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REPORT ON THE ASIAN SUBREGIONAL WORKSHOP ON STRENGTHENING CAPACITIES
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BIOSAFETY, THE NAGOYA-KUALA LUMPUR SUPPLEMENTARY PROTOCOL ON
LIABILITY AND REDRESS AND THE CONVENTION ON BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY

KUALA LUMPUR, 6-10 NOVEMBER 2017

INTRODUCTION

1. The Asian Subregional Workshop on Strengthening Capacities for the Integrated Implementation
of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, the Nagoya-Kuala Lumpur Supplementary Protocol and the
Convention on Biological Diversity was held in Kuala Lumpur from 6 to 10 November 2017. It was the
first of three (sub)regional workshops organized during the second phase of a project focused on the
integrated implementation of the three instruments, and it was held with the support of the Government of
Japan through the Japan Biodiversity Fund. The second phase of the project, to be implemented over the
2017-2018 biennium, supports Parties in strengthening capacities for mainstreaming biosafety at the
national level. Consequently, the workshop targets national focal points of the Cartagena Protocol and the
Convention, or coordinators of national biodiversity strategies and action plans (NBSAPs), as well as
officials involved in the implementation or ratification of the Supplementary Protocol.

2. The Asian subregional workshop was attended by 28 participants from the following 10
countries: Bhutan; Cambodia; Democratic People’s Republic of Korea; Lao People’s Democratic
Republic; Malaysia; Mongolia; Philippines; Sri Lanka; Viet Nam; and Yemen. The list of participants is
presented in annex .

3. The objectives of the workshop were as follows:

(@)  To enable Parties to implement the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, the Nagoya-Kuala
Lumpur Supplementary Protocol on Liability and Redress and the Convention on Biological Diversity in
an integrated manner;

(b) To raise awareness and understanding about the objective and provisions of the
Nagoya-Kuala Lumpur Supplementary Protocol in order to identify needs and requirements by Parties to
the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety with a view to expediting its entry into force and implementation.

ITEM 1. OPENING OF THE WORKSHOP

4. The workshop was opened by Mr. Peter Deupmann of the Secretariat of the Convention on
Biological Diversity, who highlighted the importance of integrated implementation and the importance of
preparation for entry into force of the Supplementary Protocol. He mentioned that Malaysia had been
instrumental in the negotiations of the Supplementary Protocol. He thanked the Government of Japan for
its generous financial contribution, which enabled the continuation of the capacity-building project and
the organization of the workshop. He also expressed his gratitude to the Ministry of Natural Resources
and Environment of Malaysia for hosting the workshop.
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5. Mr. Megat Sany Bin Megat Ahmad Supian, Undersecretary of the Biodiversity and Forestry
Management Division of the Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment of Malaysia, noted the
importance of integrated implementation of the Convention and the Protocol. He welcomed participants
to the workshop and wished everyone a pleasant stay in Kuala Lumpur.

6. Following the opening statements, the participants were invited to introduce themselves.
ITEM 2. OVERVIEW AND OBJECTIVES OF THE WORKSHOP
7. Mr. Deupmann introduced the objectives of the workshop and provided an overview of the

programme and expected outcomes. The workshop programme is presented in annex I1.

ITEM 3. INTEGRATED IMPLEMENTATION: MAINSTREAMING BIOSAFETY
AT THE NATIONAL LEVEL

8. Under this item, Mr. Deupmann gave a general introduction on integrated implementation of
biosafety across a variety of sectoral and cross-sectoral policy and legal instruments and institutional
structures.

9. Participants were provided with a brief overview of the key requirements under the Cartagena
Protocol. They were reminded that the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity were
common objectives of the Protocol and the Convention. Mr. Deupmann also highlighted certain
substantive provisions in the Convention and several Aichi Biodiversity Targets that were relevant for
biosafety. He reminded participants that the commonalities in objectives among the instruments had
triggered several calls by the respective governing bodies for integrated implementation of the
Convention and the Protocol and described how that could lead to efficiency savings in implementation
and better opportunities to access the financial resources needed for biosafety.

