
/é 

 

 

In order to minimize the environmental impacts of the Secretariatôs processes, and to contribute to the Secretary-Generalôs 

initiative for a C-Neutral UN, this document is printed in limited numbers.  Delegates are kindly requested to bring their copies to 

meetings and not to request additional copies. 

 
 

CBD 
 

 

Distr. 

GENERAL 

 

UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/18 

25 June 2008 

 

ORIGINAL:  ENGLISH 

CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION 

ON BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY SERVING AS THE 

MEETING OF THE PARTIES TO THE CARTAGENA 

PROTOCOL ON BIOSAFETY 

Fourth meeting 

Bonn, 12-16 May 2008 

REPORT OF THE FOURTH  MEETING OF THE CONFE RENCE OF THE PARTIES TO THE 

CONVENTION ON BIOLOG ICAL DIVERSITY SERVI NG AS THE MEETING OF  THE 

PARTIES TO THE CARTA GENA PROTOCOL ON BIO SAFETY  

CONTENTS 

Page 

I. ORGANIZATIONAL MATTE RS ........................................................................................ 7 

ITEM 1. OPENING OF THE MEETING ............................................................................... 7 

1.1. Opening statement by His Excellency Ambassador Raymundo Magno of 

Brazil, on behalf of Marina Silva, Minister of the Environment of Brazil 

and President of the Conference of the Parties  ..................................................... 7 

1.2. Opening statement by Ms. Ursula Heinen, Deputy Minister in the Federal 

Ministry of Food and Agriculture and Consumer Protection of Germany ............ 7 

1.3. Opening statement by the representative of the Executive Director of the 

United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) ................................................ 8 

1.4 Opening address by Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf, Executive Secretary of the 

Convention on Biological Diversity ...................................................................... 9 

1.5. Opening statement by Mr. Alexander Schink, Secretary of State in the 

Ministry for the Environment and Conservation, Agriculture and Consumer 

Protection of the State of North Rhine-Westphalia ............................................... 9 

1.6. Opening statement by Mr. Jochen Flasbarth, Director of the Department of 

Nature Conservation, German Federal Ministry for Environment, Nature 

Conservation and Nuclear Safety........................................................................... 9 

1.7. Opening statements by Parties and observers ...................................................... 10 



UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/18 

Page 2 

 

/é 

ITEM 2. ORGANIZATION OF THE MEETING ................................................................ 10 

2.1. Officers ................................................................................................................ 10 

2.2. Adoption of the agenda ........................................................................................ 10 

2.3. Organization of work ........................................................................................... 11 

ITEM 3. REPORT ON THE CREDENTIALS OF REPRESENTATIVES TO THE 

FOURTH MEETING OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES 

SERVING AS THE MEETING OF THE PARTIES TO THE PROTOCOL 

ON BIOSAFETY .................................................................................................... 12 

II.  STANDING ISSUES ........................................................................................................................ 13 

ITEM 4. REPORT OF THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE ............................................... 13 

ITEM 5. OPERATION AND ACTIVITIES OF THE BIOSAFETY 

CLEARING-HOUSE .............................................................................................. 15 

ITEM 6. STATUS OF CAPACITY-BUILDING ACTIVITIES AND THE USE OF 

THE ROSTER OF BIOSAFETY EXPERTS ......................................................... 16 

ITEM 7. MATTERS RELATED TO THE FINANCIAL MECHANISM AND 

RESOURCES.......................................................................................................... 18 

ITEM 8. COOPERATION WITH OTHER ORGANIZATIONS, CONVENTIONS 

AND INITIATIVES  ............................................................................................... 19 

ITEM 9. REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY ON THE 

ADMINISTRATION OF THE PROTOCOL AND ON BUDGETARY 

MATTERS .............................................................................................................. 19 

III.  SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES ................................................................................................................. 21 

ITEM 10. HANDLING, TRANSPORT, PACKAGING AND IDENTIFICATION OF 

LIVING MODIFIED ORGANISMS (ARTICLE 18) ............................................ 21 

ITEM 12. LIABILITY AND REDRESS (ARTICLE 27) ....................................................... 24 

ITEM 11. RISK ASSESSMENT AND RISK MANAGEMENT (ARTICLES 15 AND 

16) ........................................................................................................................... 23 

ITEM 13. SUBSIDIARY BODIES (ARTICLE 30) ................................................................ 24 

ITEM 14. MONITORING AND REPORTING (ARTICLE 33) ............................................ 27 

ITEM 15. ASSESSMENT AND REVIEW (ARTICLE 35) ................................................... 27 



UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/18 

Page 3 

 

/é 

ITEM 16. SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS (ARTICLE 26, 

PARAGRAPH 2) .................................................................................................... 28 

ITEM 17.  PUBLIC AWARENESS AND PARTICIPATION (ARTICLE 23, 

PARAGRAPH 1(a)) ................................................................................................ 29 

ITEM 18. OPTIONS FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF THE NOTIFICATION 

REQUIREMENT UNDER ARTICLE 8 ................................................................ 29 

IV.  FINAL MATTERS ........................................................................................................................... 30 

ITEM 19. OTHER MATTERS ................................................................................................ 30 

ITEM 20. DATE AND VENUE OF THE FIFTH MEETING OF THE CONFERENCE 

OF THE PARTIES SERVING AS THE MEETING OF THE PARTIES TO 

THE PROTOCOL ON BIOSAFETY ..................................................................... 30 

ITEM 21. ADOPTION OF THE REPORT ............................................................................. 30 

ITEM 22. CLOSURE OF THE MEETING ............................................................................. 30 

Annex.  DECISIONS ADOPTED BY THE FOURTH MEETING OF THE CONFERENCE 

OF THE PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION ON BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY 

SERVING AS THE MEETING OF THE PARTIES TO THE CARTAGENA 

PROTOCOL ON BIOSAFETY ........................................................................................... 32 

 



UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/18 

Page 4 

 

/é 

INTRODUCTION  

1. At the kind invitation of the Government of Germany, the fourth meeting of the Conference of 

the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity serving as the meeting of the Parties to the 

Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety was held in Bonn, from 12 to 16 May 2008.  It was held at the Maritim 

Hotel Bonn, back-to-back with the ninth ordinary meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the 

Convention, which was convened at the same venue from 19 to 30 May 2008. 

