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Obligations for provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House

	1. Several articles of the Protocol require that information be provided to the Biosafety Clearing-House (see the list below). For your Government, if there are cases where relevant information exists but has not been provided to the BCH, describe any obstacles or impediments encountered regarding provision of that information (note: To answer this question, please check the BCH to determine the current status of your country’s information submissions relative to the list of required information below. If you do not have access to the BCH, contact the Secretariat for a summary):

	Currently there is no national legislation that deals specifically with the issue of GMOs and LMOs.  Cognisant of the requirements of the CBD and CPB, an analysis of the legislation was conducted on the requirements of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety (Article 1) and focused on the: the precautionary approach and the need for adequate protection.  

I. Prior to arrival

- Plant Protection Regulations 1997 regulations 7(1), 14(h), (i), (j), 15

- Food and Drugs Act Chapter 30:01 sections 5 (a) 6(1), (2)

ii. Upon arrival

- Plant Protection Regulations 1997 regulations 3(1), 7(1), 9, 14:

III. domestic use

- Food and Drugs Act Chapter 30:01 sections 5 (a) 6(1), (2)

- Plant Protection Regulation 1997 regulation 18

- Plant Protection Regulations 1997 regulation 18

Information required to be provided to the Biosafety Clearing-House:

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

A biosafety policy is being drafted as part of the UNEP-GEF Development of the National Biosafety Framework Project. During this project, discussions will also be held on the development of new and amended national legislation, regulations and guidelines for implementing the Protocol, as well as information required by Parties for the advance informed agreement procedure (Article 20.3(a)).

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

· National laws, regulations and guidelines applicable to the import of LMOs intended for direct use as food or feed, or for processing are (Article 11.5) are being discussed as a part of the UNEP-GEF ‘Development of a National Biosafety Framework’ Project.

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

· With respect to bilateral, multilateral and regional agreements and arrangements (Articles 14.2, 20.3(b), and 24.1), Trinidad and Tobago negotiates as part of CARICOM and to date has five (5) bilateral agreements.  Under the Bilateral Trade Agreements, there are no provisions for the movement of GMOs or LMOs.  There are however, Sanitary and Phytosanitary provisions in two (2) of the agreements, and these are linked to the World Trade Organization (WTO) Agreement on Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures.  The WTO SPS Agreement does not explicitly provide for treatment of GMOs or LMOs.  Article 2 of the WTO SPS Agreement, Basic Rights and Obligations, outlines the rights and obligations of a country in relation to its ability to stop trade.

(d) Contact details for competent national authorities (Articles 19.2 and 19.3), national focal points (Articles 19.1 and 19.3), and emergency contacts (Article 17.2 and 17.3(e));



Mr. Earl Nesbitt


          
Permanent Secretary



Ministry of Public Utilities and the Environment



1st Floor Sacred Heart Building



16-18 Sackville Street



Port of Spain, Trinidad and Tobago



Tel: +1 868 625 6083



Fax: +1 868 625 7003



Email: environment@tstt.net.tt
· Biosafety Clearing-House Focal Point

· Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety National Focal Point

· Emergency Measures (Article 17) Contact Point

· CBD National Focal Point

(e) In the cases of multiple competent national authorities, responsibilities for each (Articles 19.2 and 19.3);

· It is the intention to have multiple competent national authorities and the responsibilities for each will be drafted as a part of the UNEP-GEF Project on the development of a National Biosafety Framework. (Articles 19.2 and 19.3); 
(f) Reports submitted by the Parties on the operation of the Protocol (Article 20.3(e));

· No reports have been submitted during the reporting period on the operation of the Protocol (Article 20.3(e)).

(g) Occurrences of unintentional transboundary movements that are likely to have significant adverse effects on biological diversity (Article 17.1);

· There have been no known occurrences of unintentional transboundary movements that are likely to have significant adverse effects on biological diversity (Article 17.1) during the reporting period.