10. Mr. Deupmann then took participants through the process for mainstreaming biosafety at the
national level, which usually consisted of at least three steps. Firstly, priority areas and objectives for
mainstreaming might need to be agreed within the various national policy objectives. Next, stakeholders
and partners might need to be engaged, and then entry points might need to be identified in policy
instruments, laws and institutions that provided an avenue for integrating biosafety concerns.
Mr. Deupmann also explained how filtering criteria could be used to reduce the number of potential entry
points to achieve the required objective and in order to focus on priorities. Finally, possible tools and
approaches for mainstreaming were described and the way in which countries could develop a biosafety
mainstreaming strategy to guide the integration process was explained.

11. A representative of each participating country was then given the opportunity to present on the
extent to which and ways in which biosafety had been addressed in their national laws, policies and
institutional frameworks. The presentations focused, in particular, on (a) processes and practical steps
taken to facilitate integration, (b) major challenges encountered and lessons learned to address them, (c)
national capacity needs and gaps related to integrated implementation, and (d) recommendations for
further improving integration at the national level.

ITEM 4. PROJECT STATUS OVERVIEW

12. Under this item, Mr. Deupmann presented an overview of the activities undertaken within the
ongoing project on “Integrated implementation of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, the Nagoya-Kuala
Lumpur Supplementary Protocol on Liability and Redress and the Convention on Biological Diversity”
being carried out in the biennium 2017-2018 and the activities undertaken in the pilot phase of the project
in 2015-2016. These include:

(a) Activities carried out by 19 countries at the national level (9 in the pilot phase of the
project and 10 in the current phase). The activities included the preparation of an analysis of national
legal, policy and institutional framework (desk study), the development of an integrated implementation
strategy, and the organization of a national workshop and a seminar to collaborate with a wide range of
(cross) sectoral stakeholders;
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(b) The development of four types of e-learning materials, in collaboration with Strathclyde
University in Scotland in English, French and Spanish. Some of these materials, an e-learning module and
toolkit on biosafety mainstreaming, had already been made available and would be presented in their final
form during the current workshop;

(©) The organization of a global workshop in the pilot phase involving the nine countries that
had participated in the national-level activities and the organization of three (sub)regional workshops in
the current phase of the project, of which the Asian subregional workshop was the first. The (sub)regional
workshops would include representatives of countries participating in national-level activities under the
second phase of the Project, as well as additional countries selected from the specific regions, with a view
to providing a wider range of countries with the opportunity of benefiting from the capacity training under
the project. Funding would be provided for up to three representatives from each participating country,
specifically the Cartagena Protocol and Convention national focal points, or their representatives, and a
national legislative specialist actively involved in national efforts to ratify/accede to or implement the
Supplementary Protocol on Liability and Redress, as applicable.

13. Mr. Deupmann also explained that the current phase of the project had been expanded to include
awareness and integration of the Supplementary Protocol in view of its impending entry into force.

14. Mr. Letchumanan Ramatha, former Director-General of the Biosafety Department of the Ministry
of Natural Resources and Environment of Malaysia, made a presentation on the country’s successful
contribution to the first phase of the project and their experience with the activities of the project at the
national level. He explained the importance of and challenges encountered in engaging stakeholders for
the round-table discussions and the awareness-raising seminar. Finally, he discussed the solutions applied
and the valuable observations and recommendations from the experience of Malaysia. In the discussion
following Mr. Ramatha’s presentation, it was clarified that, in the second phase of the project, countries
selected to participate in the national-level activities would not necessarily engage a consultant for the
preparation of the national desk study. It was stressed that the preparation of the desk study itself would
provide a useful avenue for engaging with a wide range of stakeholders and therefore contributes to
creating an enabling environment for mainstreaming biosafety.

ITEM S. E-LEARNING MODULE AND TOOLKIT ON MAINSTREAMING BIOSAFETY

15. Under this item, participants were introduced to the background regarding the development of the
capacity-building materials on mainstreaming and the contribution provided by the countries participating
in the pilot phase to these materials in the form of concrete examples of mainstreaming biosafety at the
national level.

16. Participants were then given the opportunity to navigate through the e-learning module and
toolkit with their national colleagues at their own pace and were asked to note any comments on the use
of the materials so as to provide feedback to the Secretariat under item 8. Participants accessed the
e-learning  module and the toolkit on the Secretariat’s e-learning platform  at
https://scbd.unssc.org/course/index.php?categoryid=14.