2. All States were invited to participate in the meeting.  The following Parties to the Cartagena 

Protocol attended:   

Algeria 

Antigua and Barbuda 

Armenia 

Austria 

Bahamas 

Bangladesh 

Belarus 

Belgium 

Belize 

Bhutan 

Bolivia 

Brazil 

Bulgaria 

Burkina Faso 

Cambodia 

Cameroon 

Cape Verde 

China 

Colombia 

Congo 

Costa Rica 

Croatia 

Cuba 

Czech Republic 

Democratic Republic 

of the Congo 

Denmark 

Djibouti 

Dominica 

Dominican Republic 

Ecuador 

Egypt 

El Salvador 

Estonia 

Ethiopia 

European Community 

Fiji  

Finland 

France 

Gabon 

Germany 

Ghana 

Greece 

Guinea 

Hungary 

India 

Indonesia 

Iran (Islamic Republic 

of) 

Ireland 

Italy 

Japan 

Jordan 

Kenya 

Kiribati 

Lao People's 

Democratic 

Republic 

Latvia 

Liberia 

Lithuania 

Madagascar 

Malaysia 

Mali 

Marshall Islands 

Mauritius 

Mexico 

Mozambique 

Namibia 

Nauru 

Netherlands 

New Zealand 

Nigeria 

Norway 

Oman 

Palau 

Panama 

Paraguay 

Peru 

Philippines 

Portugal 

Qatar 

Republic of Korea 

Republic of Moldova 

Romania 

Rwanda 

Saint Lucia 

Saint Vincent and the 

Grenadines 

Saudi Arabia 

Senegal 

Slovakia 

Slovenia 

Solomon Islands 

South Africa 

Spain 

Sri Lanka 

Sudan 

Swaziland 

Sweden 

Switzerland 

Syrian Arab Republic 

Thailand 

Togo 

Trinidad and Tobago 

Tunisia 

Turkey 

Uganda 

Ukraine 

United Kingdom of 

Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland 

Venezuela 

Viet Nam 

Yemen 

Zambia 

Zimbabwe

3. The following States not party to the Protocol were also represented:  Argentina, Australia, 

Canada, Honduras, Iraq, Malawi, Morocco, Russian Federation, United States of America, Uruguay. 
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4. Observers from the following United Nations bodies, Secretariat units, specialized agencies and 

related organizations also attended:   

Aarhus Convention 

Codex Alimentarius Commission 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 

Nations 

Global Environment Facility 

International Plant Protection Convention 

Secretariat 

United Nations Volunteers (UNV) 

United Nations Development Programme 

United Nations Environment Programme 

United Nations Framework Convention 

on Climate Change 

United Nations Industrial Development 

Organization 

United Nations Regional Information 

Centre for Western Europe (UNRIC) 

United Nations University 

World Bank 

5. The following other organizations were represented:   

A SEED Europe 

A SEED Japan  

ABRASEM 

African Agricultural Technology 

Foundation 

African Centre for Biosafety 

African Union 

Arab Center for the Studies of Arid 

Zones and Dry Lands 

Arbeitsgemeinschaft Bäuerliche 

Landwirtschaft e.V. (Farmers' 

cooperative) 

Assessoria e Servicos a Projetos em 

Agricultura Alternativa 

Association of German Engineers - VDI 

Ateneo de Manila University 

Biosafety Interdisciplinary Network 

Biotechnology Coalition of the 

Philippines 

Brazilian Business Council for 

Sustainable Development 

BUND e.V. Friends of the Earth - 

Germany 

Canadian Biotechnology Action 

Network 

CBD Alliance and Kalpavriksh 

Centre for Community Economics and 

Development Consultants Society 

Centro de Estudios para el Cambio en el 

Campo Mexicano 

Christian Care 

Church Development Service 

(Evangelischer Entwicklungsdienst) 

College of the Atlantic 

Comission for the Information on 

Biotechnology 

Community Biodiversity Development 

and Conservation 

Community Biodiversity Development 

and Conservation Programme 

Community Technology Development 

Trust 

Consumers International 

Corporate Europe Observatory 

CropLife International 

Deutscher Naturschutzring - German 

League for Nature and Environment 

ECONEXUS 

ECOROPA 

EcoStrat GmbH 

ECT Oekotoxikologie GmbH 

ELKANA - Biological Farming 

Association, Georgia 

ENDA Tiers Monde 

European Parliament 

Federation of German Scientists 

Federation of German Scientists 

Forum Environment & Development 

Forum Umwelt und Entwicklung 

Friends of the Earth Denmark 

Friends of the Earth International 

Fundação Heinrich Böll 

Fundacion Semillas de Vida 

Fundacion Sociedades Sustentables 

GE Free (NZ) in Food and Environment 

Gene Campaign 

Gene Ethics Network 

GeneWatch UK 

German Forum on Environment and 

Development 

Global Forest Coalition 

Global Industry Coalition 

GMO ERA Project 

Greenpeace 

Grupo de estudios Ambientales 

Grupo de Reflexion Rural 
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Grupo Semillas 

IDEC 

Institut National de la Recherche 

Agronomique 

Institute for Integrated Rural 

Development 

Institute for Responsible Technology 

Instituto de Estudos do Comercio e 

Negociacoes Internacionais 

Inter-American Institute for Cooperation 

on Agriculture 

International Centre for Genetic 

Engineering and Biotechnology 

International Centre for Trade and 

Sustainable Development 

International Food Policy Research 

Institute 

International Foundation of Organic 

Agricultural Movements 

International Grain Trade Coalition 

International Institute for Environment 

& Development 

International Life Sciences Institute 

Research Foundation 

International Research Institute for 

Sustainability 

International Rice Research Institute 

IUCN - The World Conservation Union 

IUCN Environmental Law Centre 

Kobe University 

Landless Rural Workers Movement 

LIFE e.V. 

