RISK ASSESSMENT ( Article 15) . RISK MANAGEMENT ( Article 16)

(1)At its sixth meeting, the COP-MOP may consider convening meetings of technical expert group on
risk management in order to exchange views on appropriate level of risk management for specific
LMOs by the seventh meeting of the COP-MOP.

(2) Outcome of discussions by other bodies such as OECD Working Group on the Harmonisation of
Regulatory Oversight in Biotechnology would be useful in considering risk assessment and
management.

(3)Outcome of the meetings of the Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group is to be reported to the fifth meeting
of the COP-MOP in accordance with BS-1V/11. COP-MOP may consider working on this issue if
further work of necessity is identified at its fifth meeting.

3. HANDLING, TRANSPORT, PACKAGING AND IDENTIFICATION ( Article 18)

(1) This matter is scheduled to be reviewed at COP-MOP6 in light of the review of experience based on
the analysis of the second national reports in accordance with BS-1V/8.

(2)Outcome of the online conference is to be considered at the COP-MOPS5 in accordance with BS-1V/10.
COP-MOP may consider working on this issue if further work of necessity is identified at its fifth
meeting.

4. INFORMATION SHARING AND THE BIOSAFETY CLEARING-HOUSE ( Article20)

(1) The COP-MOP may consider promoting obligatory submissions to the Biosafety Clearing-House
using existing tools such as the UNEP-GEF Biosafety Clearing-House project.

5. CAPACITY-BUILDING ( Article22)

(1) Implementation of the Coordination Mechanism is scheduled to be reviewed at the sixth meeting of
the COP-MOP in accordance with BS-1V/3, which requests the Executive Secretary to report on
implementation of the Coordination Mechanism.

(2)Use of the revised set of indicators is scheduled to be reviewed at the sixth meeting of the COP-MOP
in accordance with BS-1V/3, which requests the Executive Secretary to prepare a synthesis report on
the experiences with and lessons learned from the use of the indicators.

(3) Performance of the roster is scheduled to be reviewed at sixth meeting of the COP-MOP in
accordance with BS-1V/4 which requests the Executive Secretary to prepare a document for
consideration.
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6. PUBLIC AWARENESS AND PARTICIPATION ( Article23)

(1)The COP-MOP should implement the programme of work on public awareness, education and
participation concerning the safe transfer, handling and use of living modified organisms which is to
be considered at its fifth meeting.

(2)Implementation of the outreach strategy for the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety (2008-2012) is
scheduled to be reported by Executive Secretary in accordance with BS-1V/17, and therefore is to be
reviewed, at the sixth meeting of the COP-MOP in accordance with BS-1V/17.

7. SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS( Article26)

(1) This item is scheduled to be reviewed at the sixth meeting of the COP-MOP based on the second
national reports in accordance with BS-1V/16.

8. LIABILITY AND REDRESS( Article27)

(1)The group of the friends of the co-chairs on liability and redress decided at its first meeting held in
Feb. 2009 to work towards legally binding provisions on administrative approach for liability and
redress in the form of one supplementary protocol to the Biosafety Protocol. COP-MOP may continue
to consider working on this issue if further work of necessity is identified at its fifth meeting.

9. SUBSIDIARY BODIES( Article30)

(1) The need to establish an open-ended subsidiary body for scientific and technical advice under the
Protocol is scheduled to be considered at the sixth meeting of the COP-MOP in accordance to BS-
IV/13.

(2) However, ad hoc technical expert groups referred to in paragraph 1 of BS-1\V/13 seem to be sufficient
for addressing technical matters.

10. MONITORING AND REPORTING ( Article33)

(1) National reports are to be reviewed at sixth and eighth meetings of the COP-MOP in accordance with
BS-1/9 which requests the Parties to submit reports every four years.

11. COMPLIANCE ( Article34)

(1)COP-MOP should give higher priority to promoting fulfilment of the Parties’ obligation under the
protocol rather than establishing new body such as subsidiary body for scientific and technical advice.
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NORWAY [20 MARCH 2009]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

Strategic Plan for the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety
(Motification 2008-129)

Submission of views from Horway

Vislan/ Missian

In acoardance with the peecautanary principle aim at ensuring the safe transfers, handling
and use of wing modified organisms that may hawe adverse effects on the consensation
and sustainable use of bickagical diversity, taking also inko account risks @ human

haalth,

Strategic goals and substantive issues b e dealt with in the Tutuire work of he
Protocol

Liakbility and redress

Strategic gael: & legally binding regire an lisbiity and redress for damaps resulting frarm
LMOs

The negatiations on o international rules on lability @nd redress showld be completed and
thet legally bindeng rules should be agresd upon at SOFFMOPS and imolemented at the
national level, Furthermare, a process should be decided by COP/MOPS in orcer to make
ther non-fegally binding guidelines of the Bability and redress régime binding in the futuse.

Risk assessimeant and rfisk management

Strateqic goal: Commgn approaches (o fick assessmian] ang |dentificatéon of specifi
LM Os or trants thet may bave adverse effects on biclogicel diversity, taking ala inle
Bocownd risks 19 heman bealth

Guigance on how o condisct nsk assessment in special areas shouwld be developed by the
Ad hao Techncal Expert Growp on sk Assessmant and Bisk Management, This gusdance
should thereafter Ge implemented 2t national level. We slso need Lo dentify gaps in
2Elsting knmstadga and possibla measures to address this.

Furthermare, madabities far cooperatan i ideatifyng LMOs or specifc traits that may
hawve adwersa affects an the conservation and sustainable use af Halegcal gversity,
taking also into account risks to human health, <hould be conadensd by the Parties in
accardance with &rticle 16, para. 5. Thereafter the COPSMOP should consader and take
appropriate measures regardng the treatment of such fving medified crganisms or
specific trais,

Socig-economic congiderations

Strategic goal: Considaration of posdible sogic-econgmic impacls arising from LMO:, also
in_redation o decsions on imperts of LMOs

The Protocal encourgges Perlies Lo coogeerate on resaarch ard informatisn gxchangpe on
gy Socio-economic impacts ol UsSOs, espacially ¢n indigangus and lgcal commiunibies. at
COP-MOPG Parties considerad a symthesis of views and availably case-studies conceming
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sacip-poanemic impacts of LMOs pregared by the Secretaniat on the basis of submessions
fram Parties, According to Decision BS-IV 14 Parties, Governments and ather relevant
ilarnaliang! organizalions shauld conlinme Lo share their eseprch, resaarch mathod aad
cuperience in taking mto atoount sacio-sconomic impadts of living modified organisms,
thraugh the Biosafety Cleanng Howse.

The fecus of future wark should not be limited to Artice 26,2, bt CORMOF should alsa
adgrass Arficle 26.1, In oedar to follow up Art, 26 para. 1 IE shauld be discussed how
such sacio-sogramic impacts ol MO may be reflected in dedisien-making on imparis of
LMOs,

Handling, transpaort, packaging and identification of LMOs (Article 18)

Strategic goal: Cemmon approaches, practicss and standards in the field of handiing,
Lranspget, packaging and ideatificatien of LMOsS

Thir Parties necd to contiree work on reviewing the experance gained with the o= of
samgling and detection techniques and on the nasd for and medalities of developing
ofitesia far accaptability af, and harmonizing, sampling and datecton technipues.

Further wark an develoging standards with regard be ideatification, handling, packaging
and transparting is needed wnder the Proteoal, without overapping with the wark af
althes arganizations, [t & mpartant o 0 identified gaps in the existence of such
sLandards.

Follea-up of desssan BSIT10 an decumentation accompanying living modifed
prganisms intenced for derect wme as food or feed, or for processing, in commencial
producticn and authorized in accardancs with domestic regulatory framesorks, The COP-
MOP showkd review and assess, at its ifth mesting, expaisnce gained with Lhe
implementation of thase dooumentatien requirgmants with a waew o |:|:|m:t;]i:r|n|;| A
cacision, al its sixth meealing, o ensure that ¢rcumentation accompanying lving
madified arganisms intended for direct use as foad or feed, or for processing covered Dy
paragragh 4 clearly states that the shipment contains ining modified organisms that are
intended far direct use as food or feed, of for processing, and includes detailed
infonmalion as agrespd upon,

It is also smpartant that the review incluges an axamination of capacity-building efforts in
desploping countrias,

Hatiication requirements

Sirategic oeal: Comman appreaches and harmenized impamentation of netification
CREUITErTELS pursuang (o Arficle &

The Protosn! reguires Partes af auport ta motify, or reguire the espostars 16 Aolily, in
wirititgg, the compatent national authority of the Party of impart prior to the first
intentsonal fransboundary mowvement of LMOS Fae inlentiaonal intreduction into the
enviranment of the Party af import. COP-MOP shauld alabarste and develog modalithes
for the implernentation of the notificeation requirements on Tha basis of Article 8 of the
Frotocol, taking into account the informaton on pational implementation and experiences
gathared through tha natiomal reparts and the Bicsafety Cearing-Hause.

In its decision BS-1ES3, paragraph 7, the Conference of the Parties serving as
the meefing af the Parties ta the Protocol urged Parties and ather Governments
bz integrabe biosafety in their broader sustainable dewalapment stratagies and
gpproaches and programmes si0h as Posarty Reduction Strategy Pagers, wheane
avadable ard when scheduled far revision, a5 well as thase related ko the goois
and abjectivas agreed wpon at majer United Nations conferences and summits,
incleding thase agracd upen at the Millenmum Summit tal are described as the
Milkznninm Devaloprent Gaals. The parties should put increased amphasis an
Lhig s,

These pistackes should be dealt with in thie strategic plan and possibla
measures to o remedy Bhie situation shasld be identified
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THAILAND [30 DECEMBER 2008]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

Thailand would like to include issues to be considered in preparation for a strategic plan for Cartagena
Protocol on Biosafety as follows:

1. Risk assessment and management (article 15 and 16)

o Risk assessment and management should be considered as a high priority issues, especially
for the development of practical guideline as a reference and trade facilitation, such as practical guideline
on low-level presence of recombinant-DNA plant (LLP).

o Information on risk assessment and management should be shared and harmonized among
parties to strengthen their capacities and to provide basic information for further development.

2. Handling, transport, packaging and identification (article 18)

Emphasis should be put on type of documents for identification of LMOs according to article 18
2 (b) and 2 (c), as well as considering needs and the development of standards for handling, transport,
packaging and identification of LMOs.

3. Information sharing and the Biosafety Clearing-House (article 20)

Parties should be urged to continuously share information, especially scientific and technical
information on risk assessment and management through Biosafety Clearing-house. Funds should be
allocated to support parties in developing and sustaining the operation of Biosafety Clearing-house both
at central portal and national level.

4. Capacity-building (article 22)

Difference in capacities of parties would hinder process in implementing the Protocol; therefore,
capacity building, through series of sub-regional workshops, trainings and exchange of information
should also be considered to equalize implementing capacities of the parties.

5. Other issues to be continuously considered or introduced into strategic plan
e impacts of LMOs on agricultural and livestock sectors
o liability and redress
e socioeconomic consideration

e public awareness and participation
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COMMENTS FROM PARTIES AND OTHER GOVERNMENTS

[21 JANUARY 2010]
[SUBMISSION: FRENCH]

PROTOCOLE DE CARTAGENA SUR LA PREVENTION DES RISQUES BIOTECHNOLOGIQUES

VISION

La diversité biologique est adequatement protégée contre fout effet défavorable d’organismes vivants modifiés.

MISSION

humaine et animale.

Renforcer I'action a I’échelle mondiale pour assurer la manipulation, le transport et l'utilisation sans danger d’organismes vivants modifiés susceptibles
d’avoir des effets défavorables sur la conservation et ['utilisation durable de la diversité biologique, compte tenu également des risques pour la santé

1. Mettre en place
les outils
supplémentaires
nécessaires a la
pleine mise en
ccuvre du
Protocole

compréhension
et application du
Protocole de
Cartagena pour la
prévention des
risques
biotechnologique
s par les Parties

Objectif Effets Obijectifs concrets Résultats Indicateurs
stratégique escomptés
La pleine .

1.6 Elaborer des directives et
des outils destinés a aider les
parties a mettre en place des
zones ou territoires sans OVM

Les centres d’origine de ressources génétiques, les
aires protégeées et les zones spécifiques sont exempts
d’O0VM

Un nombre croissant de parties disposent des centres
d’origine de ressources génétiques et d’aires protégées

sans OVM

2. Renforcer la
capacité des
Parties d’appliquer
le Protocole

Des systémes
réglementaires,
administratifs et
d’échange
d’information
effectifs et
efficaces sont mis

2.4 Renforcer les capacités pour
la manipulation, le transport,
I’emballage et I’identification des

. Les douaniers, le personnel de laboratoire et les
autres corps de contrdle sont en mesure
d’appliquer les exigences relatives a la
manipulation, au transport, a I’emballage et a
I’identification des organismes vivants modifiés

. Nombre de douaniers, le personnel de laboratoire et
les autres corps de contréle formés
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en place par les

Parties aux fins

de ’application
du Protocole

La prise de
décisions est plus
rigoureuse et
plus transparente

organismes vivants modifiés

. Le personnel (douanier, personnel de
laboratoire et les autres corps de contrdle) est
formé et équipé pour 1’échantillonnage, la
détection et ’identification des OVM

e  Nombre de Parties faisant rapport sur leur expérience
de D’échantillonnage d’expéditions et de détection
d’OVM dans leurs deuxiéme, troisiéme et quatriéme
rapports nationaux

° Nombre accru de documents en francais dans le
Centre d’échange pour la prévention des risques
biotechniques

2.8 Renforcer les capacités de
suivi des zone/territoires sans
OVM

Rapports des experts sur les études des
zones/territoires sans OVM sont faits et disponibles

Nombre de rapports d’experts sur les zones/territoires
sans OVM

5) Accroitre la
disponibilité,
I’acces et
I’échange
d’informations
pertinentes dans le
Centre d’échange
pour la prévention
des risques
biotechnologiques
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BOTSWANA [10 FEBRUARY 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

The concerns on food products derived from LMOs seem to be ignored. It is therefore suggested
to be given attention on the basis of identification and transboundary movements hence regulated

accordingly.