17. The e-learning module provides a general introduction to the concept of modern biotechnology
and biosafety, including the main features of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety. The module further
explains the concept of mainstreaming and its significance by recognizing how mainstreaming of
biosafety into NBSAPs, sectoral and cross-sectoral legislation, policies and institutional frameworks is an
important part of Parties’ overall national strategies to improve effective and resource-efficient
implementation of the Protocol. The module shows how mainstreaming biosafety can assist in
recognizing and enforcing synergies between the Convention on Biological Diversity and the Cartagena
Protocol and more broadly contributes towards meeting Sustainable Development Goals. Moreover, the
module provides a general overview of the practical aspects to mainstreaming, and explains the need to
identify and prioritize which laws, policies and/or institutions could serve as entry points, the tools for
mainstreaming, and the capacity-building activities that might be necessary to carry out the process.
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18. The toolkit, intended to provide a more practical “how to” guide for biosafety mainstreaming,
further develops the prerequisites for biosafety mainstreaming, the criteria for the selection of entry points
and to the use of tools and initiatives to facilitate mainstreaming. It provides concrete examples from the
countries that participated in the pilot phase of the project to illustrate its components.

ITEM 6. SELECTING ENTRY POINTS AND OPPORTUNITIES FOR
INTEGRATED IMPLEMENTATION

19. Under this item, Mr. Ramatha described how Malaysia had selected entry points for biosafety
mainstreaming, including successfully integrating biosafety into the revised National Policy on Biological
Diversity 2016-2025 (as Target 12). He described some specific steps taken, such as obtaining
membership for the Department of Biosafety in various relevant national committees, gathering political
support to form a high-level committee on biosafety policy matters and an integrated committee on
monitoring and enforcement of genetically modified organisms (GMOs), and obtaining funding for
research studies on important issues involving LMOs, which helped raise awareness. Finally, he explained
that an integrated enforcement matrix had been developed by the Department of Biosafety, identifying the
role and responsibility of each government entity with regard to LMOs.

ITEM 7. DEVELOPMENT OF A NATIONAL STRATEGY FOR BIOSAFETY
MAINSTREAMING

20. Under this item, Mr. Deupmann recalled the importance and usefulness of developing a national
strategy to mainstream biosafety. He showed a presentation of the online application to develop a
biosafety mainstreaming strategy, which was currently being developed by the Secretariat and Strathclyde
University. This tool would guide countries through the process of identifying entry points in laws,
policies and institutional frameworks specific to their national circumstance and how to develop activities
needed to achieve the integration of biosafety in each instance. The tool would also provide links to
relevant information in the mainstreaming module and toolkit. The tool would enable countries to input
this information on a template and share or print out a mainstreaming strategy in the form of a table.

21. Participants then worked within their national teams on the development, step by step, of a draft
national strategy for biosafety mainstreaming, making use of a template prepared by the Secretariat.
Participants used the capacity-building materials introduced earlier during the workshop.

22. Mr. Ramatha made an additional presentation introducing the Asia BCH Family (ABF) as an
example of a successful initiative towards integrated implementation of biosafety. He explained that the
ABF was composed of 37 members from the region. He described its work and its achievements,
particularly on fostering regional cooperation on all matters related to the Biosafety Protocol. He further
explained the challenges ahead, as identified at the last meeting of the group held the week before the
current workshop, in Daejeon, Republic of Korea.

ITEM 8. EVALUATION OF THE E-LEARNING MODULE, TOOLKIT AND
STRATEGY DEVELOPMENT TOOL

23. At the end of the exercise to develop a mainstreaming strategy making use of the capacity-
building materials provided at the workshop, participants were asked to provide feedback on their
experience with drafting a biosafety mainstreaming strategy and any views on important factors for the
Secretariat to consider when finalizing the development of the Strategy tool and template. Several
suggestions were made, including the provision of further clarification of certain terms used and clearer
linkages in the strategy application to relevant elements and national examples in the module and toolkit.
Some participants were of the opinion that the materials would benefit from a more interactive and
dynamic presentation. Participants agreed that it would be useful for the Secretariat to provide transcripts
of the information presented orally throughout the workshop for ease of reference and potential
translation of materials into national languages and that it might be useful to also provide the option to
download the materials for offline use. Finally, some participants also suggested that the module and
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toolkit could provide a longer and more precise evaluation at the end than what was currently provided. It
was suggested that a separate evaluation module could be useful.