Malaysian Biotechnology Corporation 

NABU - German Nature and 

Biodiversity Conservation Union 

Natural Justice (Lawyers for 

Communities and the Environment) 

Norwegian Institute of Gene Ecology 

Oxfam America 

Peasant Farmers Association of Ghana 

Pelum Association - Tanzania 

Permanent Court of Arbitration 

Pesticide Action Network Latin 

America 

Pietermaritzburg Agency for Christian 

Social Awareness 

Plataforma Transgènics Fora 

Policy Research Institute for the Civil 

Sector - Japan 

Pontifica Universidade Catolica de Sao 

Paulo 

Practical Action 

Program for Biosafety Systems 

Public Advocacy Initiatives for Rights 

and Values in India - PAIRVI 

Public Research and Regulation 

Foundation 

Public Research and Regulation 

Initiative 

Quaker International Affairs Programme 

Radboud University Nijmegen 

(Netherlands) 

RAEIN-Africa 

Red por une América Latina Libre de 

Transgénicos 

Reserach and Information System for 

Developing Countries (RIS) 

Small Farmers Movement 

Society for Threatened Peoples 

Southeast Asia Regional Initiatives for 

Community Empowerment 

State Committee on Biosafety 

Stichting Peakoil Netherland 

Sustainability Council of New Zealand 

SWAN International 

Swedish Biodiversity Centre 

Terra de Direitos 

Terra de Direitos 

The Nature Conservation Society of 

Japan 

Third World Network 

Transnational Institute 

UBINIG 

Universidade Federal de Santa Catarina 

Université de Bordeaux 

University of Bonn 

University of California, Santa Barbara 

University of Canterbury 

University of Rome - La Sapienza 

Via Campesina 

Washington Biotechnology Action 

Council / 49th Parallel Biotechnology 

Consortium 

Women in Europe for a Common Future 

(WECF) 

Wuppertal Institut for Climate, 

Environment and Energy (für Kli ma, 

Umwelt, Energie) 

WWF International 

.
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I. ORGANIZATIONAL MATTE RS 

ITEM 1.  OPENING OF THE MEETI NG 

6. The fourth meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the 

Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety was opened at 10 a.m. on 12 May 2008 by His Excellency Ambassador 

Raymundo Magno of Brazil, on behalf of Marina Silva, Minister of the Environment of Brazil and 

President of the Conference of the Parties.   

7. At the opening session of the meeting, statements were made by His Excellency Ambassador 

Raymundo Magno of Brazil, on behalf of Ms. Marina Silva, Minister of the Environment of Brazil and 

President of the Conference of the Parties; Ms. Ursula Heinen, Deputy Minister in the Federal Ministry of 

Food, Agriculture and Consumer Protection of Germany; Ms. Maryam Niamir-Fuller, on behalf of Mr. 

Achim Steiner, Executive Director of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP); Mr. Ahmed 

Djoghlaf, Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity; Mr. Alexander Schink, 

Secretary of State in the Ministry for the Environment and Conservation, Agriculture and Consumer 

Protection of the State of North Rhine-Westphalia; and Mr. Jochen Flasbarth, Director of the Department 

of Nature Conservation, German Federal Ministry for Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear 

Safety. 

1.1. Opening statement by His Excellency Ambassador Raymundo Magno 

of Brazil, on behalf of Ms. Marina Silva, Minister of the Environment 

of Brazil and President of the Conference of the Parties 

8. Speaking on behalf of Ms. Marina Silva, Minister of the Environment of Brazil and President of 

the Conference of the Parties, Ambassador Magno said that it was an honour for him to welcome 

participants to the fourth meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to 

the Protocol.  In the beautiful city of Bonnðthe German city of the United Nationsðthe hosts had made 

excellent arrangements and he personally thanked them for making participants feel so welcome.  He 

personally had the fondest recollections of Bonn, which had been his first assignment as a diplomat in 

1978. 

9. Sharing some thoughts about the tasks facing the meeting, he said that, just over two years 

previously, the Parties had met in Curitiba, Brazil, where they adopted the critical decision on detailed 

documentation requirements foreseen by paragraph 2 (a) of Article 18 of the Protocol.  That decision was 

a crucial one for the Protocol because of its capacity to bridge the existing differences between Parties 

and forge a common vision.  The Parties now had the opportunity to put in place another key element of 

the Protocol:  rules and procedures on liability and redress referred to in Article 27 and in accordance with 

decision BS-I/8.  Delegates had been working on the issue over the past four years, including at a meeting 

of the Friends of the Co-Chairs, held in Bonn the previous week.  He was happy to see the progress that 

had been made on that difficult and sensitive topic.  He was also hopeful that the Parties would be able to 

strive to achieve again, in a good spirit, positive results for the negotiations, which would adequately 

address the mandate contained in the Protocol.   

10. Beyond liability and redress, there were also many issues before the meeting, including capacity-

building, compliance, risk assessment and risk management and the Biosafety Clearing-House, which 

were all important to ensure that, through cooperation, in a collaborative and constructive manner, the 

meeting made balanced progress in implementing the Protocol.  He was looking forward to working with 

all participants to craft decisions that will shape the future of the Protocol and help ensure that its 

achievements contribute to the achievement of the three objectives of the Convention, as well as the 

promotion of sustainable development.  

11. While looking forward to the future, it was also worth while keeping in mind the past.  September 

2008 would mark the fifth anniversary of the entry into force of the Protocol.  Not only had the Protocol 

matured over the previous five years, but the implementation of national systems had developed in the 

light of experience.  There was still much to be done, however, and he urged all participants to remain 
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dedicated to the fully cooperative implementation of the Protocol and the objective it represented.  All 

Parties should therefore fulfil their commitments in accordance with their common but differentiated 

responsibilities in order to achieve that aim. 

12. In conclusion, he recalled that the rules of procedure of the Convention provided that the 

Presidency of the Conference of the Parties began at the commencement of the first session of each 

ordinary meeting of the Conference of the Parties and continued until the commencement of the next 

ordinary meeting.  For that reason, Brazil was currently still the President of the Conference of the Parties 

and therefore also President of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the 

Protocol.  It had, however, become a customary practice for international meetings to be conducted by the 

host country.  Notwithstanding the importance that it attributed to the current proceedings, the Brazilian 

delegation was honoured to cede to the gracious hosts of the meeting, Germany, which he again 

congratulated for the excellent facilities that it had provided and for the warm hospitality extended to all 

participants.  He therefore invited Ms. Ursula Heinen, Parliamentary State Secretary and Deputy Minister 

in the German Federal Ministry of Food, Agriculture and Consumer Protection, to take over the 

proceedings. 