BRAZIL [01 FEBRUARY 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

Brazilian Submission
Cartagena Protocol an Biosafety
Assessment and Review and Strategic Plan of the Cartagena Protocol

The Conforence of the Partics 10 the Conventioe an Bivlogical Diversity serving s the
Meeling of the Parties 10ty Cartagens Protocal on Bissafery (COP-MOP), hrough s
Decision BS-1V/15. requestcd the Secretariar o develup a sound methodolegical
approach to contribute 10 un eifcctive second assessment and review of the Proweal, and
alsn invited Parties 1o make submissions an a stralc gic plan for the Protocol. In this
contesl. draft recommendations and a diatt &iraie gic plan have been cirenlated for review
by Paries, thiough Notilwaten 2000171,

ASSESSMENT AND REVIEW

Brazil suppaorts the conglesions and recommendations pul forward by the Secretariag with
regards to the timing, scope and sources of information of the second assessenl and
review of the Protacol, |9 this repard, we agres with the process suggesied in
recomamendations (a)-(f). under peragraph 72 of the i ference document,

Futthenmore, we beligve that the congrete implemcaiation aspects on which the process
will fowcus (paragraph 10} are adcquale.

Comce ring recummendatinn (b}, some amendments may be required on he proposed s
of mahigators that would inlom the assessiment ing review process, The proposed
indicators must nod be policy prescniptive and need 10 reflect accuraiz]y the obliganoas of
Parlics under the Protocol,

In this context, it should be neled that the documen) cireglaled by the Scorelarist relers
predominantly to LMOs sad LMO-FFPs, whescas the Protocol refers 1o three types uf
LMOs (LMOs for intcational introduction into the enviromnent, LMO-FFPs and LM Os
ler contained wee), The calegories containcd in ike Protecnl shounld be reflected in the
suppested indhcators.

Additionally. the indicaters to assess the Functioning of the Compliage: Committec are
inadequate. Parties raising concerns about heir compliance are not an indicator of the
clfectiveness of the Comminlee. Additionatly, the second proposed indicalor suppests
thal the Commitles does not have decision-making rulss, of procedure im place, when it
dines,

Finally, section IV of the indicators seems 1o contradict the preferred methndalopy of
lucusing on implemcntation. Il scems difficult 1o dessrmine amethedology for wssessing
impacts of LMOs on biodiversity on a giohal level. Furthermore, ‘repoated

imstances of pdverse eflecis” on human health would force compelent suthonties to
imvestigate any cluim on adverse cifects arsing from LMOk, even thase vy
substantiated allegations, thus imposing significant costs.

Loncerning recommyndation (g), the duta pathcring rele of the Secretariat should be
limited to compiling and anzlyzing information available through the BCH, second
national repons and the Capacity Building Coordination Mechanism, as well as.other
relevant inergoveminental orgatienl s,

On the issue of data analysis, mpuis from the Compliance Committee shouldbe _h\
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considered by COF-MOP in the asscssment and review process, along with

repants from the Secreraring and views from Parties, The exiablishment of ap ad hoe
experts group or other interpovernmenial group to assess the infarmation required by thes
procees should be further consadered. To any event, a report from such a group would
complement the olhcr reparts by the Secretarial and the Compliance Commilles

Cin recommendaticn (i1, 1 sl be clarified what will be the process or |.J.:n|:jf3,-inﬂ THEW
of cmergang aspocts of Biosalzty.

STRATEGIC PLAN

Brazil supports the nntian that a strategic plan would provide useful guidance 1o
furthening the implementation of the Canagena Protocol, both an the national and
mternational levels. In this context, we oulling beluw our preliminary comments 1o the
draft plan circulated hy the Secrelariat,

The elabaration of the Strategic Plun for the Protocol should be bascd on & few principies.
First, it showld reflect the agreements reached by countries as reflected i the text of the
Prodocol itself and of relevam COP-MOP decisions. Second, i1 slould cmphasics (he
issuc of buildng capucity of developing countsies to implement the Protocol, which
neludes facilitating the wansfer of necessary technologies. Third, the Sirtepic Plan
should not pregudpe the owicome of substantive deliberatinns of Parlies concerning,
specific aspects of tle Protocol, such g risk assessment and management 2nd
socitecomoinic consideralions,

Wision
The "vision” ul the Strategic Plan should reflect the main compuonents of the objective of
the Protocol (Article 1). In this context, the concepts of conservation and sustainable use,

risks 1o human health and transhoundary movement should be incorporated in the vision”
slatement,

Mlission

As with the “vision”, the mission needs to reflect accurately the langaage in Article |,
which speaks of “contributing to cisure #n adequate level of protection”. Reforence 1o the
trapsboundary movernent of LMOs should also be incvrporated, consistent with Anicle 1

Strategic objective 1

Operational objective 1.1

This objective should refer to "support inols on risk assessment and risk management”.
“Common approaches” is an open conczpt that may go beyond wihat is prescribed hy
Annex W of the Protocol.

Operational Objecrive 1.4
Article 26.1 states 1hat anly socioeconomic considerations arising from the impact of
LMOs on the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity may be taken into

account in decisions of impost, In this comtext, the curtent formulation of this OpeTatiynal
objective is inadequate, tor it does nol reflect the 1ext of the Protocol. Additionally/m
or

COP-MOF decision has beer taken in this regard, The text, thus prejudges COP-
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deliberations

The vutcomes related 10 this objective uare also mconsistent with Article 26 or relevant
COP-MOF decisions, Conecriming the first outcome, there are no decisions on the issus of

guidelines on sociceconamic considerations. Thercfare, this reforence is inappropriate
and sheuld be removed.

Additwonally, there has been no COP-MOP decision related w Article 26 calling for
applying socioeconomic considerations “in manner that makes biosafety and intenaatonal
trach: mutually supportive”. This cleurly goes beyvond Anicle 26, which siates that
socicecenumic considerations arising from the impact of LMOs on the conscrvition and
sustainable use of hinlapical diversily may be taken into aceount in reaching o decision of
import in a manner thit is consistent with the international nblipations of Parties. This
second oulcome it also wadequale and should be remirved.

Atrate pic Objoclive 2

Expecied impacis

Omn the Nirst swa expected impacts under this straiegic nbjective, it should be clarified that
they refer to regulatory, administrative and information exchangs systems and decision
making at the national level. There should also be an impach related o increased
financing 1o support developing counfries in implementing the Prowocol, with a related
Operational objective on seiting up mechanisms thal om al mobilizing new znd additional
financial resources from all sousrees,

Operational Ohjecsive 2.3
Il should ke clarified that risk management aims at controlling rizks identified throngh
risk axsessment, in accorcance with Article 16,

Operational Objective 2.4

On the first outcome, instead of referring 1o “enforce requircments® of ha ndling.
transpon, packoging and idew fication. reference should be made 1o cnabling
customs/border officials o "mnplement the relovant provisions of the Prodocol”. The

“requirements” mentioned i the currenl vomiom of the ex may go beyond the scope of
the Protogol.

Uperational Objective 2.5

On the second indicator of this abjective, it should be noted that not only amended or
nEw legal instraments are indicators ol the implementation of the rales and proceduares on
liability and redress. Some lepistations may nol reguire any change in order 1o
implement those rules and procedures, Theretory, this indicator should be refurmulated.

Stratepic Objective 3

The cxpression “cxpand the reach” of the Prowocol is ambiguous. Since this expression
secis o Cover ouly operatienal objective 3.1 ("o achieve universsl membership 1o the
Froocol "), reference should be medc W “achicving umiversal membership and promoi; ™
popeTation”. L
Liape .J —f
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Stratcgic Obpective 4

Opuerational Objechive 4.1

There seems 10 be a ceriain degres of overlap between 1his operstional objective and
other obgectives relerring 1o national implemcntation. Tt also seems w imply that
comphiance mechartsms need sirenpthening, when there s no clear reference in COP-
MOF decision thul might sugwest this. There is huwever a decision 1o improve the
supportive role” of the Compliznce Committee. The Strategic Plen should have a
reterence to this concept of supportive role.

On the second outcome of this Operational Objective, it should be mentioned that the
Cumpliance Commitize 15 already able t review implemeniation of nbligations and 10
propose appropriste measures. The anly possiblc obstacle to a more thorough review by
the Committee would be related 10 national reporting. Therelore, it does not seem

adequale 0 suggest thal changes in the procedures and mechanizns on compliance
are called for.

Crperational Objective 4.2

The process of assessment and review is linked 1o the notion of sevising the 1ext of the
F.:':JIDC'}L 1% annexes and procedures, Theiefore, having an operationzl nbjcctive that
aims al improving the effectiveress of the Pratneol suggests the need for such
amendments, thus prejudging the outcome of the assessment and review process under
Article 35, 1o be conducted by COP-MOP. This objective should only refer ro

‘conducimg regmlar and eifective assessment and review processes”,

The second oulcome ol this gbpective should alse be changed, for il siso implies the need
e amend the Protocol. [ the same ling, the second indicator showld be revised, for
changes in national biosafery [egislation may nol ncceisarily point towards an

improved cifectiveness of the Protocol,

The above comments do not preclede additional comancnls on the documenis |:1|_-uﬁﬁ;:\ﬁ__

|
Tz ficraz, l'-,_:j - _“-\‘I.

CANADA [13 MAY 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

Comments from Canada in response to Notification SCBD/BS/CG/jh/71409

General comments

The strategic plan includes operational objectives, outcomes and indicators, but no guidance as to actions
to be taken to achieve the objectives. The performance indicators for the operational objectives and
outcomes require additional explanation with respect to the process that will be used to collect the
required information including description of: data collection (self-reporting or questionnaires to the
Parties), data analysis, responsibility for reporting, format of report, report distribution and timeframes.

Quantitative performance indicators should monitor individual components. For example, in Objective
4.1, one of the performance indicators is the number of parties that have identified and addressed their
non-compliance issues. Pooling the identification and remedial actions together in the same indicator will
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result in misrepresentation and loss of information. A suggestion is to have one indicator for the number
of parties that have identified non-compliance actions, and another indicator for the number of parties
that have addressed their non-compliances actions. Individual monitoring should apply to all the
guantitative indicators.

Background

Para 6: The progress column in the Table outlining the preliminary review of progress towards the goals
of the CBD could provide more meaningful information in order to better identify gaps and attempt to
address these elements in a new strategy. For example, under Goal 1, an impressive number of Parties
are listed as having ratified the Protocol. Further analysis of this information would reveal that few major
exporting jurisdictions have ratified. Another example, under Goal 2, is identification of the many
countries that have initiated measures to implement the Protocol. In reality, Parties should not ratify if
they are not able to meet the obligations. Reports from the Compliance Committee have repeatedly noted
the failure of Parties to fully implement the Protocol. The recent consultant’s report on effectiveness of
the Protocol pointed out that so few Parties have implemented their obligations that effectiveness can
not be assessed. Also under Goal 2, there is reference to 120 countries that have developed national
frameworks and are in the process of operationalizing them. Are countries referred to here Parties? It is
also unclear what is meant by “in the process of operationalizing”. Identification of the gaps in the
process and where they occur would provide more useful information for future planning. Under Goal 3
low levels of national reporting should also be identified. A solution for making this table more useful as
a planning tool would be to introduce a new column, with the heading Challenges, where some of these
gaps might be identified.

Annex |, Context

p. 6: 1t should be noted in the Context section that few exporting countries are Parties; that many Parties
have not implemented Protocol obligations through appropriate legislative measures; and that reporting
levels are low. The low level of implementation has made it difficult to have a meaningful review of
effectiveness. In order to assess the effectiveness of an instrument, a good understanding of the levels of
compliance is required.

Annex I, Assumptions
Para 10: Some of the assumptions require validation. For example:

o If many Parties have not implemented the Protocol, can it be assumed they are incorporating
MOP decisions into their domestic frameworks?

e The work of the Compliance Committee has shown that Parties will not submit timely national
reports

e In the current economic climate, can it be assumed that "adequate and predictable financial
resources will be available" and that there will be "a progressive increase in human resources at
the international and national level™?