ITEM 9. LIABILITY AND REDRESS — BASIC CONCEPTS

24, Under this item, Mr. Deupmann provided an overview of some basic concepts and facts relevant
to the field of liability and redress. These included the concepts of liability, types of liability, elements
common in establishing liability rules, and some examples of existing international environmental
liability rules.

ITEM 10. OVERVIEW OF THE NAGOYA-KUALA LUMPUR SUPPLEMENTARY
PROTOCOL ON LIABILITY AND REDRESS

25. Following the overview of basic concepts, Mr. Deupmann introduced the Supplementary Protocol
and outlined its core provisions. He provided information on the requirements that needed to be
implemented in domestic regulatory frameworks and the possible steps that Parties could take in order to
do so.

26. Several participants raised questions and possible challenges regarding the application of these
provisions at the national level. It was explained that examples would be discussed during the analysis of
hypothetical case studies under item 13 later in the workshop.

ITEM 11. SIGNATURE, RATIFICATION, ENTRY INTO FORCE AND
IMPLEMENTATION OF INTERNATIONAL INSTRUMENTS

27. Under this item, Mr. Deupmann made a presentation on the legal effect of signature, ratification,
approval, acceptance or accession of international instruments, clarifying the use of these terms, and the
process associated with these actions. Ms. Paola Scarone of the Secretariat then guided participants to the
webpage of the Biosafety Protocol, where relevant information could be obtained, including model
templates for preparing the instruments of ratification, approval, acceptance or accession for presentation
to the Treaty Section of the United Nations Office of Legal Affairs in New York.

ITEM 12. LIABILITY AND REDRESS AT THE NATIONAL LEVEL

28. Under this item, Professor Gurdial Singh Nijar, delegate of Malaysia during the negotiations
leading up to the adoption of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety and the Nagoya — Kuala Lumpur
Supplementary Protocol on Liability and Redress, made a presentation sharing the experience of Malaysia
regarding its consideration of the steps necessary to develop a national liability and redress regime. He
explained the need to first understand and identify the obligations by which the country would be bound
after ratifying the instrument. He next explained that it would then be necessary to assess whether those
obligations would be covered by existing national legal statutes, which in the case of Malaysia included
also analysing applicability under the national common law system. This analysis identified any gaps and
determined specific elements that needed attention, including suggested provisions for civil liability. In
conclusion, he explained that the study carried out by his team on behalf of the Government of Malaysia
had determined that a specific new law would be required in order to fully respond to the obligations
under the Supplementary Protocol. Finally, he shared some additional personal experience from his time
as a delegate in the negotiations. Participants asked questions and expressed their appreciation for the
opportunity to hear his insight on the development of the discussions on liability and redress under the
Cartagena Protocol.

29. Participants were then invited to share information on ongoing processes in their countries
towards signing and/or ratifying the Supplementary Protocol and any progress in integrating the
Supplementary Protocol into existing national instruments and policies.

ITEM 13. CASE STUDIES ON LIABILITY AND REDRESS

30. Under this agenda item, participants formed three groups in order to review five hypothetical
cases to further their understanding of the scope and provisions of the Supplementary Protocol.
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31. After consideration of the cases, each group reported back to the larger group with their results of
the analysis. Discussions were held over the different issues identified, including whether the case
resulted in any damage as defined in the Supplementary Protocol and whether the case fell within the
scope of the instrument. Among many other issues, participants also discussed what response measures
could be suggested and the challenges the competent authority could encounter in deciding the
appropriate steps that should be taken.

ITEM 14. OTHER MATTERS

32. Representatives of the Secretariat of the Convention invited participants to complete and submit a
workshop evaluation form. The results of the evaluation are summarized in annex III.

33. Participants were also provided with a USB key containing all the presentations given at the
workshop, including the national experiences shared.

