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Obligations for provision of information to the Bafety Clearing-House

1. Several articles of the Protocol require that infation be provided to the Biosafety Clearing-Hougse

(see the list below). For your Government, if there cases where relevant information exists bsinioa
been provided to the Biosafety Clearing-House (BQldscribe any obstacles or impediments
encountered regarding provision of that informafioote: To answer this question, please check the
BCH to determine the current status of your coustiformation submissions relative to the list of
required information below. If you do not have a&scto the BCH, contact the Secretariat for a
summary):

Relevant information to be made available to thédB@rrently exists but has not been provig
to the Biosafety Clearing House (BCH) for reasdrat the Biosafety & Biotechnology Polic
and Bill developed under auspices of the UNEP-GEJekt is still in draft form and is yet to k
endorsed by Cabinet. As provided in the Biosafety Biotechnology Bill, information types
be made available to the Biosafety Clearing HouBEH) includes for the Department

led
y
e

0
f

Environment & Conservation to be National FocalnPoo the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety
and Competent National Authority (CNA). Although 8Nhas developed a National Biosafety
Framework, it is still yet to develop a Biosafetje&ing House (BCH) although UNEP has
provided initial funds for commencement of the amdproject. At the present time, the only

information exists includes the CNA and Nationat&loPoint. The National Executing Agen
is now in the process of nomination an Emergencayt&x Point to assist towards implement
the Protocol.
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2. Please provide an overview of information thaeiguired to be provided to the Biosafety Clearing
House:

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

the Biosafety the Biosafety applicable
Clearing-House | Clearing-House

a) Existing national legislation, regulations ang X
guidelines for implementing the Protocol, as w|
as information required by Parties for the
advance informed agreement procedure
(Article 20.3(a))

b) National laws, regulations and guidelines X
applicable to the import of LMOs intended for
direct use as food or feed, or for processing
(Article 11.5);

c) Bilateral, multilateral and regional agreemer X
and arrangements (Articles 14.2, 20.3(b), and
24.1);

d) Contact details for competent national X
authorities (Articles 19.2 and 19.3), national
focal points (Articles 19.1 and 19.3), and

emergency contacts (Article 17.2 and 17.3(e))




e) In cases of multiple competent national

authorities, responsibilities for each (Articles X

19.2 and 19.3);

f) Reports submitted by the Parties on the X

operation of the Protocol (Article 20.3(e));

g) Occurrence of unintentional transboundary X

movements that are likely to have significant

adverse effects on biological diversity

(Article 17.1);

Type of information Information Information Information
exists and is exists but is not | does not exis

being provided to
the Biosafety
Clearing-House

yet provided to
the Biosafety
Clearing-House

/not
applicable

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

X

i) Final decisions regarding the importation or
release of LMOs (i.e. approval or prohibition,
any conditions, requests for further information
extensions granted, reasons for decision)
(Articles 10.3 and 20.3(d));

j) Information on the application of domestic
regulations to specific imports of LMOs (Articlg
14.4);

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

I) Final decisions regarding the import of LMO;4
intended for direct use as food or feed, or for
processing that are taken under domestic
regulatory frameworks (Article 11.4) or in
accordance with annex Il (Article 11.6)
(requirement of Articl€20.3(d))

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

n) Review and change of decisions regarding
intentional transboundary movements of LMO4
(Article 12.1);

0) LMOs granted exemption status by each Pa3
(Article 13.1)




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

g) Summaries of risk assessments or X
environmental reviews of LMOs generated by
regulatory processes and relevant information
regarding products thereof (Article 20.3(c)).

Article 2 — General provisions

3. Has your country introduced the necessary legatjraidtrative and other measures for
implementation of the ProtocolArticle 2.1)

a) full domestic regulatory framework in place gde give details below)

b) some measures introduced (please give detdde/pe X

C) no measures yet taken

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

PNG’s National Biosafety Framework was developedhart of the UNEP-GEF Project. The proje
commenced in 2003 with the National Biosafety Framr& eventually been placed on UNER
Biosafety website in 2005 after endorsement byNeister for Environment and Conservation. T
draft Biosafety and Biotechnology Bill is still process of being endorsement by Cabinet which oo
some legal, administrative provisions as well ésvant measures to implement the Protocol.