Monitoring, Review and Evaluation Para 13: The draft document proposes that the strategic plan will
be implemented through a 10-year programme of work for the Protocol, supported by biennial work
plans. The medium-term programme of work will, if necessary, be adjusted from time to time on the
basis of experience gained in the implementation of the requirements of the Protocol and of the results of
the periodic assessment and review of the effectiveness of the Protocol. A clause acknowledging the
need for adjustment is a good addition. In light of some of the incorrect assumptions pointed out above,
particularly with respect to implementation and effectiveness, this approach requires further
consideration.
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Draft Elements of the Strategic Plan, version 010310

Page 9-19:

Focal Area 1, Objective 1.2: Article 7.4 allows the MOP to create a list of LMOs not likely to have
adverse effects. Recognizing this Article in the plan could ease the burden on developing countries. For
the list that could have adverse effects, the requirements in Articles 10 and 15 for a case by case risk
assessment would still need to be reflected in indicators, e.g. "timely risk assessments are conducted on a
case-by-case basis". Another indicator might be "no incidents of releases with adverse effects on the
conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity”.

Operational objective 1.3: The expected outcome is improved scientific and technical advice and the
proposed indicator is the number of scientific and technical guidance materials provided. Increasing the
amount of guidance material could actually lead to deterioration in the quality of scientific and technical
advice. Maintaining and improving the quality of scientific and technical guidance requires that the
advice is impartial, originates from independent scientific and technical experts and is subjected to a peer
review process.

Objective 1.4: The indicator suggested for the objective related to identification, handling, packaging and
transportation of LMOs is the percentage of Parties following procedures. Rather than reporting on
percentage of Parties, we propose reporting on the percentage of companies or the percentage of
shipments by Party. This indicator will better inform on the actual number of shipments with
documentation and will not produce skewed data for countries in which only some companies follow the
procedures. In addition, the Strategic Plan should also indicate how the identification of the LMO will be
verified e.g. random verification carried out by the importing countries? a certification system by the
exporting country?

Focal Area 2: Objective 2.1: Neither Article 28 nor Article 22 call for "new and additional" financial
resources. The proposed indicator "new and additional financial resources being mobilized for the
implementation of the Protocol” is not appropriate.

Objective 2.3: One of the indicators suggests recording the number of Parties that have infrastructure
including laboratories for monitoring, management and control. The operational objectives and outcomes
should clarify that it is the responsibility of exporting Parties to conduct risk assessments and risk
management plans. For consistency in approaches to addressing risk assessment and risk management,
we propose using the same indicators as suggested above under operational objective 1.2 e.g. "timely
risk assessments are conducted on a case-by-case basis" and "no incidents of releases with adverse
effects on the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity”.

Focal Area 3, Objective 3.3, Communication and Outreach: An indicator should be included on
“outreach to non-Parties who are large exporters of LMOs”.

Focal Area 4: Compliance and effectiveness are two different things and might be best addressed by two
separate focal areas.

Objective 4.1: Rather than have an objective "to strengthen the mechanisms for achieving compliance it
would be clearer to say "to strengthen Party compliance with the Protocol”. In this way the indicators
would include a list of mechanisms used to achieve the outcomes. The first Outcome is for each Party to
regularly monitor the implementation of its obligations...etc. Would an appropriate first outcome not be
that “each Party fully implements its obligations”? Obligations first have to be implemented before they
can be monitored and reported upon.
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The outcomes relating to the Compliance Committee require clarification. The Compliance Committee
already thoroughly reviews implementation of systemic non-compliance. Is there additional outcome
anticipated? The Compliance Committee is a facilitative committee, which is evidenced by the nature of
the procedures and the powers given to it. How can the supportive role of the Compliance Committee be
improved? It should also be indicated whether the sufficient financial resources for compliance are to
come from the national or the international level.

The indicator on the number of Parties identifying and addressing non-compliance issues requires
explanation as to where the information will come from.

The number of Parties having an approved and functional national biosafety framework would be
improved by substituting “framework” with "Laws implementing the Protocol”. The indicator “number
of parties having in place a system for handling requests should include "for Advance Informed
Agreement”. This could be added to the end of the indicator.

Objective 4.2: Improved reporting by Parties is not an outcome related to effectiveness. This outcome is
related to compliance and should be included under Objective 4.1. The associated indicator on number of
national reports received should also go under Objective 4.1. The indicator “Number of parties
modifying their national biosafety frameworks with the aim of adapting to new biosafety challenges”
requires clarification. A suggested modification is “Number of parties modifying their national biosafety
frameworks to correspond with amendments to the Protocol adopted to address new challenges™.

The link between the number of subsidiary bodies established by the MOP and the effectiveness of the
Protocol is unclear. A proposed new indicator for this objective is "Key LMO exporting countries
become Parties to the Protocol."

Focal Area 5, Objective 5.1: In order to understand the link between the objective and the indicator on
the amount of traffic to the BCH and the number of references to the BCH, an explanation is required as
to how the traffic would be quantified and where and how the references to the BCH would be
quantified.

The indicator "Number of non-Parties having published biosafety laws and/or regulations on the
BCH." should be deleted. Non-Parties do not have obligations. Non-parties who submit information are
doing so voluntarily and their actions can not be considered as a measure of the success/implementation
of the Protocol.
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CHINA
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[16 MARCH 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]
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. . . Depi: Depatment of  International -
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Subject: Comments on the Draft Elements of a Strategic Plan of the
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety

Phear My, Ahitied Dyoghlaf,

I am writing winth reference o the Motificativn 2039171 inviting  commenss on the
thove-meationed [aft Elomenis

We welcome the Seeretuniat undemakes W dsall & Simategic Plan prior to the comeening of the fifth
Niesting ol the COP-MUH of the Provocol. We wousd like 1o piat forwand the fillowing commenis
firr winer cansideralinn,

[. W prupese W add some parngraphs on the possibie challerges foc U Protocol in 2000-2020
which could serve as the averall backgrownd for (ke Siratepie Plan

II. For the Straegic Ohjective 1,

- Fur ks Operative Objective 1.1, it s proposed o speed ap the development of the iechnical
puidence on rsk assessnent and risk eonapement, ad woercourage expevenoe-abammg amueng,
Lhe Farios, in particular hetwesn the develeped coundries Parmics and the developing coambnes
T

For the Operative Objective 1.3, the negotiaion on imemationnl males and procedures on
Diabality and redncss of damage resulting from the transhoundary movemenis of LS is going an.
B0 00 B nel appeopeate 10 predicl when be ndles and provedures will be adopted by the
COP-MOE, neisher when itwill eome into fosee,

- Foar g Oiperatiee Objective 1.5, 00 s suggpested fie move lwo ol the Oatcomes, e, rosponse

mgnsgres and public participatbon, eie e cormesponding pans in Sraepse Cinective 2

ML For the Strategic Objactive 2, we proposs to inchads un analysis on the imp...:mwnrm:, o e
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Prertoszal as well as problems /difficulties for the Parties 1o improve the situations, and the repsons
fiwr theese problems/difficaltics. The analysis couhl provide selid basss for supgesivons on fane

ehihancement of the implememation

- Fer the seven Operatve Ohjectives, thene are duplications with those of $iputesie Ohjective
l. for examples, Operative Objectivis 22 and 13, 2.3 and 1.5, We propese b clanly the
diflerence Botwean the Sirarepic Objective | and 2
IV, For the Strstepic Objective 3, we proposs thal the Secrotariar i enhusee the coaperation with
ather relevant intcmatianal eganizatsons and comventions, cspecially fr more financial suppeoen
W P the: Strategiv Obfeciive 4, we propaose o inegrste il imn the Sirubegic Objective 2, and o
emphasize how 1o improve the capacities for the vt loping counsries. Parmics o implement the
Protocol
VL For the Struegic Objoctive 5. we propose 1o the Scovezarisl asd the Parties ho fiurher slppor
the BCH and increase thair vontributions, and w0 encomrags more Pasties 1 clTecively use ihe

BCH.

Thank you far the kind atention and cosperation.
Yo sincerchy,

Zhov 4 I'-e-J'?j-:

Fhampr Neging

Derector, Davision of Inemstsonal Orpanizaticns and Cooventioos
Departmerd of lenernational Coapermian, MEP

0ENe 2000 Pape: 22
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CUBA [17 MAY 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

Comments made by the National Authority of Cuba on the Strategic Plan for the Cartagena
Protocol, 2011- 2020.

GENERAL COMMENTS:

Work should be focused on the indicators, which are non-measurable in most cases, since they, basically,
refer to either percentage of parties or number of parties without specifying figures.

A pattern that allows to measure percentage or number of parties should be taken as reference to

determine if it is high, medium, or low.

Each expected impact, operational objective, result or indicator should be enumerated somehow to
establish a horizontal logic.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS
Focal area 1. Further Guidance development
Page 10

Objective. 1.2 We feel that it is more tangible to refer to LMOs monitoring wholly and outline
objectives, outcomes and indicators towards this aspect, whose gaps have been spotted by the parties.

Objective 1.3. More than fostering the mechanism, it would be creating a scientific and technical
mechanism to the Protocol since it does not exist by the time. In keeping with this, the outcome would be
the Mechanism created.

Objective 1.4 We reasonably think that a first part should be added to the objective in order to get
clearer concepts concerning handling, transport, bottling and identification so as the parties have a
greater capacity to implement requirements that are more concrete.

Page 11

Objective 1.5 The first indicator should be moved to the outcomes column. We feel that the
Supplementary protocol and its entry into force classifies more as an outcome than an indicator.

Objective 1.6 The first indicator should be removed from here, for the second indicator contains it.
Page 12.

Objective 1.7. The first outcome should be removed from here, and insert transit in the second, since the
objective covers transit issues in the guidelines.

Focal area 2. Capacity building
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P&g. Page 13.
Objective.2.1 The first outcome should be removed due to ambiguity ( or for not being clear)
Page 14.

Objective 2.2 The outcomes should be removed from here. We consider that it would be more coherent
to the objective if the outcome were stated as follows: the Biosafety national frameworks established by
the parties taking into account the integration of Biosafety into the most relevant sectors

Objectives. 2.3 (pag 14), 2.4, 2.5 (page 15) and 2.7 (pagel6) should be removed from this focal area.
These objectives are already under analysis in the plan; they can either be found under focal area 1 or
further down in the document (area 5).

This proposal is based on the fact that, the outcomes and indicators proposed herein, do not differ that
much from those described for these same objectives under the other areas.

Moreover, the outcomes and indicators set forth in areas 1 and 5 intrinsically deal with capacity building,
without which these actions cannot be achieved. We recommend removing them from here and insert
what is appropriate of its content in focal areas 1 and 5 in which these objectives are dealt from their
technical viewpoint.

Page 15

Objective 2.6 The first outcome should relate to the provision of guidelines and training materials for the
parties. There should be guidelines in place, first, for the parties to have access to, then. The second
indicator should be removed from this indicator since the first one contains it already. The third indicator
does not measure the objective; it is not necessary to have an expert network set in the matter of public
education to comply with the objective.

Focal area 3: Outreach and cooperation

Page 16.

Objective 3.1 The indicator should refer to the 100% of the parties. In this case, to be in accordance with
the expected outcome, the only and possible indicator is that of the 100% of the parties, otherwise, a

lesser percentage should be established if delimited in time: for instance, 80% of the parties to the
Convention are parties to the Protocol for 2017.

Focal area 5. Information sharing
Page 19.

Objective 5.1 The word Quantity should be replaced by Increase
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CZECH REPUBLIC [25 FEBRUARY 2010]
[28 APRIL 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

Comments on the draft Strategic Plan to the CPB
(Notiication No. 2010-058)
Milena Roudnd, National UNEP/GEF Project Coordinator, Czech Republic

Recommendations for the changes:

Annex 1 — 1. Context, page 6, ad 5, add the following or correct (in bold):

This draft Strategic Plan and ...have been prepared on the basis of ....decisions taken ....at its last four
meetings, and through general discussion and comments received.

I1., page 7, ad 6 — last sentence — formulation of strategic objectives need to be in accordance with
those in the Table (pages 9-19) and reformulated as follows:

The focal areas underlying the five strategic objectives are as follows: 1. Implementation of the
Protocol; 2. Capacity Building; 3. Outreach and Cooperation; 4. Compliance and Review; 5.
Information Sharing.

Ad 7, second bullet: The operational objectives .....in order to implement impacts

Ad 8, in the last sentence delete for example: Some of the actions will be undertaken by Parties ...

I11., ad 10, (a): .... MPO decisions into their national/regional frameworks

(i.e. to use corresponding terminology)

C) — delete text in the parenthesis: Parties ...... required information to the BCH

IV., page 8, ad 12 — last sentence, last line (to be text quite clear):

...and technical/capacity building support, as well as of two programme assistants

V., page 8, ad 13, last but one sentence:

Information will be drawn mainly from national reports and from other available sources to generate
the data necessary for the analysis.

i.e. delete among other things

Draft Elements of the Strategic Plan — Table, pp. 9 - 19

Strategic Objective — Focal Area 1 (page 9)

Further Guidance Development — this is more a tool how to reach strategic objective not strategic
objective as such — recommendation (in line with content):

Implementation of the Protocol (see page 7, Il. Ad 6)

Expected Impacts

P. 13 — Expected Impacts arrange in a logical way, as follows (and complete add 2):
(1) Increased safety in ...

(2) Effective and efficient regulatory, administrative and monitoring frameworks....
(3) Necessary mechanisms put in place ....

(4) More transparent and expeditious decision-making

(5) Full use of information exchange system

P. 19 - Expected Impacts arrange in a logical way, as follows:

(1) Transparency in the development ...

(2) Increased compliance ...