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

· There have had no known illegal transboundary movements of LMOs (Article 25.3) during the reporting period.

(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)); 

· There have been no 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)) during this period.  The relevant framework however is being developed as part of the UNEP-GEF ‘Development of a National Biosafety Framework’ Project.
(j) Information on the application of domestic regulations to specific imports of LMOs (Article 14.4);

· Legislation related to the domestic regulations to specific imports of LMOs (Article 14.4) is being discussed as a part of the UNEP-GEF ‘Development of a National Biosafety Framework’ Project. 

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

· There have been no final decisions regarding the domestic use of LMOs that may be subject to transboundary movement for direct use as food or feed, or for processing (Article 11.1).  These decisions will be arrived at after the completion of national stakeholders’ consultations that are being conducted as part of the UNEP-GEF ‘Development of a National Biosafety Framework’ Project.  The National Biosafety Policy will address this.
(l) Final decisions regarding the import of LMOs 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 III (Article 11.6) (requirement of Article 20.3(d));

· There have been no final decisions during the reporting period regarding the import of LMOs 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 III (Article 11.6) (requirement of Article 20.3(d)). These decisions will be arrived at after the completion of national stakeholders consultations that are being conducted as part of the UNEP-GEF ‘Development of a National Biosafety Framework’ Project.  The National Biosafety Policy will address this.

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

· There have been no declarations regarding the framework to be used for LMOs intended for direct use as food or feed, or for processing (Article 11.6) during the reporting period.  These decisions will be arrived at after the completion of national stakeholders consultations that are being conducted as part of the UNEP-GEF ‘Development of a National Biosafety Framework’ Project.
(n) Review and change of decisions regarding intentional transboundary movements of LMOs (Article 12.1);

· This is being discussed as a part of the UNEP-GEF ‘Development of a National Biosafety Framework’ Project. 

(o) LMOs granted exemption status by each Party (Article 13.1)

· No LMOs were granted exemption status by each Party (Article 13.1) during the reporting period since there was no known trade dealing with LMOs.

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

· There have been no known cases where intentional transboundary movement may have taken place during the reporting period such that there was need to have notified a Party of import (Article 13.1).
(q) Summaries of risk assessments or environmental reviews of LMOs generated by regulatory processes and relevant information regarding products thereof (Article 20.3(c));

· During the reporting period there have not been any summaries of risk assessments or environmental reviews of LMOs generated by regulatory processes and relevant information regarding products thereof (Article 20.3(c)) since there have been no intentional cases where intentional transboundary movement may have taken place.
Additional comments:

1. As part of our requirements under the WTO, SPS Agreement, an Enquiry Point has been established in the Ministry of Agriculture Land and Marine Resources (MALMR) where certain types of information are posted to the WTO community. Included in this are current national legislation and revised legislation on SPS issues.

2. Since this function of the SPS Enquiry Point and that of the BCH is somewhat similar, it was suggested that these two information hubs be linked or information shared especially that related to both SPS and Biosafety matters –Article 11.5

3. The precautionary approach will most likely pervade the areas of developing legislation.  Adequate protection will be the focal point of national legislation.  As such legislation will be required for 3 stages: (a) Prior to arrival (b) Upon arrival and (c) Domestic use.

4. There are several national organizations that address the related issues.  These include: Food and Drugs Division of the Ministry of Health; the Environmental Management Authority within the Ministry of Public Utilities and the Environment; The Plant and Animal Quarantine Services of The Ministry of Agriculture, Land and Marine Resources; Importations through the Customs and Excise Division of the Ministry of Finance. 

5. Related legislation in the above areas are old and in need of revision, amendments and harmonization. 

6. Biosafety in national research is largely self-regulated since at this time there is neither legislation nor an established body that regulates these activities.

7. There are several areas within the national legislation that can be harmonized. These include:

- Standards and testing

- Risk Assessment, Management and Communication

- Documentation (application forms etc.)