ITEM 15. CLOSURE OF THE MEETING
34. The workshop concluded on Friday, 10 November 2017, at 5 p.m.
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

Bhutan

1. Mr. Jambay Dorji

Planning Officer, Biosafety Focal Point
Bhutan Agriculture and Food Regulatory

Authority (BAFRA)

Ministry of Agriculture and Forests
P.O. Box 1071

Thimphu

Bhutan

Email: jamsdor77@gmail.com

jambaydorji@moaf.gov.bt

2. Mr. Karma C. Nyedrup
Environment Specialist
National Environment Commission
P.O. Box 466
Thimphu
Bhutan
Tel.: +975 17646566
Fax: +975 2 333743
Email: kc@nec.gov.bt,

nyedrupkc@yahoo.com

3. Mr. Kunzang Rinzin
Legal Officer
National Environment Commission
P.O. Box 466
Thimphu
Bhutan
Email: kunzangrinzin@nec.gov.bt

Cambodia

4. Mr. Nith Chhin
Chief of Biosafety Office
Department of Biodiversity

General Secretariat of National Council for

Sustainable Development

Ministry of Environment

Morodok Techo Building (Lot 503)
Tonle Bassac, Chamkarmorn
Phnom Penh

Cambodia

Email: chhinnith@gmail.com

5. Ms. Bopreang Ken

Deputy Director
Department of Biodiversity
General Secretariat of National Council for
Sustainable
Development
Ministry of Environment
Morodok Techo Building (Lot 503) Tonle
Bassac, Chamkarmorn
Phnom Penh
Cambodia
Tel.:  855-17 535 646
Fax: 855-23 721 073
Email: preangk@gmail.com

6. Mr. Monyrak Meng

Director
Biodiversity Department
General Secretariat of National Council for
Sustainable Development
Ministry of Environment
Morodok Techo Building (Lot 503)
Tonle Bassac, Chamkarmorn
Phnom Penh
Cambodia
Tel.: +855 78 80 0816
Fax: +85523 721073
Email: mmonyrak@gmail.com

Democratic People’s Republic of Korea

7. Mr. Chong Song Kim

Senior Officer

Land and Environment Protection
Department, State Commission of Science &
Technology Secretary

National Steering Committee for Land and
Environment Protection

Pyongyang

Democratic People’s Republic of Korea
Email: pptayang@star-co.net.kp

. Mr. Yong Hyon Pae

Head

International Cooperation Department

State Commission of Science & Technology
Pyongyang

Democratic People’s Republic of Korea
Email: pptayang@star-co.net.kp
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Lao People’s Democratic Republic

9. Mr. Inthavy Akkharath

Senior Forestry Officer
Department of Forest Resources
Management
Ministry of Natural Resources and
Environment
Vientiane, Lao People’s Democratic Republic
Tel.: +856-021-261187
Fax: +856-021-261187
Email: inthavymrc@gmail.com
ainthavy@yahoo.com

10. Mr. Inthapanya Khieovongphachanh

11.

Director General

Department of Legislation

Ministry of Justice

Vientiane, Lao People’s Democratic Republic
Email: kinthapanva@hotmail.com

Ms. Kongchay Phimmakong
Director, Biotechnology and Ecology Service
Center
Biotechnology and Ecology Institute
Ministry of Science and Technology
P.O. Box 2279
Vientiane, Lao People's Democratic Republic
Tel.: +856 21 732207
Fax: +856 21 740630
Email: kongchaybeechan@gmail.com
kongchaybeechan@yahoo.com

Malaysia

12. Ms. Hafeezah binti Abdul Halim

Principal Assistant Secretary
Biodiversity and Forestry Management
Division
Ministry of Natural Resources and
Environment
Level 2, Wisma Sumber Asli, No. 25,
Persiaran Perdana, Precinct 4
Putrajaya 62574
Malaysia

Tel.: +603 8886 1134
Email: hafeezah@nre.gov.my

13.

14.

15.

Ms. Farhana binti Fauzi

Agriculture Officer

Department of Biosafety

Ministry of Natural Resources and
Environment

Level 1, Podium 2, Wisma Samber Asli, No. 25
Persiaran Perdana, Precinct 4

Putrajaya 62574

Malaysia

Email: farhana@nre.gov.my

Mr. Mahfuz bin Mahmood

Assistant Director

Department of Biosafety

Ministry of Natural Resources and
Environment

Level 1, Podium 2, Wisma Samber Asli, No. 25
Persiaran Perdana, Precinct 4

Putrajaya 62574

Malaysia

Email: mahfuz@nre.gov.my

Mr. Letchumanan Ramatha
Former Director General
Department of Biosafety

Ministry of Natural Resources and
Environment

Malaysia

Email: bkletchu@yahoo.com

Mongolia

16.