1.2. Opening statement by Ms. Ursula Heinen, Deputy Minister in the 

Federal Ministry of Food and Agriculture and Consumer Protection of 

Germany 

13. Ms. Ursula Heinen, Deputy Minister of the Federal Ministry of Food, Agriculture and Consumer 

Protection of Germany, welcomed the participants to Bonn and commended the Government of Brazil for 

the progress made under its presidency of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the 

Parties to the Cartagena Protocol.  Quoting Article 1 of the Convention on Biological Diversity, she said 

that conserving agrobiodiversity as an integral part of biodiversity while tapping its potential in a 

sustainable manner was a key challenge. As other components of biological diversity, agrobiodiversity 

was under threat. While the emergence of biotechnology provided new opportunities to increase crop 

yields and improve the quality of food, it also harboured possible risks for biological diversity.  The 

Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety was a crucial instrument in the quest for sustainable use of 

biotechnology. One pending issue relating to its implementation was liability and redress in the event of 

damage to biological diversity as a result of genetically modified organisms.  Significant progress had 

been made in the negotiations and she hoped that the present meeting might bring about a solution.  She 

called on all Parties to engage in a spirit of compromise to facilitate the successful conclusion of the 

deliberations. 

1.3. Opening statement by the representative of the Executive Director of 

the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) 

14. Speaking on behalf of Mr. Achim Steiner, Executive Director of UNEP, Ms. Maryam Niamir-

Fuller said that Mr. Steiner was grateful to the German Government and people for hosting the meeting in 

Bonn.  He thanked the Secretariat and Executive Secretary for their excellent preparatory work. He paid 

tribute to the 147 countries that had ratified the Cartagena Protocol and urged others to do so. Together 

with the Global Environment Facility (GEF), UNEP had launched a global capacity-building programme 

to help countries develop their national biosafety frameworks (NBFs).  Over 100 countries had finalized 

their NBFs, which were ready for implementation, and GEF had allocated almost US$ 50 million to them.  

Since 2002, UNEP had helped 19 countries to implement their NBFs, with funding of nearly US$ 20 

million.  Over 100 States parties had received support and over US$ 13 million in funding to make full 

use of the Biosafety Clearing-House. In August 2006, the Strategy for Financing Biosafety had been 

renewed, and in April 2008 a new Biosafety Programme had been approved.  A number of agencies had 

disbursed a total of almost US$ 70 million to assist developing countries with their national biosafety 

frameworks.  Moreover, there had been strong national demand for support with technical documentation 

to make possible the detection of transboundary movements of living modified organisms (LMOs).  In 

conclusion, he said that the challenge was to turn the Protocolôs aims into reality, which required 

concerted efforts and strategic partnerships, as well as clear targets to measure progress.  Noting the 
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increasing importance of the issue of biosafety in a world faced by a food and energy crisis and climate 

change, he expressed the hope that the biosafety agenda could be advanced at the current meeting so as to 

meet the challenges of the twenty-first century. 

1.4 Opening address by Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf, Executive Secretary of the 

Convention on Biological Diversity 

15. Mr. Djoghlaf said that since the entry into force of the Cartagena Protocol important decisions 

had been taken, extensive efforts at implementation have been initiated, and support for the Protocol had 

continued to grow.  Since the third meeting of the Parties, 17 States had deposited their instrument of 

ratification or accession, thus bringing the number of Parties to 147.  He paid tribute to Ms. Marina Silva, 

Minister of the Environment of Brazil and the President of the Conference of the Parties, for the previous 

two years, for her outstanding leadership in guiding the organizational arrangements for the 17 

intersessional meetings that have been held since that time.  The current meeting was the largest gathering 

under the Protocol both in terms of attendance and in number of Parties.  He expressed his deep gratitude 

to the German people and Government for hosting it.  Noting that, at the previous meeting of the Parties, 

in Curitiba, a legal requirement related to Article 18.2 (a) had been fulfilled, he said that the current 

meeting was called on to fulfil another such commitmentðthat is on liability and redress, as contained in 

Article 27 of the Protocol.  The meeting had before it the final report of the Open-ended Ad Hoc Working 

Group convened for that purpose, including the outcomes of the meeting of the Friends of the Co-Chairs, 

which had finalized its work in Bonn over the previous weekend.  Significant progress had been achieved 

on the most critical sections of the negotiating draftðthose on scope, damage and primary compensation 

scheme.  He paid tribute to Ms. Jimena Nieto and Mr. Rene Lefeber, the Co-Chairs of the Working 

Group, for their outstanding leadership, and congratulated all who participated in the meeting of the 

Friends of the Co-Chairs.  He paid tribute to the Government of Colombia for hosting the last meeting of 

the Working Group, and to the Government of the Netherlands and other partners for providing the 

extra-budgetary resources for convening it.  In conclusion, he called on Parties to complete the process 

referred to in Article 27 of the Protocol before the end of the meeting. 

1.5. Opening statement by Mr. Alexander Schink, Secretary of State in the 

Ministry for the Environment and Conservation, Agriculture and 

Consumer Protection of the State of North Rhine-Westphalia 

16. Mr. Alexander Schink, Secretary of State in the Ministry for the Environment and Conservation, 

Agriculture and Consumer Protection of the State of North Rhine-Westphalia welcomed participants to 

his North Rhine-Westphalia, which was pleased to host the fourth meeting of the Conference of the 

Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol.  The global loss of biodiversity 

had taken on dimensions that were just as threatening as climate change.  The protection of biodiversity 

was a key policy in North Rhine-Westphalia.  The state was home to a wide range of habitats and, 

consequently, diverse fauna and flora.  Local environmental policy focused on reversing the trend of 

biodiversity loss, and relevant activities were conducted in close cooperation with the forestry and 

agriculture sectors.  The local government had only recently agreed on a series of measures aimed at 

protecting certain species.  Many of the programmes and projects in the area of conservation were 

presented in the framework of an exposition organized on the margins of the Conference.  Noting that 

safety in international trade in LMOs was the central topic of the meeting and a key component of 

protecting biological diversity at the global level, he said that the Protocol was of primary importance in 

that regard, as it enabled importers to refuse the entry of LMOs as a precautionary measure and thus 

prevent the introduction of genetically modified organisms in local ecosystems. 