- Issuance of licenses

- Public awareness policies

- Monitoring , compliance and enforcement

It is intended that harmonization also include the institutional and regional biosafety systems.

8. There is national legislation that addresses the undermentioned international agreements to which Trinidad 
and Tobago is a signatory:

- Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS) 

- The Union for the Protection of New Varieties of Plants (UPOV) 

- World Trade Organization (WTO) 

- World Trade Organization Technical Barriers to Trade Agreement (TBT) 

In addition, there is also the national Intellectual Property Legislation.

9. Those pieces of legislation that are still in the development phase are as follows:

With respect to the Ministry of Agriculture, Lands and Marine Resources, Cabinet (of Trinidad and Tobago) agreed that the under-mentioned pieces of legislation be included in the Legislation Timetable for the current Parliamentary Term (Cabinet Minute No. 71 of January 13, 2005)

- Seed Bill and Regulations for the Seed Bill 

- Plant Protection Act (proposed)

With respect to Public Health:

Food Safety Regulations Section 16.012 (5) and (6) Draft Revised Food Labelling Regulations states as follows: The following foods and ingredients are known to cause hypersensitivity/allergies and shall always be declared:

- Cereals containing gluten, i.e. wheat, rye, barley, oats, spelt or their hybridized strains and products of these;

- Crustacea and products of these;

- Eggs and egg products;

- Fish and fish products;

- Peanuts, soybeans and products of these;

- Milk and milk products (lactose included)

- Treenuts and nut products; and

- Sulphite in concentrations of 10mg/kg or more

The presence in any food or food ingredients obtained through biotechnology of an allergen transferred from the products listed  in sub section (5) shall be declared.

When it is not possible to provide adequate information on the presence of an allergen through labeling, the food containing the allergen should not be marked.

· - Plant and Animal Health Regulations 

Other:

· - Regulations for the management of invasive species 

· - Biosafety Policy (which includes guidelines for research)

· - Consumer Protection Legislation

10. Regulations forming part of the legislation should be done simultaneously to ensure that they are put in place so that the laws can be effectively carried out.



	


Information required to be provided to the Biosafety Clearing-House:

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

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

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

(d) Contact details for competent national authorities (Articles 19.2 and 19.3), national focal points (Articles 19.1 and 19.3), and emergency contacts (Article 17.2 and 17.3(e));
(e) In cases of multiple competent national authorities, responsibilities for each (Articles 19.2 and 19.3); 
(f) Reports submitted by the Parties on the operation of the Protocol (Article 20.3(e));

(g) Occurrence of unintentional transboundary movements that are likely to have significant adverse effects on biological diversity (Article 17.1);

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

(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 (Article 14.4);

(k) Final decisions regarding the domestic use of LMOs that may be subject to transboundary movement for direct use as food or feed, or for processing (Article 11.1);
(l) Final decisions regarding the import of LMOs 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 III (Article 11.6) (requirement of Article 20.3(d))
(m) Declarations regarding the framework to be used for LMOs intended for direct use as food or feed, or for processing (Article 11.6)

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

(o) LMOs granted exemption status by each Party (Article 13.1)
(p) Cases where intentional transboundary movement may take place at the same time as the movement is notified to the Party of import (Article 13.1); and

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

Article 2 – General provisions

	2. Has your country introduced the necessary legal, administrative and other measures for implementation of the Protocol? (Article 2.1)

	a)
full domestic regulatory framework in place (please give details below)
	

	b)
some measures introduced (please give details below)
	

	c)
no measures yet taken
	x

	3. Please provide further details about your response to the above question, as well as description of your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Article 2, including any obstacles or impediments encountered: 

	While there have been no introductions of legal, administrative and other measures for implementation of the Protocol, several activities have been conducted to investigate various measures.  These include the following:

1. The activities being conducted in the UNEP-GEF ‘Development of a National Biosafety Framework’ Project where a regulatory framework is being prepared.