17.

Ms. Sainbayar Ayush

Senior Legal Adviser

Department of State Administration and

Management

Ministry of Environment and Tourism

15160 Government Building No. 2, United

Nations Street 5/2, Chingeltei district

Ulaanbaatar 11

Mongolia

Email: sainbayar@mne.gov.mn
Sainaa2017@gmail.com

Mr. Losol Mandakhnaran

Assistant to the Vice-Minister

Department of Public Administration and
Management

Ministry of Environment and Tourism
15160 Government Building No. 2, United
Nations Street 5/2, Chingeltei district
Ulaanbaatar 11

Mongolia

Email: mandakhnaran84@gmail.com
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18. Ms. Bayarkhuu Sandagdorj
General Secretary
National Biosafety Committee
Ministry of Environment and Tourism
15160 Government Building No. 2, United
Nations Street 5/2, Chingeltei district
Ulaanbaatar 11, Mongolia
Tel.: +976 11 311265
Fax: +976 11 311265
Email: bayarkhuu@mne.gov.mn
bayarhuu2002@yahoo.com

Philippines

19. Ms. Winnievir S. Balilia

Senior Ecosystems Management Specialist

Biodiversity Policy and Knowledge

Management Division

Biodiversity Management Bureau

Quezon City, Philippines
Tel: +63 920 44 86

Email: winzbal@yahoo.com
winnievir.balilia@bmb.gov.ph

20. Mr. Fidel Thaddeus Borja
Project Development Officer IV
Finance and Legal Affairs
Department of Science and Technology
Gen. Santos Avenue, Bicutan, Taguig
Metro Manila 1631, Philippines
Email: fiborja@yahoo.com

21. Ms. Julieta Fe. L. Estacio
Project Development Officer [V
Department of Science and Technology
Gen. Santos Avenue, Bicutan, Taguig
Metro Manila 1631, Philippines
Tel : +63 92 09088785, +632
8372071 to 82 local 2032
Email: estaciojulietafe(@gmail.com
iflestacio(@dost.gov.ph

Sri Lanka

22. Ms. Lumbini Kiriella
Legal Officer
Ministry of Mahaweli Development and
Environment
No, 416/c/1, “Sobadampiysa”
Robart Gunawardena mawatha
Battaramulla, Sri Lanka
Tel.: +94 11 2034 2011
Fax: +94 71 6436046
Email: lumbiniki@yahoo.com
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23. Gowri Rajakaruna

Senior Environment Management Officer
Biodiversity Secretariat
Ministry of Mahaweli Development and
Environment
No, 416/c/1, “Sobadampiysa”
Robart Gunawardena mawatha
Battaramulla, Sri Lanka

Tel: +94 718454457

Email: gowrigr@yahoo.com

24. Ms. Menik Pradeepa Ranaweera

Programme Assistant
Biodiversity Secretariat
Ministry of Mahaweli Development and
Environment
No, 416/c/1, “Sobadampiysa”
Robart Gunawardena mawatha
Battaramulla, Sri Lanka
Tel: +94 714482584, +94 775346116

Email: menikranaweera@gmail.com

Viet Nam

25.

Ly Anh Hoang
Head, Office for Research Management and
Journal Administration
Hanoi Law University
87 Nguyén Chi Thanh, Q. Péng Pa
Hanoi, Viet Nam
Tel.: +84 97 3218964, +84 38353295
Email: lyanhgt@gmail.com

26. Ms. Dang Thu Cuc Nguyen

Yemen

Head of Division

Genetic Resource and Biosafety

Biodiversity Conservation Agency

Vietnam Environment Administration

No 10 Ton That Thuyet, Nam Tu Liem

Hanoi, Viet Nam

Tel.: +84 43 795 6868 Ext. 3117, +84 94

286 8636

Email: Cucnguyen.bca@gmail.com
nguyendt.cuc@gmail.com

27. Ms. Afrah Ali Abo Ghanem

Director

Biosafety and Biodiversity Unit

Environment Protection Authority

P.O. Box 19719, Sana, Yemen
Tel.: +967 1 209570

Email: afrahghanem@yahoo.com
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28. Mr. Abdul-Hakim A. Rageh Aulaiah

CBD National Coordinator
Environment Protection Authority
P.O. Box 19719
Sana, Yemen
Tel.: +967 733740485
Email: hak132001@gmail.com
epa.yemen@yemen.net.ye

Third World Network

29. Ms. Li Lin Lim

Researcher
Third World Network
B-05-03, 3 Two Square, No 2, Jalan 19/1
Petaling Jaya 46300 Selangor
Malaysia

Tel.: +603-7955 5220

Fax: +603-7955 3220
Email: lin@twnetwork.org

Web: www.twn.my

Secretariat of the Convention on
Biological Diversity

30. Peter Deupmann

31.