(3) Informed decision making

(4) Enhanced public awareness of biosafety
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Operational Objectives

Focal Area 1, p. 9-12 - arrange in a logical way, as follows:
1.1 Scientific and technical advice

1.2 LMOs or traits that may have ...

1.3 Risk assessment and risk management

1.4 Handling, transport, packaging and identification

1.5 Transit, contained use ...

1.6 Liability and redress

Focal Area 2, p. 13-16 (proposed changes p. 15-16) - arrange in a logical way, as follows:
2.1 Coordination and support

2.2 National Biosafety Framework

2.3 Risk assessment and risk management

2.4 Handling, transport ...

2.5 Liability and redress

2.6 Information sharing

2.7 Biosafety education and training

2.8 Public awareness ...

Outcomes

P.11:

Each Party takes ....necessary to implement the rules and procedures on liability and redress at national
level

i.e. delete , at the domestic level,

P.13:

Compare bullet 3" and bullet 5" — recommendation to delete bullet 3: Parties have adequate ...

Similar appears among Indicators — p. 13 — last but one bullet: Number of Parties that have predictable
and reliable funding ....

Moreover, what means predictable financial resources, especially in our period and current economic
situation? Who can guarantee them?

P. 16:

Outcomes related to 2.7 - arrange in a logical way, as follows:

(1) Increased access to information ...

(2) Tools to facilitate implementation ..

(3) Information on BCH ...

P. 18:

Outcomes related to 4.2 — second bullet:

The Protocol, including its procedure and annexes, is amended if new challenges are ....

i.e. replace adapted by amended

delete by Parties as the precise rules of procedure exists under which conditions Protocol can be
amended - COP/MORP role etc. not Parties as such ?

Indicators

P. 11 —second bullet:

Percentage of Parties ...having in place national administrative ... (terminology)

P. 13 predictable and reliable funding ?

P. 14 —second bullet related to 2.3:

Number of risk assessment ....that are in compliance with the Protocol

P. 15 — second bullet related to 2.5: Number ...in the field of liability and redress
Third bullet related to 2.6:

Number of Parties authorities with a network of biosafety and communication experts —
Questionable, not too realistic
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P. 16 — second bullet related to 2.7: Amount of traffic to the BCH ... ? —see as well p. 19

P. 17 —second bullet related to 3.3:

Percentage of Parties that have in place national communication strategies on biosafety ...-
Maybe desirable, but not too realistic — such strategy can be a part of National Biosafety Strategy or of
other related national strategic documents, depending on each Party conditions/situation.

P.18

Second bullet related to 4.2:

Number of Parties .....with the aim to meet new biosafety chalanges (delete of adapting to new).
4" bullet to 4.2:

Number of subsidiary bodies ...

Can this be really an indicator of success ? efficiency, synergy ...?

Comments Made 25 February 2010
The last version of the proposed Strategic Plan has several positive elements, nevertheless some parts
need to be restructured-reformulated.

Positive elements:

Arragement in the form of a Table

Vision and Mission - briefly and clearly defined

Comments to other parts:

Strategic Objectives - positive: restricted number - most important objectives, in some cases formulation
can be improved

Expected Impacts - generally well defined, only small changes recommended (deletion of some details,
which are not necessary)

Operational Objectives - in some cases better structuring or formulation recommended (e.g. 1.5)
Outcomes - more logical arrangement and re-definition in some cases needed, as well as deletion of some
not necessary details

Indicators - most problematic part which needs to be redrafted - restructured:

need to measure progress

existing indicators not clearly defined (expresions such as "numerous™ etc.; instead existing expressions
use: percentage of Parties/ number of Parties)

missing logistic in precisely given terms (e.g. national biosafety legislation by 2015 - on the other hand
documents for which the existing legislation represents the prerequisite required in a shorter horizon -
e.g. national communication strategy, mechanism for ensuring public participation in decision-making,
capacity-building action plan)

some of existing indicators have more character of outcomes (reallocation to corresponding part)

to be fully functional, indicators in SP need to be in correlation with indicators used in other related
documents.

General comments:

Due to the character of the document - as strategic one - to delete all details which are not necessary
(explanations in sentences, examples in parenthesis, some adjectives)

On the principle of synergy, i tis recommended to use results of other conventions or specialized groups,
in this case especially results of the 6th Coordination Meeting for Governments and Organizations
Implementing and/or Funding Biosafety Capacity-building Activities and the 7th Meeting of Liaison
Group on Capacity-building for Biosafety (February 2010, Cambodia).
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[15 APRIL 2010]

[SUBMISSION: SPANISH]
PROYECTO DE ELEMENTOS DEL PLAN ESTRATEGICO FECHA: 081209

PROTOCOLO DE CARTAGENA SOBRE SEGURIDAD DE LA BIOTECNOLOGIA

VISION

La diversidad biolégica esta adecuadamente protegida de cualquier efecto adverso de organismos vivos modificados.

MISION

Fortalecer la accion mundial para garantizar la transferencia, manipulacion y utilizacion seguras de todos los organismos vivos modificados que puedan tener
efectos adversos en la conservacion y utilizacion sostenible de la diversidad biolégica, teniendo también en cuenta los riesgos para la salud humana.

Obijetivo
estratégico

Efectos
esperados

Obijetivos
operacionales

Resultados

Indicadores

1. Establecer otros
instrumentos
necesarios para
llevar el Protocolo
plenamente a la
practica

Aplicacion plena del
Protocolo de
Cartagena sobre
Seguridad de la
Biotecnologia por las
Partes

Mejora del desempefio
de las Partes para
alcanzar los objetivos
generales de
conservacion y
utilizacién sostenible
de la diversidad
bioldgica

11 Desarrollar mas a fondo y
producir instrumentos basados en las
ciencias sobre enfoques comunes de
evaluacion del riesgo y gestion del
riesgo para las Partes

Se pone a disposicion de las
Partes y otros interesados
orientacién sobre evaluacién
del riesgo y gestion del riesgo
que aborda nuevos avances en
la tecnologia moderna

Las Partes y otros Gobiernos
establecen y adoptan
enfoques comunes de
evaluacion del riesgo y
gestion del riesgo, seglin
proceda

. Se produce, y proporciona a las Partes y otros Gobiernos, una cantidad importante de
instrumentos y documentos de orientacion sobre evaluacion del riesgo y gestion del riesgo.
Sugerimos plantearse el indicador asi: Instrumentos y documentos producidos y proporcionados a las
Partes y otros Gobiernos, de orientacion sobre evaluacion del riesgo y gestion del riesgo
. Una cantidad importante de Partes adoptan enfoques comunes de evaluacion del riesgo y
gestion del riesgo. Sugerimos plantearse el indicador asi: Enfoques comunes de evaluacion del
riesgo y gestion del riesgo adoptados por las Partes.

Comentario: Para lograr esto hay que hacer un gran esfuerzo para establecer proyectos
donde participen los paises que pueden tener enfoques comunes. Por ejemplo al momento
existe un proyecto donde participan algunos paises andinos sobre evaluacion de riesgo en
nuestra region, pero a Ecuador nunca se le preguntd si queria o podia participar. Por lo
tanto, la experiencia ganada sera solo para algunos paises de la region y luego se pretendera
que enfoques de evaluacion se armonicen, pero sino hay un didlogo entre todas las partes
interesadas es dificil llegar a estos acuerdos.

. Se reducen al minimo los posibles efectos adversos de los OVM en la diversidad bioldgica
Sugerimos plantear en indicador asi: Efectos adversos de los OVM en la diversidad bioldgica
reducidos al minimo.

Comentario:Es muy subjetivo, como se puede tener constancia de esto, talvez a través de
sistemas nacional de bioseguridad que marchen y se fortalezcan. Creo que no esta
planteado como indicador

1.3 Adoptar y aplicar normas y
procedimientos de responsabilidad y
compensacion por dafios resultantes
de los movimientos transfronterizos
de organismos vivos modificados

Normas y procedimientos
internacionales de
responsabilidad y
compensacion por dafios
resultantes de los movimientos
transfronterizos de organismos
vivos modificados adoptados,
ratificados por las Partes y en
vigor

Cada Parte adopta la medidas
administrativas y juridicas
necesarias para aplicar, en el
nivel nacional, las normas y
procedimientos de

. Adopcién de normas y procedimientos internacionales de responsabilidad y compensacion por
dafios resultantes de los movimientos transfronterizos de organismos vivos modificados

. Entrada en vigor de las normas y procedimientos internacionales de responsabilidad y
compensacion antes de la séptima reunién de la Conferencia de las Partes que actlia como
reunion de las Partes en el Protocolo

. Un nimero mayor sacar esta palabra de Partes han establecido marcos nacionales
administrativos y juridicos que incorporan normas y procedimientos de responsabilidad y
compensacion por dafios resultantes de los movimientos transfronterizos de organismos vivos
modificados

El tema de responsabilidad y compensacion es muy importante, sin embargo se ha visto lo
dificill poder establecer normas en este sentido debido a que “el dafio” de los OVMs
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responsabilidad y
compensacion

no se ha dado, no es cuantificable ni previsible. Por lo tanto, creo que en general
este indicador es de muy dificil ejecucién y que muchos paises van a requerir de
apoyo para lograr fortalecer y/o establecer medidas administrativas y juridicas dentro
de esta tematica.

1.4 Aclarar los factores
socioecondmicos bésicos que se
pueden tomar en cuenta al adoptar
decisiones sobre importacién de
organismos vivos modificados

Se elaboran directrices
apropiadas respecto a las
consideraciones
socioeconémicas relativas a los
organismos vivos modificados,
que son utilizadas por las
Partes

Las consideraciones
socioeconémicas son aplicadas,
seguin proceda, por las Partes
de una manera en que la
seguridad de la biotecnologia y
el comercio internacional se
apoyen mutuamente

. Numero de Partes que notifican experiencias positivas al tomar en cuenta las consideraciones
socioecondmicas en la adopcién de decisiones sobre la importacion de organismos vivos
modificados

Hay muy pocas experiencias de procesos de toma de decision que hayan establecido
consideraciones socioecondmicas, por lo dificil de incluir este parametro de forma
sustentada y técnica. Definitivamente seria un aporte si se logra tener directrices
aplicables y sustentadas y no basadas en andlisis tedricos no aplicables a la realidad
de nuestros paises.

2.1 Establecer mecanismos eficaces
para  desarrollar, coordinar 'y
supervisar  las  actividades de
creacion de capacidad

Se establece un enfoque mas
cohesivo y un mecanismo
eficiente para la creacion de
capacidad relacionada con la
seguridad de la biotecnologia

Mejor comprension de las
necesidades de creacion de
capacidad de las Partes que son
paises en desarrollo y de las
Partes con economias en
transicion

Las Partes cuentan con
recursos financieros y técnicos
adecuados y previsibles que les
permiten cumplir con sus
obligaciones conforme al
Protocolo de manera integrada
y sostenible

Cada Parte adopta y aplica
estrategias y planes de accion
nacionales de creacion de
capacidad exhaustivos

. Todas las Partes han evaluado sus necesidades de capacitacién y creaciéon de capacidad
institucional y han presentado la informacion al Centro de Intercambio de Informacién sobre
Seguridad de la Biotecnologia (CIISB) antes de 2011

. Por lo menos el 50% de las Partes han desarrollado planes de accién de creacion de capacidad
para aplicar el Protocolo antes de 2012 (asi es como una meta)

Sugerimos plantear el indicador asi: Nimero de Partes han desarrollado planes de accion de creacion de
capacidad para aplicar el Protocolo antes de 2012

. Por lo menos el 50% de las Partes han establecido programas de capacitacion para el personal
que se ocupa de cuestiones relacoinadas con la seguridad de la biotecnologia y para la
capacitacion a largo plazo de los profesionales de la seguridad de la biotecnologia. (asi es como
una meta)

Sugerimos plantear el indicador asi: NUmero de Partes que han establecido programas de
capacitacion para el personal que se ocupa de cuestiones relacoinadas con la seguridad de la
biotecnologfa y para la capacitacion a largo plazo de los profesionales de la seguridad de la
biotecnologia
. Las Partes han establecido mecanismos nacionales de coordinacién para las iniciativas de

creacion de capacidad en seguridad de la biotecnologia. (esta como actividad cumplida).

Sugerimos plantear el indicador asi: Nimero de Partes que han establecido mecanismos nacionales de

coordinacion para las iniciativas de creacion de capacidad en seguridad de la biotecnologia

. Mejor coordinacién y colaboracion entre las Partes y las entidades que ejecutan o financian los
esfuerzos de creacion de capacidad en seguridad de la biotecnologia (ES ACTIVIDAD)

. Se aprovechan y se usan mas eficazmente los recursos y oportunidades existentes

Sugerimos plantear asi: Porcentaje de aprovechamiento y uso eficaz de los recursos y oportunidades
existentes

. Las redes e instituciones regionales y nacionales existentes colaboran mas estrechamente para

hacer avanzar la creacion de capacidad en seguridad de la biotecnologia

En el caso de Ecuador el tema de capacitacion es prioritario, ya que no tenemos establecido
un Sistema Nacional de Bioseguridad, no tenemos regulaciones que realmente
manejen el tema de evaluacion y gestion de riesgo, por eso requerimos urgentemente
ampliar el nimero de personas capacitadas que manejen estos temas y dinamicen
este proceso en el pais.