1.6. Opening statement by Mr. Jochen Flasbarth, Director of the 

Department of Nature Conservation, German Federal Ministry for 

Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety 

17. Mr. Jochen Flasbarth said that the Protocol marked a significant step to meeting the needs of 

trade while conserving biodiversity.  Genetically modified organisms (GMOs) were high on the agenda 

worldwide and it was important to ensure that their use had no negative impact.  He hoped that the 
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meeting would successfully address all the related issues, in particular liability and redress.  It was vital 

for the negotiations to be successful in view of the looming 2010 target for significantly reducing the loss 

of biodiversity.  He was optimistic that the positive momentum of the biosafety week would inspire those 

negotiations.  Urgent progress was also needed with regard to: establishing an international regime on 

access to genetic resources and benefit sharing; implementing the programmes of work on protected areas 

and forest biological diversity; adopting ecological criteria for identifying vulnerable marine areas; 

adopting a strategy for financial resources mobilization and the linkages between biodiversity and climate 

change.  He concluded by thanking the Brazilian authorities for their work done at and since the previous 

meeting of the Parties.  He also expressed his admiration for the outstanding performance of the 

Executive Secretary and his team. 

1.7. Opening statements by Parties and observers 

18. At the 1st plenary session of the meeting, general statements were made by representatives of 

India, Indonesia, Japan, Malaysia, Mexico (on behalf of the Latin American and Caribbean Group), 

Norway and Slovenia (on behalf of the European Community and its 27 Member States; as well as the 

candidate countries, Croatia, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey; the potential 

candidate countries, Bosnia and Herzegovina, and Serbia; and the partner country, Ukraine).  

19. All speakers who took the floor expressed gratitude to the Government of Germany, the State of 

North Rhine-Westphalia and the city of Bonn for the warmth of their reception. 

20. At the 2nd plenary session of the meeting, general statements were made by representatives of 

Greenpeace International, the Public Research and Regulation Initiative (PRRI) and the Washington 

Biotechnology Action Council (on behalf of the Canadian Biotechnology Action Network, EcoNexus, 

Ecoropa, the Evangelischer Entwicklungsdienst (Germany), Friends of the Earth International, Fundación 

Sociedades Sustentables (Chile), the Gen-ethical Network (Germany), Greenpeace International, the 

Grupo de Reflexión Rural (Argentina), the Institute for Sustainable Development (Ethiopia), No! GMO 

Campaign (Japan) and the Third World Network (TWN)). 

ITEM 2 . ORGANIZATION OF THE MEETING  

2.1. Officers 

21. In accordance with Article 29, paragraph 3, of the Protocol, any member of the Bureau of the 

Conference of the Parties representing a Party to the Convention but, at that time, not a Party to the 

Protocol, shall be substituted by a member to be elected by and from among the Parties to the Protocol.  

Accordingly, at the opening session of the meeting, the Parties agreed, in accordance with the 

recommendation of the Bureau, made at a meeting held on 11 May 2008, that Norway and Mexico be 

elected as the substitutes for Canada and Chile on the Bureau for the duration of the meeting.  It was also 

agreed that Mr. Deon Stewart (Bahamas) should serve as Rapporteur for the meeting.   

22. The meeting was chaired by Mr. Wolfgang Köhler (Germany) on behalf of Ms. Ursula Heinen. 

2.2. Adoption of the agenda 

23. At the opening session of the meeting, the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the 

Parties to the Cartagena Protocol adopted the following agenda on the basis of the provisional agenda 

(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/1).   

I. ORGANIZATIONAL MATTE RS 

1. Opening of the meeting. 

2. Organization of the meeting: 

2.1. Officers; 

2.2. Adoption of the agenda; 

2.3. Organization of work. 
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3. Report on the credentials of representatives to the fourth meeting of the Conference of the 

Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety. 

II.  STANDING ISSUES 

4. Report of the Compliance Committee. 

5. Operation and activities of the Biosafety Clearing-House. 

6. Status of capacity-building activities and the use of the roster of biosafety experts. 

7. Matters related to the financial mechanism and resources. 

8. Cooperation with other organizations, conventions and initiatives. 

9. Report of the Executive Secretary on the administration of the Protocol and on budgetary 

matters. 

III.  SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES ARISING FROM THE MEDI UM-TERM 

PROGRAMME OF WORK AN D PREVIOUS DECISIONS OF THE 

CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES TO THE CONVENT ION ON 

BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY  SERVING AS THE MEETI NG OF THE 

PARTIES TO THE CARTA GENA PROTOCOL ON BIOSAFETY 

10. Handling, transport, packaging and identification of living modified organisms 

(Article 18). 

11. Risk assessment and risk management (Articles 15 and 16). 

12. Liability and redress (Article 27). 

13. Subsidiary bodies (Article 30). 

14. Monitoring and reporting (Article 33). 

15. Assessment and review (Article 35). 

16. Socio-economic considerations (paragraph 2, Article 26). 

17. Public awareness and participation (paragraph 1, Article 23). 

18. Options for implementation of the notification requirement under Article 8. 

IV.  FINAL MATTERS  

19. Other matters. 

20. Date and venue of the fifth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on 

Biological Diversity serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on 

Biosafety. 

21. Adoption of the report. 

22. Closure of the meeting. 

2.3. Organization of work 

24. At the opening session of the meeting, on 12 May 2008, the Conference of the Parties serving as 

the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol approved its organization of work on the basis of the 

suggestions contained in annex I to the annotations to the provisional agenda 

(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/1/Add.1).  