2. Conduct of a workshop on the regional harmonization of regulatory frameworks during 2004.

3. A further look at the Caricom Regional Organisition for Standards and Quality (CROSQ) – the body for setting regional standards for assessment.

4. Development of legislation for genetic resources management.

5. Development of a National Biosafety Policy.




Articles 7 to 10 and 12: The advance informed agreement procedure

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.
	4. Is there a legal requirement for the accuracy of information provided by exporters 
/ under the jurisdiction of your country? (Article 8.2)

	a)
yes
	

	b)
no
	

	c)
not applicable – not a Party of export
	x

	5. If you were a Party of export during this reporting period, did you request any Party of import to review a decision it had made under Article 10 on the grounds specified in Article 12.2?

	a)
yes (please give details below)
	

	b)
no
	

	c)
not applicable – not a Party of export
	x

	6. Did your country take decisions regarding import under domestic regulatory frameworks as allowed by Article 9.2(c). 

	a)
yes
	

	b)
no
	

	c)
not applicable – no decisions taken during the reporting period
	x

	7. If your country has been a Party of export of LMOs intended for release into the environment during the reporting period, please describe your experiences and progress in implementing Articles 7 to 10 and 12, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	Not a Party of  Export of LMOs during the reporting period



	8. If your country has taken decisions on import of LMOs intended for release into the environment during the reporting period, please describe your experiences and progress in implementing Articles 7 to 10 and 12, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	Not a Party of  Import of LMOs during the reporting period




Article 11 – Procedure for living modified organisms intended for direct use as food or feed, or for processing

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

	9. Is there a legal requirement for the accuracy of information provided by the applicant with respect to the domestic use of a living modified organism that may be subject to transboundary movement for direct use as food or feed, or for processing? (Article 11.2)

	a)
yes
	

	b)
no
	X Not yet but being considered as a part of the process in the development of the National Biosafety Framework

	c)
not applicable (please give details below)
	

	10. Has your country indicated its needs for financial and technical assistance and capacity building in respect of living modified organisms intended for direct use as food or feed, or for processing? (Article 11.9)

	a)
yes (please give details below)
	

	b)
no
	X Not yet since the capacity building needs are being investigated as a part of the development of the National Biosafety Framework

	c)
not relevant
	

	11. Did your country take decisions regarding import under domestic regulatory frameworks as allowed by Article 11.4? 

	a)
yes
	

	b)
no
	

	c)
not applicable – no decisions taken during the reporting period
	x

	12. If your country has been a Party of export of LMOs intended for direct use for food or feed, or for processing, during the reporting period, please describe your experiences and progress in implementing Article 11, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	Not a Party of Export of LMOs during the reporting period.



	13. If your country has been a Party of import of LMOs intended for direct use for food or feed, or for processing, during the reporting period, please describe your experiences and progress in implementing Article 11, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	Government is aware of LMOs that are being imported for direct use for food or feed. As a part of the development of the National Biosafety Framework, the amounts and types are being assessed.




Article 13 – Simplified procedure

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

	14. If your country has used the simplified procedure during the reporting period, please describe your experiences in implementing Article 13, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	Although there has been no use of the simplified procedure during the reporting period, there have been activities at the regional level where a draft regional position is being developed.




Article 14 – Bilateral, regional and multilateral agreements and arrangements

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.
	15. If your country has entered into bilateral, regional or multilateral agreements or arrangements, describe your experiences in implementing Article 14 during the reporting period, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	With respect to bilateral, multilateral and regional agreements and arrangements (Articles 14.2, 20.3(b), and 24.1), Trinidad and Tobago negotiates as part of CARICOM and to date has five (5) bilateral agreements.  Under the Bilateral Trade Agreements, there are no provisions for the movement of GMOs or LMOs.  There are however, Sanitary and Phytosanitary provisions in two (2) of the agreements, and these are linked to the World Trade Organization (WTO) Agreement on Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures.  The WTO SPS Agreement does not explicitly provide for treatment of GMOs or LMOs.  Article 2 of the WTO SPS Agreement, Basic Rights and Obligations, outlines the rights and obligations of a country in relation to its ability to stop trade.