Legal Officer

Biosafety and Biosecurity Unit

Scientific and Policy Support Division
Secretariat of the Convention on Biological
Diversity

413, Saint-Jacques Street W., Suite 620
Montreal, Quebec H2Y 1N9

Canada

Email: peter.deupmann@cbd.int

Ms. Paola Scarone

Programme Assistant

Biosafety and Biosecurity Unit
Scientific and Policy Support Division
Secretariat of the Convention on Biological
Diversity

413, Saint-Jacques Street W., Suite 620
Montreal, Quebec H2Y 1N9

Canada

Tel.:  +514 287-8702

Email: paola.scarone@cbd.int
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Annex I1
WORKSHOP PROGRAMME

Date and time

Agenda item

Monday, 6 November 2017

9.30-10.15a.m. 1. Opening of the meeting (Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment of
Malaysia and Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity, SCBD)
Presentation of participants
10.15-10.45 a.m. Coffee/tea break
10.45a.m.-12.30 2. Overview and objectives of the workshop (SCBD)
p.m.
12.30-2.00 p.m. Lunch Break
2.00 - 3.00 p.m. 3. Integrated implementation: mainstreaming biosafety at the national level
(continued)
3.00-3.15 p.m. Coffee/tea break
3.15-5.00 p.m. 3. Integrated implementation: mainstreaming biosafety at the national level
(continued)
Tuesday, 7 November 2017
09.00 —9.30 a.m. Project status overview (SCBD)
09.30 - 10.30 a.m. E-learning module and toolkit on mainstreaming
10.30 — 10.45 a.m. Coffee/tea break
10.45-12.30 p.m. 5. E-learning module and toolkit on mainstreaming (continued)
12.30-2.00 p.m. Lunch
2.00 - 3:00 p.m. 5. E-learning module and toolkit on mainstreaming (continued)
3.00-3.15 p.m. Coffee/tea break
3.15-5.00 p.m. 6. Selecting entry points and opportunities for integrated implementation)
Wednesday, 8 November 2017
9.00 - 10.30 a.m. 7. Development of a national strategy for biosafety mainstreaming
10.30 — 10.45 a.m. Coffee/tea break
10.45a.m.-12.30 7. Development of a national strategy for biosafety mainstreaming (continued)
p.m.
12.30 — 2.00 p.m. Lunch
2.00 - 3.00 p.m. 7. Development of a national strategy for biosafety mainstreaming (continued)
3.00-3.15 p.m. Coffee/tea break
3.15-4.00 p.m. Development of a national strategy for biosafety mainstreaming (continued)
4.00 - 5.00 p.m. 8. Evaluation of the e-learning module, toolkit and strategy development tool
Thursday, 9 November 2017
9.00-9.45a.m. 9. Liability and Redress — basic concepts (SCBD)
9.45-10.30 a.m. 10. Overview of the Nagoya-Kuala Lumpur Supplementary Protocol (SCBD)
10.30 — 10.45 a.m. Coffee/tea break
10.45-11.30 a.m. 10. Overview of the Nagoya-Kuala Lumpur Supplementary Protocol (continued)
11.30 a.m.—12.30 11. Signature, ratification, entry into force, implementation (SCBD)

p.m.




CBD/CP/MB/WS/2017/1/2

Page 12
Date and time Agenda item
12.30-2.00 p.m. Lunch
2.00 - 3.00 p.m. 12. Liability and redress at the national level
3.00-3.15 p.m. Coffee/tea break
3.15-4.00 p.m. 12. Liability and redress at the national level (continued)
4.00 - 5.00 p.m. 12. Liability and redress at the national level (continued)
Friday, 10 November 2017
9.00-10.30 a.m. 13. Case studies on liability and redress (group exercise)
10.30 - 10.45 a.m. Coffee/tea break
10.45-12.30 a.m. 13. Case studies on liability and redress (continued)
12.30 -2.00 p.m. Lunch
2.00 - 3.00 p.m. 13. Case studies on liability and redress (continued)
3.00-3.15 p.m. Coffee/tea break
3.15-5.00 p.m. 14. Closure of the workshop
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Annex 111
WORKSHOP EVALUATION
1. At the end of the workshop, participants were asked to complete a workshop evaluation form.