The Biosafety & Biotechnology Bill currently contadne set of Regulations which relate to infornrat
Required for a Genetically Modified Organism Licen®Risk Assessment Plan and Field Tes
Regulations. The Regulations specify in generarmftion to be included in an application, inforroat
on GMO'’s, conditions of release, impacts of gerdifcmodified on the environment, informatig
relating to risk assessment plans and containmmahtfiald testing of genetically modified organisn
Other related specific standards and guidelineb mspect to biosafety and biotechnology will nez
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be developed at the latter stages and envisagertothe basis for an implementation Project.

Articles 7 to 10 and 12: The advance informed agreet procedure
See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

5. Were you a Party of import during this reportingipe?

a) yes

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

a) yes

b) no X




7. Is there alegal requirement for the accuracy fairmation provided by exportetsunder the
jurisdiction of your country®Article 8.2)

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no X

d) not applicable — not a Party of export

8. If you were a Party of export during this reportpeyiod, did you request any Party of import to
review a decision it had made under Article 10lmdrounds specified in Article 12.2?

a) Yes (please give details below)

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

d) not applicable — not a Party of export X

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

a) yes

b) no

c) not applicable — no decisions taken during #porting period X

10. If your country has been a Party of export of LM@ended for release into the environment during

the reporting period, please describe your expegg@and progress in implementing Articles 7 tordd 4
12, including any obstacles or impediments encoadte

PNG was not a Party of export of LMO’s intended ffiglease into the environment during the repor
period.

ng

11. If your country has taken decisions on import of @Mintended for release into the environment
during the reporting period, please describe yapegences and progress in implementing Articlés 7
10 and 12, including any obstacles or impediment®entered:

No decisions were taken with respect to import Qs intended for release into the environm

ent

during the reporting period.

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

See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

or

12. Is there a legal requirement for the accuracy fairmation provided by the applicant with respect
the domestic use of a living modified organism thaty be subject to transboundary movement for di
use as food or feed, or for processipg®cle 11.2)

(0)
[ec

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development

C) no X

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



d) not applicable (please give details below)

13. Has your country indicated its needs for finanaiadl technical assistance and capacity-building if

respect of living modified organisms intended foedt use as food or feed, or for processiggitle
11.9)

a) yes (please give details below) X

b) no

c) not relevant

14. Did your country take decisions regarding impordemdomestic regulatory frameworks as allowe
by Article 11.47?

a) yes

b) no X

c) not applicable — no decisions taken during #porting period

15. If your country has been a Party of export of LM@tended for direct use for food or feed, or for
processing, during the reporting period, pleaseril#s your experiences and progress in implementin
Article 11, including any obstacles or impedimesnisountered:

Not applicable

16. If your country has been a Party of import of LMi@&nded for direct use for food or feed, or for
processing, during the reporting period, pleaserd®syour experiences and progress in implementin
Article 11, including any obstacles or impedimesnisountered:

g

Not applicable. With respect to financial and techhassistance and capacity-building in respeg
living modified organisms intended for direct usef@od or feed, or for processing, it should beedahe
Biosafety & Biotechnology Policy clearly articulatee need to promote and strengthen human

institutional capacity building, identify capacityilding program and strengthen and promote in-trgun

capacity building programs relating to importati@xporting, assessment and handling of genetig

t of
and
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modified organisms.

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

17. Have you applied the simplified procedure during t&porting period?

a) yes

b) no X

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

Not applicable. The Bill does not have specificyismns for simplified procedures.

Article 14 — Bilateral, regional and multilateragaeements and arrangements
See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

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

a) yes




b) no X

20. If your country has entered into bilateral, regiooramultilateral agreements or arrangements, or if

you have been unable to do so for some reasom;lbesour experiences in implementing Article 14
during the reporting period, including any obstaade impediments encountered:

Although the country has not entered into a bildteegional and multilateral agreement or arrareygm

there are provisions within the draft Biosafety &t@chnology Bill that provide for the Departmerit
Environment & Conservation to be Competent Natigkathority (CNA) and responsible in establishi
arrangements for information exchange with othenmntiies and establishing linkages with capa
building organisations in other countries. Suchvi@ions should require establishment of regio
bilateral or multi-lateral arrangements. During tleporting period, the Competent National Autho
(CAN) has not received an application to develog iamport GMO's.
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Articles 15 and 16 — Risk assessment and risk meamagt