Articles 15 and 16 – Risk assessment and risk management

	16. If you were a Party of import during this reporting period, were risk assessments carried out for all decisions taken under Article 10? (Article 15.2)

	a)
yes
	

	b)
no (please clarify below)
	

	c)
not a Party of import
	x

	17. If yes, did you require the exporter to carry out the risk assessment?

	a)
yes – in all cases
	

	b)
yes – in some cases (please specify the number and give further details below)
	

	c)
no
	

	d)
not a Party of import
	x

	18. If you took a decision under Article 10 during the reporting period, did you require the notifier to bear the cost of the risk assessment? (Article 15.3)

	a)
yes – in all cases
	

	b)
yes – in some cases (please specify the number and give further details below)
	

	c)
no
	

	19. Has your country established and maintained appropriate mechanisms, measures and strategies to regulate, manage and control risks identified in the risk assessment provisions of the Protocol? (Article 16.1)

	a)
yes
	X - There is an internal Risk Assessment Committee within the Ministry of Agriculture, Land and Marine Resources. Risk Assessment is based on the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) # 11: Pest Risk Analysis for quarantine pests including analysis of environmental risks. The standard applies to multiple commodities and addresses cross-sectoral issues in Trade; Quarantine; Certification; Pest list; Surveillance; Risk Analysis; Risk Assessment; Risk Management; Inspection; Economic impact; Pests, quarantine; Emergency action; Risk Communication; Environmental Impact; Eradiacation/destruction; Pest/disease free area.

	b)
no
	

	20. Has your country adopted appropriate measures to prevent unintentional transboundary movements of living modified organisms? (Article 16.3)

	a)
yes
	

	b)
no
	x

	21. Does your country endeavour to ensure that any living modified organism, whether imported or locally developed, undergoes an appropriate period of observation commensurate with its life-cycle or generation time before it is put to its intended use? (Article 16.4)

	a)
yes – in all cases
	

	b)
yes – in some cases (please give further details below)
	x

	c)
no (please give further details below)
	

	d)
not applicable (please give further details below)
	


	22. Has your country cooperated with others for the purposes specified in Article 16.5?

	a)
yes (please give further details below)
	

	b)
no (please give further details below)
	x

	23. Please provide further details about your responses to the above questions, as well as description of your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Articles 15 and 16, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	The systems to implement the protocol are still in the development phase and therefore not yet operational. However there is a risk assessment procedure operating within the Ministry of Agriculture, Land and Marine Resources, which is based on ISPM 11.  

With respect to the development of LMOs, the institutional biosafety policies will ensure that any LMO, whether imported or locally developed undergoes an appropriate period of observation before use.

At this time, Government is aware of LMOs that are being imported for direct use for food or feed. As a part of the development of the National Biosafety Framework, the amounts and types are being assessed.




Article 17 – Unintentional transboundary movements and emergency measures

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

	24. During the reporting period, if there were any occurrences under your jurisdiction that led, or could have led, to an unintentional transboundary movement of a living modified organism that had, or could have had, significant adverse effects on the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity, taking also into account risks to human health in such States, did you immediately consult the affected or potentially affected States for the purposes specified in Article 17.4?

	a)
yes – all relevant States immediately
	

	b)
partially (please clarify below)
	

	c)
no (please clarify below)
	x

	25. Please provide further details about your response to the above question, as well as description of your country’s experiences in implementing Article 17, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	There was no transboundary movement of LMOs since Trinidad & Tobago does not yet produce or knowingly import them.