They were asked to rate, on a scale of 1 to 6, the extent to which the workshop had improved their
understanding of the issues covered at the workshop. Participants were also invited to provide an overall
assessment of the workshop in terms of how well it was organized and conducted and the extent to which it
had met their expectations. The results of the evaluation are summarized in the table below.

Table. Summary of the workshop evaluation

I Level of
Evaluation item Satisfaction
A. Assessment of the workshop content
1. The overall concept of mainstreaming biosafety at the national level across a &87%
variety of sectoral and cross-sectoral instruments
2. The rationale for integrated implementation and the tools and approaches to 86%
facilitate mainstreaming biosafety into relevant sectoral and cross-sectoral
policies, plans and programmes, including NBSAPs
3. The status of integrated implementation of the Biosafety Protocol at the 85%
national level in other countries in Asia and the experiences and lessons
learned from the region (including Malaysia)
4. The Project on “Integrated implementation of the Cartagena Protocol on 83%
Biosafety, the Nagoya-Kuala Lumpur Supplementary Protocol and the
Convention on Biological Diversity” funded by the Japan Biodiversity Fund,
including the pilot phase and ongoing activities
5. How to effectively identify entry points for biosafety mainstreaming 86%
6. How to develop a draft national strategy for biosafety mainstreaming 85%
7. Basic concepts and facts relevant to the field of liability and redress 84%
8. The core provisions/requirements of the Nagoya — Kuala Lumpur 88%
Supplementary Protocol on Liability and Redress?
9. Steps to becoming a Party to the Nagoya — Kuala Lumpur Supplementary 82%
Protocol on Liability and Redress
10. Possible ways of incorporating provisions of the Nagoya — Kuala Lumpur 83%
Supplementary Protocol into national law
11. Implications and potential benefits of becoming a Party to the Nagoya — 83%
Kuala Lumpur Supplementary Protocol on Liability and Redress
B. Overall workshop assessment
1. Has the workshop met your expectations? 88%
2. How useful has the workshop been for you as an individual? 91%
3. How well organized was the workshop? 84%
4. Overall, how useful were the thematic presentations? 85%
5.  How useful were the e-learning materials (module and toolkit)? 83%
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Evaluation item Szllzfs‘iizlc:if)n
6. How useful was the exercise to develop a national mainstreaming strategy 85%
(using the table)?
7. How useful were the country presentations? 79%
8. How useful were the group discussions? 87%
9. How useful were the hypothetical cases to further your understanding of the 90%
scope and provisions of the Supplementary Protocol?
10. Overall, how would you rate the success of the workshop? 88%
2. In the written comments, participants noted that the workshop overall had been very useful in

improving their awareness and understanding of the issues. They considered the following to have been the
most helpful parts of the workshop:

@) Hypothetical case studies for understanding the Supplementary Protocol;
(b) Exercise for developing a mainstreaming strategy using the template supplied,

(c) E-learning module and toolkit;

(d) The experience and guidance of the Secretariat staff and resource persons;
(e) Understanding/clarifying possible entry points for mainstreaming;
(f Learning about the basic provisions of the Supplementary Protocol and the steps to

becoming a Party.

3. One participant would have appreciated a more thorough explanation of the potential benefits to
becoming a Party to the Supplementary Protocol.

4. A couple of participants felt the same material could be covered in a shorter workshop while one
participant suggested additional time would actually be needed, including through working lunches and
fewer breaks. Participants also made the following suggestions for improving future workshops:

@) Increasing the number of workshops and expanding the project activities to reach a
larger number of countries;

(b) Organizing global workshops to learn from other regions;

(© Organizing a visit to a local GMO laboratory to better understand Protocol issues;

(d) Incorporating an “icebreaker” activity in order to facilitate interaction with other
participants;

(e) Identifying real examples for consideration as case studies under the Supplementary

Protocol.