21. If you were a Party of import during this reportiperiod, were risk assessments carried out for a
decisions taken under Article 10%ticle 15.2)

a) yes

b) no (please clarify below)

c) not a Party of import / no decisions taken undeichr 10 X

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

a) yes—in all cases

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

C) no

d) not a Party of import / no decisions taken urfiticle 10 X

23. If you took a decision under Article 10 during tieporting period, did you require the notifier to
bear the cost of the risk assessmemtizle 15.3)

a) yes—in all cases

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

Cc) no

d) not a Party of import / no decisions taken unfiticle 10 X

24. Has your country established and maintained apjai@mechanisms, measures and strategies td

regulate, manage and control risks identified enribk assessment provisions of the Protogotidle
16.1)

a) yes — fully established

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

Cc) no




25. Has your country adopted appropriate measureseieept unintentional transboundary movements

of living modified organisms@rticle 16.3)

a) yes — fully adopted

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

C) no

26. Does your country endeavour to ensure that angdimodified organism, whether imported or
locally developed, undergoes an appropriate periatbservation commensurate with its life-cycle or
generation time before it is put to its intendedsrticle 16.4)

a) yes—in all cases

b) yes —in some cases (please give further déialtsv) X

c) no (please give further details below)

d) not applicable (please give further details b&lo

27. Has your country cooperated with others for thgppses specified in Article 16.5?

a) yes (please give further details below)

b) no (please give further details below) X

28. Please provide further details about your respottstiee above questions, as well as description

your country’s experiences and progress in implémegrrticles 15 and 16, including any obstacles @

impediments encountered:

=

PNG has not being a party of import, export orditaduring reporting period and that no decisiomesen

taken with respect to Articles of the Protocol. Biesafety & Biotechnology Bill is specifically fosed
in addressing GMO'’s as a broader issue and spawfitutional arrangements including the Natio

hal

Biosafety Biotechnology Council (NBBC) working imaison with stakeholders and the Competent

National Authority (CNA).

There are adequate provisions in establishing nmésims, measures and strategies to regulate, manage

and control risks identified in the risk assessmamtvisions. Such measures in summary includ
person applying for a license to prepare a risksssaent plan and should cover matters as set thg
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Regulations. These include, impacts and the risiseg by the proposed activity, whether the proposed

activities will promote and contribute towards twinciple of sustainable development., socio-ecdangm

impacts and whether the proposed activity confitonsultural, ethical and the traditional valuestlo#
local communities and people. The Bill further pd@s for views and expert opinion of stakehold
relating to risks associated with an applicatiohe National Biosafety & Biotechnology Council wh
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assessing the risk assessment plan will take itdount measures to prevent, reduce and eliminate an

risks posed by the proposed activity.

Further the draft Biosafety and Biotechnology Bithntain provisions for risk assessment and
management to be conducted for activities involvirsgge and development of a genetically modi

risk
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organism. information requirements includes infaioraon genetically modified organisms, conditigns
of release, containment conditions, commerciabipatind information on the receiving environmant,

impacts and risk posed by the genetically modifieghnisms etc. and other information as set othe]

Regulations. Section 28 pertaining to Applicaticor fa Licence also make provisions additio

hal

information as prescribed by Regulations and otffermation as required by the Competent Natignal

Authority or the National Biosafety & Biotechnolo@ouncil.




Regarding the transboundary movement of LMO’s, Biesafety and Biotechnology Bill specifical
provide that no genetically modified organisms kbalimported, developed, field tested or fielceesled
without a license and that offenders will be cotedcand fined according to amounts stated in thie
As provided for in the draft Biosafety & Biotechongl Bill and Policy, the country endeavours that
living modified organism, whether imported or Idgatleveloped, undergoes an appropriate perio
observation commensurate with life cycle and gdimraime. Specifically, the Bill outlines that
licence holder shall monitor the field test sittyears after the experiment to ensure the effefctse
field test do not adversely affect the social, wat and ethical values of the community and tf
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Article 17 — Unintentional transboundary movemertd emergency measures

See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

29. During the reporting period, if there were any acences under your jurisdiction that led, or could
have led, to an unintentional transboundary movemiea living modified organism that had, or could
have had, significant adverse effects on the coatien and sustainable use of biological diversity,
taking also into account risks to human healthuchsStates, did you immediately consult the afi:cie
potentially affected States for the purposes sigetih Article 17.4?

a) yes — all relevant States immediately

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

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

d) not applicable (no such occurrences) X

30. Please provide further details about your resptm$ge above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences in implementing Artitl& including any obstacles or impediments
encountered:

No information has yet being provided to the BCHisTis further complicated by the fact that PNG
not yet developed a national Biosafety Clearing $¢o(BCH). Participation in the project is forthcoqi
and has being endorsed by UNEP for PNG to partieipathis project. It is envisaged the PNG Pro]
will have a national BCH at the end of the projphtise and that we can proceed in making rele
existing information available to the BCH. The miagonstraint in not commencing the project has dps
shortage of manpower. Staff have either gone dniiga and this has being further compounded
problems in implementing the new organisationalctire due to inadequate budget allocation.
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Article 18 — Handling, transport, packaging andridiécation

31. Has your country taken measures to require thatglimnodified organisms that are subject to
transboundary movement within the scope of thedeobdtare handled, packaged and transported und
conditions of safety, taking into account releviat¢rnational rules and standards? (Article 18.1)

a) yes (please give details below)

b) not yet, but under development X

Cc) no

d) not applicable (please clarify below)




32. Has your country taken measures to require thairdeatation accompanying living modified
organisms for direct use as food or feed, or focessing, clearly identifies that they ‘may contéiring
modified organisms and are not intended for interai introduction into the environment, as welbas
contact point for informationArticle 18.2(a))

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development X

Cc) no

33. Has your country taken measures to require thairdeatation accompanying living modified
organisms that are destined for contained uselgle@ntifies them as living modified organisms and
specifies any requirements for the safe handlitayage, transport and use, the contact point fiohén
information, including the name and address ofnlé/idual and institution to whom the living moidiél
organisms are consigneg®icle 18.2(b))

a) yes

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no X

34. Has your country adopted measures to require ti@atrdentation accompanying living modified
organisms that are intended for intentional intatun into the environment of the Party of impantia
any other living modified organisms within the seay the Protocol, clearly identifies them as lyin
modified organisms; specifies the identity andvaid traits and/or characteristics, any requireséort
the safe handling, storage, transport and usedhigct point for further information and, as agprate,
the name and address of the importer and expamnédrcontains a declaration that the movement is in
conformity with the requirements of this Protocpphlcable to the exporteiRrticle 18.2(c))

a) yes X

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

35. Please provide further details about your respottstiee above questions, as well as a descripfiof
your country’s experiences and progress in implémgrArticle 18, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

=4

(0]

According to the Biosafety & Biotechnology Bill arieblicy, the National Biosafety & Biotechnolog
Council will be established to carry out these fiores including the need to develop Regulationatireg)
to importation, development, field test, releasseage, handling, administration, labelling, awaren
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monitoring and enforcement of genetically modifmdanisms. The current Bill and Policy does no

the present time contain specific provisions reftito handling, packaging, transportation Tnd

identification and is envisage to form the next phiasmplementing the National Biosafety Framewo

Article 19 — Competent national authorities andioaal focal points
See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.
Article 20 — Information-sharing and the Biosaf@igaring-House

See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.
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36. In addition to the response to question 1, pleaseribe any further details regarding your coustry
experiences and progress in implementing Articlgr&fluding any obstacles or impediments
encountered:

It is anticipated the BCH Project should commenruatyy to emanate in the establishment of a nati
BCH to facilitate information exchange between ddes and Biosafety Focal Point of the CBD. Dels
in commencing the project have being due to shertdgnanpower and lack of financial resources.
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Article 21 — Confidential information

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

of confidential information in connection with dostieally produced living modified organismg@ticle
21.3)

a) yes X

b) not yet, but under development

Cc) no

38. If you were a Party of import during this reportipgriod, did you permit any notifier to identify
information submitted under the procedures of tledeol or required by the Party of import as qrt
the advance informed agreement procedure thatouvae treated as confidentighticle 21.1)

a) yes

If yes, please give number of cases

b) no X

c) not applicable — not a Party of import / no sustjuests received

39. If you answered yes to the previous question, pl@agvide information on your experience
including description of any impediments or diffiiies encountered:

The draft Biosafety & Biotechnology Bill and Polityas provision to some extent to protect confidgnti

information received under the Protocol. The Bill deneral states that any confidential commel
information contained in the documents as deterchinethe Competent National Authority (CNA) sh
not be released to the public.

cial
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40. If you were a Party of export during this reportperiod, please describe any impediments or
difficulties encountered by you, or by exportersi@emnyour jurisdiction if information is available, the
implementation of the requirements of Article 21:

PNG not a party of export during the reporting peri

Article 22 — Capacity-building

41. If a developed country Party, during this reportiggiod has your country cooperated in the
development and/or strengthening of human resoangsnstitutional capacities in biosafety for the
purposes of the effective implementation of thet®ol in developing country Parties, in particulae
least developed and small island developing Statesng them, and in Parties with economies in
transition?

a) Yyes (please give details below) X

b) no

11



c) not applicable — not a developed country Party

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

PNG was among one of the Pacific Island Countogsatticipate in the UNEP/GEF Project to devej
its National Biosafety Framework enabling it to gywith the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafg
Through this project human resource and institafi@apacity was developed to some extent in the |
and among stakeholders.

lop
ty.
NEA

43. If a developing country Party, or Party with anmmay in transition, during this reporting perioch
your country contributed to the development andfi@ngthening of human resources and institutiong
capacities in biosafety for the purposes of theai¥e implementation of the Protocol in another
developing country Party or Party with an economgransition?

a) Yes (please give details below) X

b) no

c) not applicable — not a developing country Party

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

As a participating country to the UNEP/GEF ProttDevelopment of National Biosafety Frameworks,

capacity building to other developing countries hamg minimal. As one of the participating couritry
the Pacific Region, our participation in biosafdtgs being through UNEP/GEF Biosafety Regio
workshops and through the Biotechnology Working Wprdnosted through South Pacific Commiss
(SPC) and other regional stakeholders.

In the region, capacity building has mainly focusedinformation sharing and sharing of experierine
the Development of National Biosafety Frameworkse Tiational project coordinated through UNEP
provided opportunity to build capacity in fielddeeant to biosafety and modern biotechnology in
country. The country projects working with regiomatjanisations have recommended key issues W
need developing at regional level and anticipatetbtm the basis for a future implementation regid
biosafety project. The activities identified inckjdoublic awareness materials, development of febs
standards, development of legal instruments, shafifacilities etc.
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45. If a developing country Party or a Party with anreamy in transition, have you benefited from
cooperation for technical and scientific traininghe proper and safe management of biotechnotmgy
the extent that it is required for biosafety?

—F

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

b) yes — capacity-building needs partially met gsk=give details below) X

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

d) no — we have no unmet capacity-building needkigharea

e) not applicable — not a developing country Partg Party with an econony
in transition

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

a) Yyes—capacity-building needs fully met (please give detaelow)

b) yes — capacity-building needs partially met &gk give details below)
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C) no — capacity-building needs remain unmet (@eage details below) X

d) no - we have no unmet capacity-building needkiglarea

e) not applicable — not a developing country Partg Party with an econonyy
in transition

47. If a developing country Party or a Party with apreamy in transition, have you benefited from
cooperation for technical and scientific trainimg €nhancement of technological and institutional
capacities in biosafety?

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

b) yes — capacity-building needs partially met &gk give details below) X

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

d) no — we have no unmet capacity-building needkigharea

e) not applicable — not a developing country Partg Party with an econonyy
in transition

48. Please provide further details about your respottstige above questions, as well as description
your country’s experiences and progress in implémgrrticle 22, including any obstacles or
impediments encountered:

PNG'’s participation in the UNEP/GEF Projects toelep National Biosafety Frameworks has to sqme

extent built human resource and institutional cépae areas of biosafety and biotechnology amdray
CNA and stakeholders. Despite this, PNG has nott@adpportunity to participate in number of traip
workshops especially on risk assessment and riskageanent on Biosafety. In addition, very lit
progress has being made with respect to cooperfatidechnical and scientific training for enhanesn
of technological and institutional capacities indafety. Obstacles especially in learning institugi and
some academic institutions has been shortage opowaar where those who have being involved in

—*
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Development project have progressed to higher esudverseas. Currently there are students from the

University of Technology, Biotechnology Centre @mly pursing higher degrees overseas
Biotechnology.

in

Article 23 — Public awareness and participation

49. Does your country promote and facilitate public eem&ss, education and participation concernin
the safe transfer, handling and use of living medibrganisms in relation to the conservation and
sustainable use of biological diversity, takingodlsto account risks to human healthicle 23.1(a))

a) yes — significant extent X
b) yes — limited extent
Cc) no
50. If yes, do you cooperate with other States andnatenal bodies?
a) yes — significant extent X