2.2 Asegurar que todas las Partes
hayan establecido marcos nacionales
de seguridad de la biotecnologia
para la aplicacion del Protocolo

Las decisiones respecto a la
seguridad de un organismo
vivo modificado se basan sobre
normas reglamentarias y
administrativas bien
establecidas

Las cuestiones relativas a la
seguridad de la biotecnologia y
la aplicacion del Protocolo de

. Todas las Partes han establecido politicas y leyes nacionales sobre seguridad de la biotecnologia,
incluidos sistemas para la inspeccion, supervision y aplicacion de dichas leyes, antes de
2015(TAL COMO ESTA ES UNA META)

. La mayoria de las Partes aplica de manera efectiva sus leyes y reglamentos sobre seguridad de la
biotecnologia. (TAL COMO ESTA ES UNA META) Namero de Partes que aplica de manera
efectiva sus leyes y reglamentos sobre seguridad de la biotecnologia

. Todas las Partes han designado un centro focal nacional y autoridades nacionales competentes.
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Seguridad de la Biotecnologia
estan integradas en los
restantes sectores pertinentes,
especialmente los sectores de
agricultura, medio
ambiente/diversidad bioldgica,
salud y ciencia y tecnologia

TAL COMO ESTA ES UNA META) Ndmero de Partes que han designado un centro focal
nacional y autoridades nacionales competentes

. Todas las Partes han establecido comités nacionales de seguridad de la biotecnologia u 6rganos
similares. TAL COMO ESTA ES UNA META) Namero de Partes que han establecido comités
nacionales de seguridad de la biotecnologia u 6rganos similares

. Por lo menos el 50% de las Partes han establecido normas y procedimientos administrativos
claros para manejar las notificaciones y solicitudes de aprobacién de importacion o liberacion de
OVM. (TAL COMO ESTA ES UNA META)Nmero de Partes que han establecido normas y
procedimientos administrativos claros para manejar las notificaciones y solicitudes de
aprobacion de importacion o liberacién de OVM.

. Todas las Partes cuentan con sistemas para proteger la informacién confidencial. sugerimos:
Numero de partes que cuentan con sistemas para proteger la informacion confidencial.

2.6 Mejorar la capacidad en el nivel
nacional, regional e internacional
que faciliten los esfuerzos para
aumentar la concienciacién del
publico y promover la educacién y
participacion  respecto  a la
transferencia, la manipulacién y la
utilizacién seguras de organismos
vivos modificados

Las Partes tienen acceso a
materiales de orientacion y
capacitacion sobre
concienciacion, educacion y
participacion del pablico
respecto a la transferencia, la
manipulacién y la utilizacién
seguras de los OVM

Las Partes cuentan con
capacidad para promover y
facilitar concienciacion,
educacién y participacion del
publico respecto a la seguridad
de la biotecnologia

. Todas las Partes habran establecido estrategias nacionales de comunicacion sobre seguridad de
la biotecnologia antes de 2012. (TAL COMO ESTA ES UNA META)

. Todas las Partes han creado sitios web y archivos con funciones de bisqueda nacionales sobre
seguridad de la biotecnologfa. (TAL COMO ESTA ES UNA META)

. Por lo menos el 50% tienen centros de recursos nacionales o secciones en las bibliotecas
nacionales existentes dedicados a materiales de educacién sobre seguridad de la biotecnologia.
(TAL COMO ESTA ES UNA META)

. Todas las Partes habran establecido mecanismos para garantizar la participacion del publico en
la adopcién de decisiones respecto a los OVM antes de 2012. (TAL COMO ESTA ES UNA
META)

. Se han desarrollado instrumentos de apoyo (p. ej., plantillas, juegos de herramientas), que

utilizan los puntos focales nacionales, educadores y comunicadores, sobre seguridad de la
biotecnologia. (TAL COMO ESTA ES UNA ACTIVIDAD) instrumentos de apoyo
desarrollados (p. ej., plantillas, juegos de herramientas), que utilizan los puntos focales
nacionales, educadores y comunicadores, sobre seguridad de la biotecnologia

. Se han preparado y compartido estudios de casos y practicas 6ptimas sobre concienciacion,
educacion y participacion del ptblico respecto a la transferencia, la manipulacion y la utilizacién
seguras de los OVM

. Se ha establecido una red de expertos en educacién y comunicacion sobre seguridad de la
biotecnologia antes de 2011

3) Ampliar el

alcance del
Protocolo y
promover la

cooperacion

Aumento del apoyo
politico para la
aplicacion del

Protocolo

Aumento del apoyo de
las organizaciones,
convenios e iniciativas
pertinentes, y
colaboracién con los
mismos, para la
aplicacion del
Protocolo

31 Lograr una membresia
universal en el Protocolo

Todas las Partes en el
Convenio sobre la Diversidad
Biolégica se convierten en
Partes en el Protocolo

Reconocimiento mundial del
Protocolo de Cartagena sobre
Seguridad de la Biotecnologia
como el principal instrumento
en la esfera de la transferencia,
la manipulacion y el uso de
organismos vivos modificados
resultantes de la biotecnologia
moderna;

Se facilita el cumplimiento del
Protocolo

. Por lo menos el 50% de aquellos que no son Partes se convierten en Partes dentro del afio
posterior a la adopcion de este Plan Estratégico (TAL COMO ESTA ES UNA META)

. Todas las Partes en el Convenio sobre la Diversidad Biolégica se convierten en Partes en el
Protocolo antes de 2015

Este indicador es irreal, hay Partes del Convenio de Diversidad Bioldgica, como Argentina,
que no se convertira en Parte del Protocolo antes del 2015, el Protocolo tiene grandes
retractores como los grandes paises productores de OVMs, por lo tanto es
conveniente reorientar este indicador, talvez lo interesante seria que los Paises que no
son Parte por lo menos reconozcan al Protocolo como un instrumento clave el manejo
de este tema, que colaboren con el BCH, entre otras actividades, pero si se mantiene
asi este indicador, es poco probable su cumplimiento.

Aumento de la concienciacion
respecto al Protocolo y su
visibilidad

. Namero de programas nacionales de concienciacién nacional sobre seguridad de la
biotecnologia




UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/5/INF/21

Page 28

3.3 Elevar el perfil del Protocolo

Todas las Partes han disefiado
y aplicado estrategias de
educacién y comunicacion que
originan una mayor conciencia
acerca de los asuntos
relacionados con la seguridad
de la biotecnologia y el uso y la
manipulacién seguros de los
organismos vivos modificados
entre el publico general,
especialmente los agricultores

Los asuntos relacionados con
la seguridad de la biotecnologia
y las actividades pertinentes del
Protocolo son cubiertas
regularmente por los medios de
comunicacion tanto locales
como internacionales

Se incluye la seguridad de la
biotecnologia en los contenidos
curriculares pertinentes de las
instituciones académicas o
educativas

NUmero de sitos web o bases de datos nacionales sobre seguridad de la biotecnologia

Cantidad y diversidad de materiales de concienciacion y educativos sobre seguridad de la
biotecnologia y el Protocolo disponibles, a los que el ptblico puede acceder en formato impreso
y electrénico, inclusive por conducto del CIISB, sitios web nacionales y otros canales de
comunicacion

Para la difusion del Protocolo es imprescindible tener los medios técnicos y econdmicos para

realizar campafias en instituciones, grupos relacionados como los agricultores,
colegios, escuelas, etc. Para eso se necesita de proyectos concretos como fue el
Proyecto del BCH que logr6 a través de sus seminarios difundir la importancia del
Protocolo y del BCH. Sin embargo este proyecto culmind y con él estas actividades de
difusion. Se deberia dar continuidad de este tipo de proyectos, o cdmo a partir del
Protocolo se estimula de forma concreta esta actividad.

5)  Mejorar la
disponibilidad e

intercambio de
informacion

pertinente por
conducto del
Centro de
Intercambio de

Informacion sobre
Seguridad de Ia
Biotecnologia

Transparencia en el
desarrollo y uso de
OoVvM;

Adopcion de
decisiones
fundamentada,

Mejora de la
concienciacion del
publico

Mayor cumplimiento
de los requisitos
nacionales

5.1 Aumentar la cantidad y calidad
de la informacion enviada al CIISB y
recuperada del mismo

Se reconoce al CIISB como el

repositorio de informacién mas
autorizado sobre seguridad de

la biotecnologia

La informacion enviada al
CIISB es precisa, completa y
oportuna

Un nGmero mayor de paises
envian y recuperan informacion

Los informes de evaluacion de
riesgo se comparten de manera
oportuna por conducto del
ClIsB

Facilitacion del acceso a
recursos y experiencias
relacionados con la seguridad
de la biotecnologia

Mayor reconocimiento y visibilidad para el CIISB y la SCDB
Relacion entre informes de evaluacion de riesgo y cantidad de decisiones sobre OVM

Aumento de la cantidad de publicaciones que contiene el Centro de Recursos de Informacion
sobre Bioseguridad (CRIB)

Mayor cantidad de visitantes en el CIISB
Aumento en la cantidad de referencias al CIISB

Capacidad de los interesados de reconocer o recordar la marca y la imagen del CI1SB

Deberia fortalecerse la lista de expertos, que se maneja dentro del CIISB, ya que al contar

con una lista adecuada de expertos, ésta se podria convertir en una herramienta de
apoyo a paises en sus proceso de evaluacion y gestion de riesgo.

Definitivamente el CIISB es la mejor herramienta con la que cuenta el Protocolo, por este

motivo su fortalecimiento es vital, un indicador importante seria que la actualizacion
de la informacion sea continua, que exista un mecanismo eficaz para que las Partes (y
no Partes) nutran al CIISB de forma continua para que en realidad este sea un Centro
de Intercambio autoirizado y reconocido.
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EGYPT [30 APRIL 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

On the whole, the SP is quite thorough and adequate. It has responded to experiences of Parties
during the last 6 years and reflected the current concerns on implementation of the Protocol.
Two comments may be made:

e Special mention should be made of the need for further studies on the methodologies for risk
assessment for the more" problematic LMOs such as aquatic organisms, trees, viruses and
pharma-plants including the long term un-intended effects on complex ecosystems and their
services to the planet.

e An additional indicator for focal area 5 (information sharing) which contributes towards
further transparency, capacity building and compliance measures may be added relating to the
percentage of detailed risk assessment studies on which basis decisions are made being posted
or hyperlinked by Parties on the BCH.

Further comments will me made during discussion at the meeting.

EUROPEAN UNION [14 JANUARY 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

Response to Notification 2009-171: ya (detailed) submission
from the EU and its Member States on draft elements for a
Strategic Plan for, and the report on methods for the
evaluation of the effectiveness of, the Cartagena Protocol on
Biosafety

Backoround

At the end of January 2010, the EU and its Member States sent a short initial response to
Notification 2009-171.

In accordance with decision BS-IV/15, this notification invited Parties to provide, no later
than 30 January 2010, comments on the draft elements for a Strategic Plan prepared by
the Executive Secretary on the basis of suggestions from Parties. (The EU and its
Member States had submitted suggestions concerning the draft Strategic Plan on 12
March 2009)

In our submission of January 2010, the EU and its Member States aclmowledged the
considerable wotk undertaken by the Executive Secretary to draw up that draft document,
including elements for a methodology for the second evaluation of the effectiveness of
the Protocol. We appreciated the presentation of the draft Strategic Plan in the form of a
table organized in columns reflecting a hierarchy of norms, ranging from strategic
objectives to sets of indicators capable of assessing progress on each strategic objective.
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We also considered the mission and vision envisaged for the Strategic Plan to be
precisely, concisely and clearly defined, and that the strategic and operational objectives
covered the main issues that we had identified as important.

Given the short period between the reception of the draft document and the deadline for
Parties to give comments, the EU and its Member States informed the Secretariat that we
intended to send more detailed comments later on, after having had enough time to study
and discuss the document more deeply.

Detailed comments on the draft document presented bv the Executive
Secretarv in response to decision BS-IV/15

1" part of the document: draft Strategic Plan

The EU and its Member States confirm their appreciation of the draft Strategic Plan in the
form of a table organized in columns, as well as the precision conciseness and clearness
of the mission and vision envisaged for the Strategic Plan.

We support the vision proposed by the Secretariat.

Regarding the mission. we suggest to adapt the wording in line with the cbjective of the
Protocol defined in its Article 1: "To strengthen global action in ensuring an adequate
level of proteciion in the field of the safe tramsfer, handling and wvse of living modified
organisms that may have adverse effects on the conservation and sustamnable uwse of
biological diversity, taking also into account risks to human health”.

Before commenting on the content of the table, and having in mind that all aspects of
modern bictechnology related to the Protocol should be taken into account in the
Strategic Plan, we believe that it is necessary to include a preamble describing the
assumptions made Indeed, several of the objectives and outcomes proposed depend on
decisions that will be taken (or not) at future COP-MOP meetings; some of the indicators
will be measurable only in the event of the adoption of such decisions. We consider that
this should be made clear in the introduction to the Strategic Plan.

Adoption of decisions and related measures to be taken will partly depend on budgetary
considerations. Inm our wview this justifies including budgetary estimates with the
proposed actions, and prioritizing the proposed actions and, therefore, the strategic
objectives. This should then also provide a better view of the sense of urgency to fulfil
the mission of the Protocol.