25. Accordingly, the meeting established two working groups: Working Group I, under the 

chairmanship of Ms. Beate Ekeberg (Norway) to consider agenda items 4 (Report of the Compliance 

Committee); 10 (Handling, transport, packaging and identification of LMOs (Article 18)); 16 (Socio-

economic considerations (Article 26, para. 2)); and 18 (Options for implementation of the notification 

requirements under Article 8); and Working Group II, under the chairmanship of Mr. Ariel Alvarez-

Morales (Mexico) to consider agenda items 5 (Operation and activities of the Biosafety Clearing-House); 
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6 (Status of capacity-building activities and the use of the roster of biosafety experts); 7 (Matters related 

to the financial mechanism and financial resources); 11 (Risk assessment and risk management (Articles 

15 and 16)); 13 (Subsidiary bodies (Article 30)); 14 (Monitoring and reporting (Article 33)); 15 

(Assessment and review (Article 35)); and 17 (Public awareness and participation (Article 23)).  

26. Working Group I held four meetings, from 12 to 15 May 2008. The Working Group adopted its 

draft report (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/WG.1/L.1) at its 4th meeting, on 15 May 2008. 

27. Working Group II held eight meetings, from 12 to 15 May 2008.  The Working Group adopted its 

draft report (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/WG.2/L.1) at its 8th meeting, on 15 May 2008.  

28. At the 2nd plenary session, on 15 May 2008, the meeting heard the progress reports by the chairs 

of the two working groups. 

29. The final reports of the working groups (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/L.1/Add.1 and 2) were 

presented to the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol at the 3rd 

plenary session of the meeting, on 16 May 2008 and are integrated into the present report under the 

respective agenda items. 

ITEM 3.  REPORT ON THE CREDENTIALS OF REPRESENTAT IVES TO 

THE FOURTH MEETING O F THE CONFERENCE OF THE 

PARTIES SERVING AS THE MEETING OF THE PA RTIES TO 

THE CARTAGENA PROTOCOL ON BI OSAFETY 

30. Agenda item 3 was taken up at the opening plenary session of the meeting, on 12 May 2008.  In 

accordance with rule 19 of the rules of procedure, the Bureau was to examine and report on the 

credentials of delegations.  Accordingly, the President informed the meeting that the Bureau had 

designated Mr. Karma Nyedrup, Vice-President from Bhutan, to examine and report on credentials.  

Delegations that had not submitted their credentials were urged to do so as soon as possible and not later 

than 10 a.m. on 13 May 2008, in accordance with rule 18 of the rules of procedure.  In that connection, it 

was emphasized that lack of compliance with the provisions of that rule had been raised by the auditors as 

an issue to be addressed. 

31.  At the 2nd plenary session of the meeting on 15 May 2008, Mr. Nyedrup (Bhutan) informed the 

meeting that 109 Parties to the Protocol were registered as attending.  Pursuant to rule 19 of the rules of 

procedure of the Conference of the Parties, the Bureau had examined the credentials of the representatives 

of 95 Contracting Parties to the Protocol that were attending the meeting. The credentials of 83 

delegations had been found to be in full compliance with the provisions of rule 18 of the rules of 

procedure. Those of 13 delegations complied only partially with those provisions, and a further 13 

delegations attending the meeting had not submitted credentials. In keeping with past practice, the 26 

delegations concerned had been requested to provide the Executive Secretary with their credentials in 

good order by 10 a.m. on 15 May 2008 to enable their review by the Bureau. 

32.  At the 3rd session of the meeting on 16 May 2008, Mr. Nyedrup (Bhutan) informed the meeting 

that 110 Parties to the Protocol were registered as attending the meeting.  Pursuant to rule 19 of the rules 

of procedure of the Conference of the Parties, the Bureau had examined the credentials of the 

representatives of 95 of those Parties.  The credentials of 85 representatives had been found to be in full 

compliance with the provisions of rule 18 of the rules of procedure. Those of 10 representatives complied 

only partially with those provisions, and a further 15 representatives attending the meeting had not 

submitted credentials.  In keeping with past practice, the 25 representatives concerned had been requested 

to provide the Executive Secretary with their credentials in good order within 30 days of the closure of the 

meeting, or no later than 16 June 2008 to enable their review by the Bureau. 

33.  In accordance with past practice, the Bureau, acting as the Credentials Committee, recommended 

that the full participation of those delegations in the meeting be approved on the basis of that 

understanding. 
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34.  The Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol took note of 

the report on the credentials of representatives to its fourth meeting. 

II.  STANDING ISSUES 

ITEM 4.  REPORT OF THE COMPLI ANCE COMMITTEE  

35. Agenda item 4 was taken up at the opening plenary session of the meeting, on 12 May 2008.  In 

considering the item, the meeting had before it the reports of the Compliance Committee on the work of 

its third and fourth meetings consolidated into a single document (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/2), as 

well as a compilation by the Compliance Committee of information on the experiences of other multilateral 

environmental agreements regarding cases of repeated non-compliance 

(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/2/Add.1). 

36. Mr. Veit Koester, Chairperson of the Compliance Committee, outlined the issues considered by 

the Committee at its third and fourth meetings, as set forth in its report.  He said that the Committee 

reviewed general issues of compliance on the basis of 50 national reports received by the Secretariat 

within the deadline. An additional number of national reports had been received since the time of the 

Committeeôs review, thereby increasing the reporting rate to almost 50 per cent, which was nevertheless 

still unsatisfactorily low.  Concerning the Committeeôs recommendations, which were annexed to its 

report, he suggested that they be discussed as follows:  recommendation 1 under agenda item 14; 

recommendation 2 under agenda item 7; recommendation 3 under agenda item 4; recommendation 4 

under agenda item 10; recommendation 5 under agenda item 15; recommendation 6 under agenda item 9; 

and recommendation 7 under agenda item 4.  He also suggested that the issue of repeated 

non-compliance, addressed in document UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/2/Add.1, be discussed under agenda 

item 4. 

37. The President invited the Conference of the Parties to take note of the report of the Compliance 

Committee and of its compilation of further information and experience regarding cases of repeated 

non-compliance.  