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no

51. Does your country endeavour to ensure that publaraness and education encompass access t
information on living modified organisms identifigdaccordance with the Protocol that may be
imported?Article 23.1(b))

13



a) yes — fully X

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no

52. Does your country, in accordance with its respedi@ws and regulations, consult the public in the
decision-making process regarding living modifiegamisms and make the results of such decisions
available to the public(rticle 23.2)

a) yes —fully X

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no

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

a) yes — fully

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no X

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

The draft Biosafety & Biotechnology Bill containpegific provisions for publication of an Applicatid
and Public Access to certain documents. The drdifppRvides for publication of an application ihet
National Gazette, newspapers, radios and other snelich the National Biosafety & Biotechnolo
deems appropriate. The notice in particular wilkéguired to contain the following information;

* The proposed risk assessment and risk managenaent pl

* Invite written or oral submissions on whether aglnse should be issued.

* Provide details of oral submissions including dates period (3 months) from when t

submissions be made to the National Biosafety &dgibnology Council

In addition, provisions for public access to docanteaipon request to the Competent National Autic
exist upon lodgement of a prescribed fee.

Dy

implementation project.

The development and implementation of a Public Aanass Strategy will form a core basis for a fu1ure

Article 24 — Non-Parties

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

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

a) yes

b) no X

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

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

(0]

Not applicable
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Article 25 — lllegal transboundary movements
See question 1 regarding provision of informatiothie Biosafety Clearing-House.

57. Has your country adopted appropriate domestic nmeaga prevent and penalize, as appropriate,
transboundary movements of living modified orgarssrarried out in contravention of its domestic
measures@vticle 25.1)

a) yes

b) no X

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

a) yes

b) no X

59. Please provide further details about your resptm$ge above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences in implementing Arti2k, including any obstacles or impediments
encountered:

Although there are no records on the transboundayement of living modified organisms, there
reports on illegal importation of food productstthee genetically modified.

are

Article 26 — Socio-economic considerations

60. If during this reporting period your country hakea a decision on import, did it take into account
socio-economic considerations arising from the iché living modified organisms on the conservatic
and sustainable use of biological diversity, esgicwith regard to the value of biological diveysio
indigenous and local communitie@®ticle 26.1)

n

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no X

d) not a Party of import

61. Has your country cooperated with other Partiesesearch and information exchange on any soc
economic impacts of living modified organisms, esaky on indigenous and local communities?
(Article 26.2)

O-

a) yes — significant extent

b) yes — limited extent

Cc) no X

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

No application to import or to develop a geneticatiodified organism was received by the Compe
National Authority (CNA).

fent
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Article 28 — Financial mechanism and resources

63. Please indicate if, during the reporting periodjry@overnment made financial resources availabie to

other Parties or received financial resources fotimer Parties or financial institutions, for the'poses
of implementation of the Protocol.

a) Yyes — made financial resources available tor®beies

b) yes — received financial resources from othetiézaor financial institutions X

c) both

d) neither

64. Please provide further details about your resptmsge above question, as well as description of
your country’s experiences, including any obstaoleisnpediments encountered:

The only assistance PNG received with respecthmntiial resources for the purposes of implemerdin
the Protocol was from UNEP/GEF Project to assistinties develop their National Biosafe
Framework. Development of a National Biosafety @hegpHouse (BCH) to be funded by UNEP
forthcoming.

ty
is

Other information

65. Please use this box to provide any other informatatated to articles of the Protocol, questions ir]
the reporting format, or other issues related tnal implementation of the Protocol:

Although PNG has a draft Bill developed as para @ NEP/GEF Project to implement the Protocol,
draft Bill is yet to be endorsement by Cabinet. iDgirthe reporting period, no applications from
exporter both in-country and out of the country waseived by the Competent National Authof
(CNA). .

Although information with respect to the questi@ppear clear, information available to compiler’l‘his

National Report has being poor and more time islegdo be spent with stakeholders to provide a

more comprehensive and clear situation of whatasuwing in the country. The feed back frg
stakeholders has being poor and that the Compbiatindnal Authority (CNA) needs to take proacti
efforts in carrying out a nationwide survey on impkntation of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafet

the
an

ity

uch
m
Ve

VA

the country.

Comments on reporting format

The wording of these questions is based on theclésti of the Protocol. Please provi
information on any difficulties that you have enotared in interpreting the wording of these quéestio

de

Questions appear to be straight forward and eamsmond to.
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