Taking into account the budgetary reality and our wish to focos clearly on the main
general strategic objectives that can ensure the achievement of the mission and of the
overarching goal of the Protocol, the EU and its Member States propose to reconsider and
simplify the clustering of Strategic Objectives poder 3 main headings:

1. enabling Parties to protect biodiversity by fulfilling their obligations under the

Protocol;
2. coordination and information exchange;
3. expanding the reach of the Protocol.
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We would suggest to keep most of the current content, substance and elements of the
table, but to restructure it in accordance with this new presentation. We would

furthermore propose some deletions, additions, shifting and redrafting of the current text
(see below for some clarification).

We also suzgest 3 supplementary general restucturing: to merge the colmmms ©
Expected Impacts” and “Operatiomal Objectives “, which in our view largely overlap.
It seems fous that there s no real added value in having two separate cobmnns.

Ou the basis of those pondpal mggestions for the mestmcunng of ideas, a possible
farther restructaring could be to address:

- under Strategic Oljective 1 as defined above:
a) capacity-naldins
b) compliance
) lisbility snd redress

- under Stratezic Chojective 2.
a) BCH
b) risk assessrment and risk miansgemenst
C) identification. transport, handling and packaging

- mnder Strategic Objective 3:
8) cuireach and particpaion
) awareness ralsing

In addition, we would apprecate it if the plan would whersver possible, specify the
enfity of enfities responsible for all specfic achions or objectives.

We hold the view that salected indicators should be clear measrable smd consistent In
this light we think some of the indicators currently proposed should be reconsidered or |
a5 appropriate, deleted ; additional clear and messurable indicators might be proposed.

In this respect:

e We notice that there is a lack of logic in some deadlines propesed. In particular, the
establishment of bicsafety lemslation a prerequisite for any other implementation
measures, would have to take place according to the omrent draft text later then other
procedures like the establishment of an action plan, national conrmmication stratesy and
& Indicators that are to be measured at a precse moment in time should always relate to
the “mumber of Parties”, or "percemigre of Porfes”, but not, ez, t0 an “moreased
mumber of Parties " (Fegularfrequent assessment, but not the indicator itself, wounld
evaluate the progress in those members or the achievernent of a particalar goal).

& Since progress in indicators should generally be assessed over time, the tmeline shonld
then remain open. When a fixed desdlins is defined. it should n our view, be linked to
Parties' ratification date, to reflect the fact that new Parties may need time to fulfil the
requrements of the Protocol
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& We reconmnend to chack if all indicators menbioned are in the nght cohunn: are some
of them not owcomes and vice-versa?

o Moreover, indicators should correspond to ouwtcomes. snd viceversa. In this respect
some indicators seem to be missing, while, on the other hand we feel that some of the
autcomes for which no messurable indicators can be envisaged could be deleted.

# It could be good to menton fools and mformaton sources that will ensbls the
measurement of the indicators, together with where they can be foumd, to ensure that the
proposed indicators are indeed messurable

e As proposed i the draft Strategic Plan, we expect that nations]l reports will provide a
simmificant amoumt of the informaton neaded to substanbiate on the indicators. However,
2 considerable proporton of Parties have yef to submit their first nafional report. We
therefore suzzest, as a supplementary to0l, an anmnal survey, which could be easily and
rapidly snswered (ves-oo guestons, or pumenical answers), based on a few general
questions prepared by the Secretariat, that would follow nations]l developments in the
mplementation of activities related to the Protocol.

Last but not least:

The link with the Strategic Plan of the CBD should obwviously be aemphasized in the
Stratemic Plan of the Cartazena Protocol, although it is oarrendly not possible to0 do so0 n
detail since the Soategic Plan of the CBED i= =6l wmder review.

It goes withowt sayving that the variows remarks and proposals msde above dio not
prejudee the posidon that the EU will develop in relation fo 2 more advanced drafi
Stratemic Plan.

2" part of the document: element: for 3 methodolosy for the second evaluation of
the effectveness of the Protocaol

¢ In view of the relative youth of the Protocol and of the limdted mmplementsaton of its
requrements to dste, the EUJ and its Member States agree fo principally focus oa the
effactvensss of implementation of the Protocol daring the second assessment procass.

+ We would nevertheless appreciate. on the basis nfthﬂtmniasaesmt, mtatne a
review of the indicators used so a5 progressively fo inroduce “outcome-onented”
ndicators to evaluate the efectiveness of procedures in reaching their expected inpact
and in conmbuting fo the main objective of the Protocol.

& We also apres with the oming of the second asseccment but draw amenhion to the fact
that COP-MOP 6 could potentially take place in the first half of 2012 and that national
reparts shonld be submitted 12 months before the COP-MOP.

e The EU appreciates the fact that the proposed imdicators for the second assessment
period would be chosen with the objective of making it easier to obtain relevant data from
natonal reports, Compliance Committes reports and from the momitorme of the capacity-
nildine acton plan. s avoiding a supplementary dats-zathenne barden
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« However, as menfioned before in view of the stll mlatvely low proporiion of Parties
that have submited their natonsl reports to date, we suggest, m line with owr comments
on the draff Stategic Plan that national developmentss i implementation could n
addition be monitored throush an anmesl aorvey based on fewer and easier questions to
answer, prepared by the Secretanat.

# We ame of the opimon that the assessment process should also provide information
relevant to the camses of lack of implementation where this exist and provide for the
development of recommendations on how to make the Protocol becomes mors effective.

« In view of the low level of nationsl reports and the need to obtain relevant data both on
mplementation and the reasons for non inmplementation, we Ieiterate our earlier
sugFestion to mandste sn mdependent expert study, with clearly defined terms of
reference to gather relevant and ralishle data and to make reconmnendations on how to
mprove the siteabion. These recommendations would be a contnbution to the COP-MOP,
whose role it is, pursusnt to Article 35 of the Protocol, to umdertske an evaluaton of the
effactivensess of the Protoecol inclnding an assessment of its procadures and annexes,

& Beside those comsiderstions, the EUT supports the aim of sstablishine a close link
between potential changes in the Soatezic Plan the program of work, national reports,
and the assessment and review process.

o With that in mind it seems to us that the indicators for the assecsment process shonld
be alismed with the indicators under the Stratezic Plan

« We notce that some of the indicators proposed for the second evalusbonm of
effectiveness would require the development and'or availability to Partes of new
technical tools before they could be messured (g to identify illepal ranshoundary
movements, especially of LMWOs that are not officially on the market in any comitry).

o Moreover, we fesl that several of the indicators proposed for the second sssessment
would need redrafiing as many of them are not easily measurable or might be redundant.

Fimally, we gratefully thsnk omce again the Secretariat of the Protocol for henving
mxdertaken the hard and complex process of elsborating the draft Stategic Plan aimine at
an effective fonctomine of the Protocol in the next decads We hope our presemt
subnussion shows our firm will fo actively paraapate I the elaborafion of tos lonz-temm
project and our readiness o collaborate in this heavy bt necessary task.
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HONDURAS

[01 FEBRUARY 2010]

[SUBMISSION: SPANISH]
PROYECTO DE ELEMENTOS DEL PLAN ESTRATEGICO FECHA: 081209
PROTOCOLO DE CARTAGENA SOBRE SEGURIDAD DE LA BIOTECNOLOGIA

MISION

Fortalecer la accion mundial para garantizar la transferencia, manipulacién y utilizacién segura de todos los organismos vivos modificados que puedan tener
efectos adversos en la conservacién y utilizacién sostenible de la diversidad bioldgica, teniendo también en cuenta los riesgos para la salud humana.

Objetivo
estratégico

Efectos
esperados

Objetivos
operacionales

Resultados

Indicadores

1. Establecer
otros
instrumentos
necesarios para
llevar el
Protocolo
plenamente a
la préctica

Aplicacion plena
del Protocolo de
Cartagena sobre
Seguridad de la
Biotecnologia
por las Partes

1.1 Desarrollar mas a fondo
y  producir  instrumentos
basados en las ciencias sobre
enfoques comunes de
evaluacion del riesgo 'y
gestion del riesgo para las
Partes

Se pone a disposicién de
las Partes y otros
interesados  que aborda
nuevos avances en la
tecnologia moderna

Las Partes y otros
Gobiernos establecen y
adoptan enfoques
comunes de , segun
proceda

e  Se produce, y proporciona a las Partes y otros Gobiernos, una cantidad importante
de instrumentos y documentos de orientacion sobre evaluacion del riesgo y gestion
del riesgo.

e  Una cantidad importante de Partes adoptan enfoques comunes de evaluacion del
riesgo y gestion del riesgo

®  Se reducen al minimo los posibles efectos adversos de los OVM en la diversidad
biolégica

2. Desarrollar
afondoy
fortalecer la
capacidad de
las Partes para
aplicar el
Protocolo

Las Partes
establecen
sistemas
reglamentarios,
administrativos
y de intercambio
de informacién
efectivos y
eficaces para
aplicar el
Protocolo

Adopcion de
decisiones mas
expeditiva y
transparente

Las Partes
cuentan con
capacidad para
llevar a cabo
evaluaciones de

2.3 Fortalecer a las Partes
para llevar a  cabo
evaluaciones de  riesgo
adecuadas desde el punto de
vista cientifico y
transparentes y para regular,
gestionar y controlar los
riesgos de los OVM

Hay recursos, incluidos
los recursos humanos,
requeridos para evaluar y
gestionar los riesgos de los
organismos vivos
modificados disponibles
en el nivel nacional,
subregional o regional

Se han establecido marcos
de infraestructura y
administrativos para la
evaluacién y gestion de los
riesgos de los organismos
vivos modificados en el
nivel nacional,
subregional o regional

Se han desarrollado
materiales de capacitacion
y orientacion técnica
adecuada desde el punto

e NUmero de personas capacitadas satisfactoriamente en evaluacion del riesgo y
gestion del riesgo por medio de eventos de capacitacion en persona asi como de
capacitacion a distancia

. Numero de informes de evaluacién de riesgo producidos que son compatibles con el
Protocolo
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riesgo adecuadas
desde el punto
de vista
cientifico,
habiéndose
establecido todas
las estrategias
necesarias

Mayor seguridad
enel
movimiento
transfronterizo,
la manipulacion
y el uso de
organismos
vivos
modificados

de vista cientifico sobre
evaluacion del riesgo y
gestion del riesgo, que son
utilizados por las Partes

5) Mejorar la
disponibilidad
e intercambio
de informacién
pertinente por
conducto del
Centro de
Intercambio de
Informacion
sobre
Seguridad de
la
Biotecnologia

Transparencia en
el desarrollo y
uso de OVM;

Adopcion de
decisiones
fundamentada,

Mejora de la
concienciacion
del pablico

Mayor
cumplimiento de
los requisitos
nacionales

5.1 Aumentar la cantidad y
calidad de la informacion
enviada al CIISB vy
recuperada del mismo

Se reconoce al ClISB
como el repositorio de
informacion mas
autorizado sobre seguridad
de la biotecnologia

La informacion enviada al
CIISB es precisa,
completa, segura y
oportuna

Un ndmero mayor de
paises envian y recuperan
informacion

Los informes de
evaluacién de riesgo se
comparten de manera
oportuna por conducto del
ClIsB

Facilitacion del acceso a
recursos y experiencias
relacionados con la
seguridad de la
biotecnologia

Mayor reconocimiento y visibilidad para el CIISB y la SCDB

Relacién entre informes de evaluacion de riesgo y cantidad de decisiones sobre
OoVM

Aumento de la cantidad de publicaciones que contiene el Centro de Recursos de
Informacion sobre Bioseguridad (CRIB)

Mayor cantidad de visitantes en el CIISB
Aumento en la cantidad de referencias al CIISB

Capacidad de los interesados de reconocer o recordar la marca y la imagen del
ClIsB
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JAPAN [04 MARCH 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

The Government of Japan submits comments A to G as follow:

A. Vision

(Comment)

“Biological diversity is adequately protected frem-can-adverse-effects—of-in the field of the safe
transfer, handling and use of living modified organisms”.

(Rationale)
The same expression as Articlel “Objective” of the Protocol

B. 2.1 “Outcomes” item 4

(Comment)

“Adoption and implementation of comprehensive national capacity building strategies and action
plans by each Party aiming to build its capacity to implement the Protocol”

(Rationale)
Parties who already have legal and institutional capacities to implement the obligation of the
protocol need not to adopt strategies and action plans.

C. 2.1 “Indicators* item 2 and 3

(Comment)

“At least 50% of the Parties aiming to build capacity have developed national capacity-building
action plans for implementing the Protocol by 2012”

“At least 50% of the Parties aiming to build capacity have put in place training programmes for
personnel dealing with biosafety issues and for long-term training of biosafety professionals”

(Rationale)
To be consistent with the modification in “Outcomes”

D. 2.6 “Indicators* item 2 and 3

(Comment)

”All parties have in place national websites and searchable archives, national resource centres or
sections in existing national libraries dedicated to biosafety educational materials”.

(Rationale)

Item 2 and 3 should be integrated because websites and searchable archives have the same
function as resource centers or libraries in regions where internet is widely used. It is not
necessary to have both cyber and real resource centers.

E. 3.1 “Outcomes” item 2
(Comment)
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“Global recognition of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety as the main instrument in the field of
the safe transfer, handling and use of living modified organisms resulting from modern
biotechnology that may have adverse effects on biological diversity”

(Rationale)

There are some other main instruments regarding safe use of living modified organisms such as
Codex Alimentarius Commission for food safety. Therefore, it should be clarified that this
focuses on biosafety.