38. He then noted that nine Committee members had thus far served one term of office, due to expire 

on 31 December 2008, and could, therefore, be re-elected for a further term, with the agreement of their 

respective regional groups.  He said that one member had resigned before the end of his term (also due to 

expire on 31 December 2008) and was yet to be replaced. Therefore, the total number of positions that 

needed to be filled by the end of the year was ten, requiring two nominees from each of the five regional 

groups.    

39. At the 3rd (final) plenary session of the meeting, on 16 May 2008, the Conference of the Parties 

serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol received, from regional groups, nominations for 

membership in the Compliance Committee to replace, as appropriate, those whose term expires by the 

end of 2008.  The meeting then elected, or re-elected, by acclamation the following nominees to serve as 

members of the Compliance Committee from the beginning of 2009*:  (a) Africa group: 1/ Ms. Mary Fosi 

Mbantenkhu (Cameroon) and 2/ Mr. Tewolde Berhan Gebre Egziabher (Ethiopia), both re-elected for 

another term; (b) Asia and the Pacific: 1/ Mr. Sun Guoshun (China) and 2/ Mr. Rai S. Rana (India); (c) 

Central and Eastern European group (CEE): 1/ Ms. Liina Eek (Estonia), re-elected for another term, and 

2/ Ms. Angela Lozan (Moldova); (d) Group of Latin American and Caribbean States (GRULAC): 1/ 

Ambassador Raymundo Magno (Brazil) and 2/ Mr. Lionel Michael (Antigua and Barbuda), re-elected for 

                                                      
*  According to paragraph 4, section II of the annex to decision BS-I/7, members shall be elected for a period of 

four years.  Therefore, the term of these new or re-elected members runs from 1 January 2009 to 31 December 2012.  This list 

does not include the five currently serving members (one from each region) and whose term expires by the end of 2010.  
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a two-year term**; and (e) Western European and Others Group (WEOG): 1/ Mr. Jurg Bally 

(Switzerland), re-elected for another term, and 2/ Mr. Ruben Dekker (Netherlands). 

40. In response to the recommendation of the Compliance Committee 

(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/2, annex, paragraph 7), the Conference of the Parties serving as the 

meeting of the Parties to the Protocol called upon each regional group to consider and apply mechanisms 

that would best suit and enable them to replace members of the Compliance Committee who resign during 

an intersessional period or who are unable to complete their term of office.  Accordingly, regional groups 

made the following nominations for replacement of members of the Committee from their respective 

regions when the need arises:***  (a) Africa group: 1/ Ms. Lonpo-Ouedrogo Zourita (Burkina-Faso) and 

2/ Mr. Abisai Mafa (Zimbabwe);  (b) Asia and the Pacific Group: Mr. Banpot Napompeth (Thailand); (c) 

Central and Eastern European Group: 1/ Ms. Galya Tonkovska (Bulgaria), 2/ Ms. Dubravka Stepic 

(Croatia), and Ms. Natalya Minchenko (Belarus), to replace the third member of the Committee from the 

region, Mr. Sergyi Gubar; (d) GRULAC: 1/ Mr. Pedro A.F.C. Andrade (Brazil) 2/ Mr. Romy Montiel 

(Cuba), and (e) Western European and Others Groupðleft to the discretion of the current member. 

41. Working Group I took up agenda item 4 at its 1st meeting on 12 May 2008.  Statements were 

made by representatives of Belize, Brazil, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), Canada, 

Colombia, Cuba, Ecuador, India, Japan, New Zealand, Norway, Peru, Slovenia (on behalf of the 

European Community and its 27 member States; as well as the candidate countries, Croatia, the former 

Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey; the potential candidate countries, Bosnia and Herzegovina, 

and Serbia; and the partner country, Ukraine) and South Africa. 

42. At the conclusion of the discussion, the Chair said that, taking into account the views expressed, 

she would prepare a text for consideration by the Working Group. 

43. At its 3rd meeting, on 14 May 2008, the Working Group took up a draft decision on the report of 

the Compliance Committee, submitted by the Chair. 

44. The Chair recalled that, at the suggestion of the Compliance Committee, its recommendation 1 on 

reporting obligations had been transferred for consideration by Working Group II under agenda item 14 

and that its recommendation 5 on self-triggering had been similarly transferred for consideration under 

agenda item 15.  The views expressed by the Working Group on those two recommendations had 

accordingly been conveyed to Working Group II. 

45. In response to a request for clarification concerning the budgetary implications of the draft 

decision, a representative of the Secretariat said that the contact group on the budget had reviewed the 

cost estimates prepared by the Secretariat with regard to all draft decisions.  The resulting adjustments 

were currently being incorporated by the Secretariat, following which the final cost estimates would be 

made available.  The Chair orally presented the estimated cost implications of the draft decision under 

consideration by the Working Group (see para. 120 below). 

46. In the light of that response, the Working Group agreed to a proposal by the Chair to continue its 

consideration of the draft decision, pending the availability of those final cost estimates. 

47. Statements were made by representatives of Brazil, Ethiopia, Japan, Mexico, Norway, Slovenia 

(on behalf of the European Community and its 27 member States; as well as the candidate countries, 

Croatia, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey; the potential candidate countries, 

Bosnia and Herzegovina, and Serbia; and the partner country, Ukraine) and Uganda. 

48. During the course of the discussion, the Working Group provisionally accepted a proposal to 

include in the draft decision an additional preambular paragraph relating to the reporting obligation, 

                                                      
**  Although any member shall be elected or re-elected for a four-year full term (according to paragraph 4, 

section II of the annex to decision BS-I/7), GRULAC has indicated that Mr. Michaelôs re-election was for two years (2009-2010)  

and he is to be replaced by Mr. Romy Montiel (Cuba).  

***  The numbering herein corresponds with the numbering of the member elected or re-elected (as indicated in 

paragraph 39 above) whom the nominee is intended to replace.  
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together with a further additional paragraph, on the condition that they be deleted in the event that a 

paragraph of similar substance appeared in the draft decision to be prepared by Working Group II on the 

same subject under agenda items 14 and 15. 