F. 3.3 “Outcomes” item 2
(Comment)
“by the general public, in particular those who handle LMOs including farmers “.

(Rationale)
As other people such as researchers and transporters handle LMOs, it is not appropriate to refer
only to farmers.

G. 4.2 “Outcomes” item 2

(Comment)

“The protocol, including its procedures and annexes, is adapted by Parties to-if new challenges
are brought about by new developments in the field of modern biotechnology “

(Rationale)
New developments would not always lead to adaptation of the Protocol.

REPUBLIC OF KOREA [2 MARCH 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

Vision, Mission, Strategic Objectives and Expected Impacts is well-defined.
Some Suggestions :
1. (Strategic Objectives 1) include financial affairs for achieving each strategic objectives.
2. 2. (Strategic Objectives 5) provide comparable basic statistics(number of LMO approval, a LMO

approval present for each country, etc.) using the information that accumulated BCH Central Portal
and try to make use of information sharing for each country.
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MEXICO [05 FEBRUARY 2010]
[11 MAY 2010]
[SUBMISSION: SPANISH]

El Gobierno de México, en respuesta a la Notificacion Ref: SCBD/BS/CG/jh/71409 que da
atencion a la Decision BS-1V/15 de la Cuarta Conferencia de las Partes que actia como
Reunién de las Partes del Protocolo de Cartagena sobre Seguridad de la Biotecnologia
(COP-MOP 4), mediante la cual solicita emitir observaciones a la version del 29 de marzo
de 2010 del Proyecto del Plan Estratégico del Protocolo de Cartagena sobre Seguridad de la
Biotecnologia (2011-2020), en el que se retoman los comentarios hechos por algunos Paises,
entre ellos México, a la versién del 8 de diciembre de 2009 del mismo Proyecto; reconoce el
esfuerzo del Secretariado en conjuntar el documento UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/5/16, con
base en las ponencias y los elementos derivados del informe sobre la evaluacion del
Protocolo, asi como en las observaciones enviadas por algunos Paises.

Tomando en cuenta que el documento representa un avance significativo para el desarrollo del
Plan Estratégico 2011-2020, el Gobierno de Meéxico desea aportar los siguientes insumos
desarrollados de manera coordinada entre los Puntos Focales del Convenio sobre Diversidad
Bioldgica y el Protocolo de Cartagena sobre Seguridad de la Biotecnologia:

Con relacion al PROYECTO DE ELEMENTOS DEL PLAN ESTRATEGICO, nos
permitimos presentar los siguientes comentarios generales, que pueden aplicar a varios
componentes del documento (se precisan ejemplos para ilustrar cada punto):

1. México reitera que el documento debe circunscribirse cuidadosamente al &mbito del
Protocolo de Cartagena sobre Seguridad de la Biotecnologia. Sirva como ejemplo de lo
anterior, el mismo puesto a consideracion para la version anterior: la Vision propuesta por el
Secretariado, a la letra dice: “La diversidad biologica estd adecuadamente protegida de
cualquier efecto adverso de organismos vivos modificados”, quedaria circunscrita al objetivo
y &mbito del PCB, de acuerdo a la siguiente propuesta:

“El Protocolo de Cartagena contribuye sustancialmente a garantizar un nivel adecuado de
proteccioén a la diversidad bioldgica de organismos vivos modificados que puedan ocasionar
efectos adversos.”

2. Debido a que en esta ocasion, entendemos que por la premura del tiempo, no pudimos contar
con la version en espafiol, México reitera que la traduccion al espafiol debe presentar
traducciones precisas. Esta observacion se basa, por lo dicho al principio del presente punto,
en la version anterior traducida al espafiol.

3. Mexico reitera lo manifestado respecto a la columna de “Outcomes”, en el sentido de que en
algunos casos se identifica claramente al responsable de generar los mismos y en otros casos
no, por lo que de nueva cuenta se sugiere identificar responsables cuando resulte procedente.
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4. Meéxico considera que la nueva version continua sin esclarecer del todo la relacion entre los
“Expected Impacts” que sefiala el documento y los “Operational Objetives” asociados, esto
principalmente porque en la tabla sigue perdiéndose el formato de correspondencia.

5. México reitera que puede ser prematuro presentar como “Outcomes” dentro de la propuesta
de Plan Estratégico, temas que se encuentran ain en procesos de negociacién. Como ejemplo
esta el contenido del “Operational Objetive 1.5”, donde se alude al tema de Responsabilidad
y Compensacion.

6. Se reitera que en general, para varias de las actividades del Protocolo, como por ejemplo los
programas de creacion de capacidades y concienciacion, se deberia hacer explicita la
interaccion de los temas de seguridad de la biotecnologia con las cuestiones de biodiversidad.
Para ilustrar este comentario, seria que para establecer los riesgos al medio ambiente y la
diversidad bioldgica, se puede tener en cuenta los indicadores de biodiversidad en general y
quizé indicadores especificos para agro ecosistemas que maneja el CBD, lo cual contribuiria
a dar mayor claridad sobre los objetivos comunes a los que contribuyen ambos instrumentos.

7. En vista de que algunos “Indicators” se repiten en cada una de las &reas focales, México
considera que habra que analizar la conveniencia de mantener en algunas areas, pero eliminar
en otras, para que sea un documento mas sencillo, pero sobre todo puntual. Para ejemplificar
lo anterior podemos citar el indicador “Number of Parties with focal points registered on
the BCH”, mismo que se repite para los Objetivos Operacionales “2.2 National Biosafety
Frameworks”, “4.1 Compliance with the Protocol” y “5.1 BCH effectiveness”. En este caso
en especifico, consideramos que si bien dicho indicador aplica para el Objetivo Operacional
2.2, no es necesariamente indicador para los otros dos, por lo que se sugiere la eliminacion en
éstos.

Ademas de estos comentarios generales, nos permitimos poner a su amable consideracion los
siguientes comentarios puntuales a la matriz:

1. Se reitera, respecto al “Operational Objetive” 1.1 agregar como Indicador el nimero de
documentos relevantes ya existentes (por ejemplo de la OCDE o la FAO) traducidos o
disponibles a través de links del BCH a las paginas de las organizaciones que los crearon.

2. Se reitera, respecto al “Operational Objetive” 2.2 la sugerencia de afadir al primer texto de
“Qutcomes”, la siguiente propuesta de redaccion: “Las decisiones respecto a la seguridad de
un organismo vivo modificado se basan en evaluaciones de riesgo adecuadas desde el punto
de vista cientifico como se establece en normas reglamentarias y administrativas”.

3. Se reitera, respecto al segundo “Outcome” del mismo Objetivo Operacional 2.2 la
sugerencia de agregar: “las cuestiones relativas a la seguridad de la biotecnologia..., salud,
ciencia y tecnologia y aduanas”.

4. Respecto del “Operational Objetive” 2.3, se sugiere cambiar el indicador: “Number of
Parties that have infrastructure, including laboratories for monitoring, management and
control available” por “Number of Parties that have infrastructure, including reliable
laboratories for monitoring, management and control available”
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5. Se reitera la sugerencia de afiadir en el “Operational Objetive” 2.4 como “QOutcome” el
siguiente: “Laboratorios nacionales y regionales certificados con capacidad de deteccion de
OVMs”. Ademas incluir entre los “Indicators”: “Numero de laboratorios certificados en
operacion”.

6. Respecto al mismo “Operational Objetive” 2.4, se sugiere cambiar el “Indicator”:
“Percentage of Parties that have established or have reliable access to detection laboratories”,
por: “Percentage of Parties that have established or have access to reliable detection
laboratories”.

7. Se reitera la sugerencia de afiadir como “Indicators” del “Operational Objetive” 2.6:
“Numero de usuarios de OVMs que han recibido capacitacion sobre seguridad de la
biotecnologia impartidos por agencias gubernamentales”.

8. Se reitera la recomendacién de afiadir en el “Operational Objetive” 4.2 como “Outcome”
el siguiente: “Derivado de una decision de la Conferencia de las Partes se establece a qué
OVMs no se les aplicara el procedimiento de acuerdo fundamentado previo, conforme al
articulo 7 parrafo 4 del Protocolo de Cartagena.”

Con relacion al ANEXO II “MULTI-YEAR PROGRAMME OF WORK OF THE
CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES SERVING AS THE MEETING OF THE PARTIES
TO THE CARTAGENA PROTOCOL ON BIOSAFETY UP TO 2020”, reiteramos los
siguientes comentarios generales:

Para cada una de las siguientes actividades se puede desglosar una serie de acciones, que
correspondan a las diferentes COP MOP, lo anterior en funcion de los avances en la
implementacién del Protocolo de Cartagena y de la experiencia que se genere y documente en
funcion de la misma.

1. Identificacion de OVMs conforme al articulo 7 parrafo 4 del PCB y asi como los OVMs
correspondientes, de conformidad con el articulo 16 fracciones a) y b).

2. Intercambio de informacion e investigacion sobre los efectos socioecondmicos de OVMs.
3. Fortalecimiento de mecanismos de creacion de capacidades, conforme el articulo 22 del PCB.
Generacion de insumos para atender esta Notificacion.

Los insumos que se presentan en este documento fueron desarrollados de manera coordinada
entre los Puntos Focales del Convenio sobre Diversidad Biologica y del Protocolo de Cartagena
sobre Seguridad de la Biotecnologia. En seguimiento a la Notificacion Ref:
SCBD/BS/CG/jh/71409 , el Punto Focal del Protocolo de Cartagena solicitdo su opinion al
documento, via electronica, a las instancias que conforman a la Comision Intersecretarial de
Bioseguridad de los Organismos Genéticamente Modificados (CIBIOGEM), integrada por la
Secretaria de Agricultura, Ganaderia, Desarrollo Rural, Pesca y Alimentacion; Secretaria de
Medio Ambiente y Recursos Naturales; Secretaria de Salud; Secretaria de Hacienda y Crédito
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Publico; Secretaria de Economia; Secretaria de Educacion Publica, asi como el Consejo
Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnologia. Asimismo, solicité sus observaciones a los érganos de
consulta de la CIBIOGEM: Consejo Consultivo Cientifico, conformado por un conjunto de
expertos de diferentes disciplinas relacionados con la biotecnologia moderna y bioseguridad de
los OVMs, asi como al Consejo Consultivo Mixto, integrado por representantes de los sectores
privado, productivo y social de nuestro pais.

Comments received 05 February 2010

El Gobierno de México, en respuesta a la Notificacion Ref: SCBD/BS/CG/jh/69854 que da atencion
a la Decision BS-1V/15 de la Cuarta Conferencia de las Partes que actia como Reunion de las
Partes del Protocolo de Cartagena sobre Seguridad de la Biotecnologia (COP-MOP 4) que invita a
presentar comentarios sobre el Proyecto de Elementos de un Plan Estratégico del Protocolo de
Cartagena sobre Seguridad de la Biotecnologia; agradece el esfuerzo del Secretariado en conjuntar
el documento UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/5/../Add/1, con base en las ponencias y los elementos
derivados del informe sobre la evaluacion del Protocolo.

Asimismo, Yy considerando que este documento constituye un buen avance para el desarrollo del Plan
Estratégico 2011-2020, el Gobierno de México pone a su consideracion los siguientes insumos
desarrollados de manera coordinada entre los Puntos Focales del Convenio sobre Diversidad Biolégica y
el Protocolo de Cartagena sobre Seguridad de la Biotecnologia:

Con relacion al PROYECTO DE ELEMENTOS DEL PLAN ESTRATEGICO, nos permitimos
presentar los siguientes comentarios generales, que pueden aplicar a varios componentes del
documento (se precisan ejemplos para ilustrar cada punto):

8. Meéxico considera que el documento debe circunscribirse cuidadosamente al ambito del
Protocolo de Cartagena sobre Seguridad de la Biotecnologia. Para ejemplificar un caso en el
que podria delimitarse mejor el alcance, consideramos que la Vision propuesta por el
Secretariado, a la letra dice: “La diversidad biologica estd adecuadamente protegida de
cualquier efecto adverso de organismos vivos modificados”, quedaria circunscrita al objetivo
y &mbito del PCB, de acuerdo a la siguiente propuesta:

“El Protocolo de Cartagena contribuye sustancialmente a garantizar un nivel adecuado de
proteccioén a la diversidad bioldgica de organismos vivos modificados que puedan ocasionar
efectos adversos.”

9. Notamos que la traduccion al espafiol difiere en algunos casos del significado de la version
original en inglés, por ejemplo, en la version en inglés se habla de “potential adverse
effects”, mientras la version en espafiol lo traduce como: “posibles efectos adversos”.
Sugerimos por lo tanto presentar traducciones mas precisas.

10. Asociado a la columna de Resultados, en algunos casos se identifica claramente al
responsable de generar los mismos y en otros casos no, por lo que se sugiere identificar
responsables cuando resulte procedente.
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11. Consideramos que no queda del todo clara la relacion entre los Efectos Esperados que
sefiala el documento y los Objetivos Operacionales asociados, particularmente porque en la
tabla se pierde el formato de correspondencia.

12. Se considera que puede ser prematuro presentar como Resultados dentro de la propuesta de
Plan Estratégico, temas que se encuentran aun en procesos de negociacion. Como ejemplo
esta el contenido del Objetivo Operacional 1.3, donde se alude al tema de Responsabilidad
y Compensacion.