49. On that understanding and pending final cost estimates, the Working Group provisionally 

approved the draft decision on the report of the Compliance Committee, as orally amended, as 

UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/WG.1/L.2 

50. At its 4th meeting, on 15 May 2008, the Working Group approved draft decision 

UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/WG.1/L.2 for transmission to plenary as draft decision 

UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/L.2. 

51. At the 3rd plenary session of the meeting, on 16 May 2008, the Conference of the Parties serving 

as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol considered draft decision UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/L.2 

and adopted it as decision BS-IV/1.  The text of the decision is contained in the annex to the present 

report. 

ITEM 5.  OPERATION AND ACTIV ITIES OF  THE BIOSAFETY 

CLEARING -HOUSE 

52. Working Group II took up agenda item 5 at its 1st meeting on 12 May 2008.  In considering the 

item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary outlining, inter alia, a progress 

report on the ongoing implementation of the multi-year programme of work 

(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/3). It also had before it as information documents a note by the Executive 

Secretary containing a summary of responses submitted in the first regular national report 

(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/INF/11), a note by the Executive Secretary concerning the report of the 

external security audit of the central portal of the Biosafety Clearing-House and its infrastructure 

(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/INF/19), a note by the Executive Secretary reflecting the 2007 survey of 

Biosafety Clearing-House users (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/INF/20), and a note by the Executive 

Secretary containing a compilation of submissions on identified constraints in making information 

available in the Biosafety Clearing-House (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/INF/21).  

53. Introducing the item, a representative of the Secretariat said that section II of document 

UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/3 contained a progress report on the multi-year programme of work for the 

Biosafety Clearing-House (decision BS-II/2); section III provided a summary of experiences drawn from 

the first national reports; section IV outlined further activities for consideration during the forthcoming 

intersessional period; and section V reflected elements of a decision on the operation of the BCH. The 

annex of the document summarized BCH reporting statistics. The Working Group was invited to consider 

the information provided in the notes by the Executive Secretary and to take note of the information 

documents in its deliberations. 

54. Statements were made by representatives of Brazil, Colombia, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, 

India, Indonesia, Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, Oman, Peru, Republic of Korea, Republic of 

Moldova, Slovenia (on behalf of the European Community and its 27 member States, as well as the 

candidate countries, Croatia, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey, the potential 

candidate countries, Bosnia and Herzegovina, and Serbia, and the partner country Ukraine), Uganda (on 

behalf of the African Group), Viet Nam and Zimbabwe. 

55. A representative of the Codex Alimentarius Commission also made a statement. 

56. Further statements were made by representatives of the Global Industry Coalition (GIC) and the 

Public Research and Regulation Initiative (PRRI). 

57. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a text incorporating the 

points raised during the discussion, for consideration by the Working Group. 

58. At its 4th meeting, on 14 May 2008, the Working Group took up a draft decision on the operation 

and activities of the Biosafety Clearing-House, submitted by the Chair. 
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59. Statements were made by representatives of Belize, Bangladesh, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, 

Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, India, Japan, Mexico, New Zealand, Peru, Qatar, Slovenia (on behalf of the 

European Community and its 27 member States, as well as the candidate countries, Croatia, the former 

Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey, the potential candidate countries, Bosnia and Herzegovina, 

and Serbia, and the partner country Ukraine), Uganda and Zimbabwe. 

60. A representative of Slovenia (on behalf of the European Community and its 27 member States, as 

well as the candidate countries, Croatia, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey, the 

potential candidate countries, Bosnia and Herzegovina, and Serbia, and the partner country Ukraine) said 

that he wished to reserve comments until final cost estimates were available. 

61. Pending the availability of those estimates, the Working Group provisionally approved the draft 

decision on the operation and activities of the Biosafety Clearing-House, as orally amended, as draft 

decision UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/WG.2/L.5. 

62. At the 5th meeting of the Working Group, on 14 May 2008, a note by the Executive Secretary 

setting out the preliminary emerging cost implications of the draft decisions before the meeting 

(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/INF/27) was circulated.  The Working Group consequently resumed its 

consideration of the draft decision, notably those paragraphs relating to activities with possible cost 

implications. 

63. The Chair explained the preliminary emerging cost implications relating to the operation and 

activities of the Biosafety Clearing-House, as indicated in the note by the Executive Secretary.  As the 

additional staff needed would carry out all of the activities mentioned in each of the relevant paragraphs, 

the cost implications were not as great as they might initially appear. 

64. Following an exchange of views, the Working Group agreed to transmit draft decision 

UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/WG.2/L.5, as orally amended, to plenary as draft decision 

UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/L.5. 

65. At the 3rd plenary session of the meeting, on 16 May 2008, the Conference of the Parties serving 

as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol considered draft decision UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/L.5 

and adopted it as decision BS-IV/2.  The text of the decision is contained in the annex to the present 

report. 

ITEM 6.  STATUS OF CAPACITY -BUILDING ACTIVITIES AND THE 

USE OF THE ROSTER OF BIOSAFETY EXPERTS 

66. Working Group II took up agenda item 6 at its 1st meeting on 12 May 2008.  In considering the 

item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary containing, inter alia, a status 

report on the implementation of the Action Plan for Building Capacities for the Effective Implementation 

of the Protocol and on the steps taken by the Executive Secretary to further develop the Coordination 

Mechanism (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/4); and a report prepared by the Executive Secretary on the 

operational experience in using the preliminary indicators, which also contained proposals for their 

further development (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/4/Add.1).  The Working Group also had before it, as 

information documents, a note by the Executive Secretary on the report of the third coordination meeting 

for Governments and organizations implementing or funding biosafety capacity-building activities 

(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/INF/5), a note by the Executive Secretary on the report of the second 

international meeting of academic institutions and organizations involved in biosafety education and 

training (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/INF/6), a note by the Executive Secretary on the fifth meeting of 

the Liaison Group on Capacity-Building for Biosafety (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/INF/8), a note by 

the Executive Secretary on ongoing biosafety capacity-building activities 

(UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/INF/9) and a note by the Executive Secretary on the report of the fourth 

coordination meeting for Governments and organizations implementing or funding biosafety 

capacity-building activities (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP-MOP/4/INF/23). 