13. Percibimos que, en general, la columna de Indicadores esta redactada en términos subjetivos
que podrian dificultar su evaluacion. Tales como “cantidad importante”, “se reduce al
minimo”, “cantidad y variedad de instrumentos”. Particularmente, en los Indicadores del
Objetivo Operacional 2.3 se menciona: “niimero de personas capacitadas satisfactoriamente
en evaluacion de riesgo y gestion del riesgo por medio de eventos de capacitacion en persona
asi como de capacitacion a distancia”. Sin embargo, puede resultar complicado definir como
establecer si una persona fue capacitada satisfactoriamente. Consideramos que esto podria
sortearse con Indicadores asociados a resultados esperados de una capacitacion considerada
satisfactoria. Por ejemplo, en este caso el indicador puede ser “nimero de personas
capacitadas que aplican o aplicaron la evaluacion del riesgo y la gestion del riesgo derivado
de programas de la capacitacion en los Paises Parte”.

14. Se sugiere el uso de un lenguaje neutral. Por ejemplo en el caso del Indicador del Objetivo
Operacional 1.4 se propone que se le dé igual fuerza a las experiencias positivas y negativas,
en tanto que ambas son enriquecedoras, por lo que se propone la siguiente eliminacién:
“Numero de Partes que notifican experiencias pesitivas al tomar en cuenta las
consideraciones socioecondmicas en la adopcion de decisiones sobre la importacion de
organismos vivos modificados.”

15. En general, para varias de las actividades del Protocolo, como por ejemplo los programas de
creacion de capacidades y concienciacion, se deberia hacer explicita la interaccion de los
temas de seguridad de la biotecnologia con las cuestiones de biodiversidad. Otro ejemplo
para ilustrar este comentario, seria que para establecer los riesgos al medio ambiente y la
diversidad bioldgica, se puede tener en cuenta los indicadores de biodiversidad en general y
quizé indicadores especificos para agro ecosistemas que maneja el CBD, lo cual contribuiria
a dar mayor claridad sobre los objetivos comunes a los que contribuyen ambos instrumentos.

Ademas de estos comentarios generales, nos permitimos poner a su amable consideracién los siguientes
comentarios puntuales a la matriz:

9. Al Objetivo Operacional 1.1 se sugiere agregar como Indicador el nimero de documentos
relevantes ya existentes (por ejemplo de la OCDE o la FAO) traducidos o disponibles a traves
de links del BCH a las paginas de las organizaciones que los crearon. Se sugiere también
eliminar el tercer Indicador propuesto, ya que su cuantificacion es poco factible y no tiene
relacion con este Objetivo Operacional.
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Seria deseable afiadir el siguiente Resultado al Objetivo Operacional 1.3: “Documentar y
evaluar experiencia adquirida en la atencion de casos de responsabilidad y compensacion por
danos resultantes de movimientos transfronterizos de OVMs.”

En el Objetivo Operacional 2.2 se sugiere afiadir al primer texto de Resultados, la siguiente
propuesta de redaccion: “Las decisiones respecto a la seguridad de un organismo vivo
modificado se basan en evaluaciones de riesgo adecuadas desde el punto de vista cientifico
como se establece en normas reglamentarias y administrativas”.

Asimismo, en el segundo Resultado de éste Objetivo Operacional 2.2 se sugiere agregar: “las
cuestiones relativas a la seguridad de la biotecnologia..., salud, ciencia y tecnologia Yy
aduanas*

Se sugiere afadir en el Objetivo Operacional 2.4 como Resultado el siguiente:
“Laboratorios nacionales y regionales certificados con capacidad de deteccion de OVMs”.
Ademas incluir entre los Indicadores: “bases de datos de laboratorios certificados en
operacion” y “Paises Parte con laboratorios certificados para la deteccion de OVMs”.

Se sugiere afadir como Indicador del Objetivo Operacional 2.6: “Los usuarios de OVMs
han recibido capacitacion sobre seguridad de la biotecnologia impartidos por agencias
gubernamentales”.

En el Objetivo Operacional 3.3 se sugiere afiadir como Indicador: “El numero y nivel de
programas de educacion formal especificos en bioseguridad o que incluyan temas de
bioseguridad”.

Se recomienda afadir en el Objetivo Operacional 4.2 como Resultado el siguiente:
“Derivado de una decision de la Conferencia de las Partes se establece a qué OVMs no se les
aplicara el procedimiento de acuerdo fundamentado previo, conforme al articulo 7 parrafo 4
del Protocolo de Cartagena.”

En el Objetivo Operacional 5.1 se sugiere mover los Indicadores 1 y 3 al Objetivo
Operacional 5.2. Adicionalmente en el Objetivo Operacional 5.1 afiadir como Indicador “el
namero de ligas 0 conexiones a otras fuentes de informacion relevante”.

Con relacion al ANEXO II “PROGRAMA DE TRABAJO DE LA CONFERENCIA DE LAS
PARTES QUE ACTUA COMO REUNION DE LAS PARTES EN EL PROTOCOLO DE
CARTAGENA SOBRE SEGURIDAD DE LA BIOTECNOLOGIA HASTA 20207, nos permitimos
presentar los siguientes comentarios generales:

Para cada una de las siguientes actividades se puede desglosar una serie de acciones, que correspondan a
las diferentes COP MOP, lo anterior en funcién de los avances en la implementacion del Protocolo de
Cartagena y de la experiencia que se genere y documente en funcion de la misma.

4.

Documentar y evaluar experiencia adquirida en la atencioén de casos de responsabilidad y
compensacion por dafios resultantes de movimientos transfronterizos de OVMs.



UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/5/INF/21
Page 44

5. ldentificacion de OVMs conforme al articulo 7 parrafo 4 del PCB y asi como los OVMs
correspondientes, de conformidad con el articulo 16 fracciones a) y b).

6. Intercambio de informacion e investigacion sobre los efectos socioecondmicos de OVMs.

7. Fortalecimiento de mecanismos de creacion de capacidades, conforme el articulo 22 del PCB.
Generacion de insumos para atender esta Notificacion.

Los insumos que se presentan en este documento fueron desarrollados de manera coordinada entre los
Puntos Focales del Convenio sobre Diversidad Bioldgica y del Protocolo de Cartagena sobre Seguridad
de la Biotecnologia. En seguimiento a la Notificacion Ref: SCBD/BS/CG/jh/69854, el Punto Focal del
Convenio sobre Diversidad Bioldgica solicito, via electronica, a un grupo aproximado de 150 actores
representantes de los sectores académico, industrial, de gobierno y ONGs involucrados en el tema;
comentarios sobre el documento. Consideramos que la premura y las fechas (periodo vacacional) en las
que se planted dicha solicitud contribuyeron a que la respuesta y participacion de estos actores fue muy
limitada. Lo anterior nos incentiva a tomar medidas para fortalecer y enriquecer los mecanismos de
concienciacion y participacion publica.

MONGOLIA [11 FEBRUARY 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

I have read the Draft Elements of a Strategic Plan of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety.

I have not any comments and | have following idea;

It was going to "Operational Objectives 2.4 column Indicators third point"

"Parties that is developing country have etalon materials which would be able detection LMOs/GMOs"

NEW ZEALAND [28 MAY 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

New Zealand Comments and Suggested Changes

New Zealand offers the following comments on the Strategic Plan document UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-
MOP/5/16 to inform the Secretariat’s review which will result in a revised Strategic Plan for the
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety (the Protocol).

General comments

New Zealand notes the fact that effective implementation of the Protocol is an ongoing concern.
Considerable effort has gone into capacity building which has had the laudable result of developing a
number of draft biosafety frameworks; this seems to have had little impact however on encouraging
reporting and implementation of operational regimes.

In the ongoing absence of reporting by many Parties, it is still not possible to accurately determine the
nature of impediments to effective implementation i.e. does it result from lack of capacity or simply from
conflicting priorities. Over 40 Parties still lack any form of a functional biosafety regulatory framework
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and most developing country Parties have little or no capacity to undertake risk assessments and develop
risk management schemes.

If the effective implementation of the Protocol is an overarching objective of any new strategic plan New
Zealand is of the view that urgent further work to evaluate capacity needs is required. This would include
assessing how capacity issues are being addressed and evaluating support provided to date to identify
whether current approaches are effective in meeting the needs of Parties that as yet have been unable to
meet their obligations under the Protocol. To this end we support many of the measures proposed in new
focal area 2, in particular those which encourage Parties to report so that effective assessments can be
made of progress in implementation but also of reasons which prevent progress.

Specific comments

Focal Area 1

1.2 Coordination and support

We are curious as to how it is proposed that information will be captured about whether Parties have
“predictable and reliable funding” and “use resources effectively” (the last two indicators)?

1.3 Risk Assessment and risk management

We are curious as to what data is proposed to be used for the indicators i.e. how will the Secretariat know
that guidance documents are being used and Parties are adopting “common approaches” (and what that
means in practice?).

1.4 LMOs or traits that may have adverse affects

We are concerned that the number of reports is seen as an effective indicator, rather than in the quality
and accuracy of those reports.

1.5 Scientific and technical advice

Again, we are concerned that there is an emphasis on the number of scientific and technical guidance
materials produced, as an indicator, and that that does not necessarily reflect improved scientific and
technical advice (the expected ‘outcome’) or improved uptake of technical advice as reflected in
improved and/or increased implementation. The CBD and its processes produce many reports, and much
paper and we are keen to see an emphasis on the quality of reports.

1.5 Liability and redress

Given the need for Parties to ratify any supplementary Protocol on ‘liability and redress’ we wonder
whether the proposed indicator of entry into force prior to CoP-MoP 7 as being perhaps overly
optimistic?

We also note a general concern that limited capacity building efforts should not be redirected from
working to improve basic implementation of the Protocol and regulatory frameworks (protecting
biosafety from damage in the first instance) to developing liability frameworks (e.g. ambulances at the
bottom of the biosafety cliff). We note in this regard the expected ‘outcome’ regarding implementation of
any new ‘liability and redress’ regime and feel that this should not be at the expense of existing biosafety
obligations and implementation, notably operational objectives 1.1 (National Biosafety Frameworks), 1.3
(Risk assessment and risk management) and 2.2 (Handling, transport, packaging and identification).

Focal Area 2

2.1 Coordination and support

We are curious as to how it is proposed that information will be captured about whether Parties have
“predictable and reliable funding” and “use resources effectively” (the last two indicators)?

2.2 Handling, transport, packaging and identification

We suggest the first indicator is amended to reflect that customs officers and laboratory staff are trained
in sampling, detection and identification of LMOs. We also suggest that it is the percentage of these
officials trained that is the most reliable indicator rather than their number (a more populous Party may
have significantly more persons trained than a lesser populated Party but the percentage of their
border/customs officials they represent may actually be less).
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2.6 Biosafety education and training

Again we are concerned that an indicator for “improved biosafety education and training programmes”
(the outcome) is the “number of biosafety training materials and online modules available”. Once again
there is a possible disconnect between the necessary quality and quantity.

We note that reference here, or elsewhere, to a need to periodically assess the effectiveness of the
Biosafety Roster of Experts may be worthwhile.

Focal Area 3

3.1 Ratification of the Protocol

As a general comment, while New Zealand appreciates the aspirational goal of universal ratification we
believe that focus should be directed to ensuring existing Parties effectively implement the Protocol
rather than on trying to increase membership. How will non-Parties be encouraged to ratify if they do not
see effective implementation amongst existing Parties?

NIGER [14 APRIL 2010
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

Mobiliser les ressources financieres pour assister les pays les moins avancés
A mettre en place un mécanisme efficace de gestion et d’évaluation des risques

Assurer une formation continue des acteurs intervenant Dans la biosécurité a I’usage du BCH
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NORWAY [01 FEBRUARY 2010]
[SUBMISSION: ENGLISH]

The Draft Elements of a Strategic Plan of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety
(Notification 2008-129)

Comments from MNorway:
We are pleased to find that several of the views submitted by Norway (letter dated
March 20 20049) are reflected in the current draft. However, we would kindly ask you to

consider including the also the following topics in the strategic plan, as previously
saabymittesd:

Risk assessment and risk masagemernt

Gubdance on how to conduct risl sesesement in specdal areas should be develapes] by the Ad hoo
Techmical Expert Group on Risk Assessment and Fisk Management. This guidance should thereafter be
implemented & national kel We also need oo identify paps in existing knowledge and pessible
mieasures to address this.

Furthesmore, modalktbes for cooperation In Mentifying LM Os or specific traits that may have adverse
rifects an the conservation ard sustainable use of bislogecal diversity, king also inie sooount rigksa ta
biuwrman bealth, should be considered by the Parties in accordanes with Articls 16, para, §, Thereafter the
COF/MOP should consider and take appropriate measures regarding the treatment of such lving
rnesdified organk=ms or specific traits

Suhaidisry bodies

The Farties should consder mechanisms for providing sciestific and technical advice to the COP-MOP
pecording to cost estimates and efficiency considerations for varicns potential mechanisms prepared by
the Execulive Secretary. The possible options include desigration or establishment of a permenent
subsidiary body, or nse of sabsidiary bodies/mechanisms that may be created op an ad boc basis. O the
bz of that information, COPMOF should take a decision oo the need for, and the natuwre and functlons
of, any subskliary hedy that may provide to COPMOP advice on scientific and technical Eswees relatmg to
the implementation of the Protocsl.