Article 18 – Handling, transport, packaging and identification

	26. Has your country taken measures to require that living modified organisms that are subject to transboundary movement within the scope of the Protocol are handled, packaged and transported under conditions of safety, taking into account relevant international rules and standards? (Article 18.1)

	a)
yes (please give details below)
	

	b)
no
	X - Not yet but this issue will be addressed within the “Development of a National Biosafety Framework” Project

	c)
not applicable (please clarify below)
	

	27. Has your country taken measures to require that documentation accompanying living modified organisms for direct use as food or feed, or for processing, clearly identifies that they ‘may contain’ living modified organisms and are not intended for intentional introduction into the environment, as well as a contact point for information? (Article 18.2(a))

	a)
yes
	

	b)
no
	X - Not yet but this issue will be addressed within the “Development of a National Biosafety Framework” Project

	28. Has your country taken measures to require that documentation accompanying living modified organisms that are destined for contained use clearly identifies them as living modified organisms and specifies any requirements for the safe handling, storage, transport and use, the contact point for further information, including the name and address of the individual and institution to whom the living modified organisms are consigned? (Article 18.2(b))

	a)
yes
	

	b)
no
	X - Not yet but this issue will be addressed within the “Development of a National Biosafety Framework” Project

	29. Has your country adopted measures to require that documentation accompanying living modified organisms that are intended for intentional introduction into the environment of the Party of import and any other living modified organisms within the scope of the Protocol, clearly identifies them as living modified organisms; specifies the identity and relevant traits and/or characteristics, any requirements for the safe handling, storage, transport and use, the contact point for further information and, as appropriate, the name and address of the importer and exporter; and contains a declaration that the movement is in conformity with the requirements of this Protocol applicable to the exporter? (Article 18.2(c))

	a)
yes
	

	b)
no
	X - Not yet but this issue will be addressed within the “Development of a National Biosafety Framework” Project

	30. Please provide further details about your responses to the above questions, as well as description of your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Article 18, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	Trinidad & Tobago is aware of the obligations of the Biosafety Protocol, however none of the systems are yet activated since the country is now in the development phase of the National Biosafety Framework.  The systems that are in place at present, are those traditional systems that relate to plant quarantine and the recent risk assessment.




Article 19 – Competent national authorities and national focal points

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.
Article 20 – Information-sharing and the Biosafety Clearing-House

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

	31. In addition to the response to question 1, please describe any further details regarding your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Article 20, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	N/A




Article 21 – Confidential information

	32. Does your country have procedures to protect confidential information received under the Protocol and that protect the confidentiality of such information in a manner no less favourable than its treatment of confidential information in connection with domestically produced living modified organisms? (Article 21.3)

	a)
yes
	

	b)
no
	X - While not specific to LMOs. There is national legislation on Intellectual Property Rights

	33. If you were a Party of import during this reporting period, did you permit any notifier to identify information submitted under the procedures of the Protocol or required by the Party of import as part of the advance informed agreement procedure that was to be treated as confidential? (Article 21.1)

	a)
yes
	

	
If yes, please give number of cases
	

	b)
no
	

	c)
not applicable – not a Party of import
	x

	34. If you answered yes to the previous question, please provide information on your experience including description of any impediments or difficulties encountered:

	No comment since not a Party of import.



	35. If you were a Party of export during this reporting period, please describe any impediments or difficulties encountered by you, or by exporters under your jurisdiction if information is available, in the implementation of the requirements of Article 21:

	Not a party of export of LMOs.




Article 22 – Capacity-building

	36. If a developed country Party, during this reporting period has your country cooperated in the development and/or strengthening of human resources and institutional capacities in biosafety for the purposes of the effective implementation of the Protocol in developing country Parties, in particular the least developed and small island developing States among them, and in Parties with economies in transition?

	a)
yes (please give details below)
	

	b)
no
	

	c)
not applicable – not a developed country Party
	x

	37. If yes, how has such cooperation taken place:

	N/A



	38. If a developing country Party or a Party with an economy in transition, have you benefited from cooperation for technical and scientific training in the proper and safe management of biotechnology to the extent that it is required for biosafety?

	a)
yes – capacity-building needs fully met (please give details below)
	

	b)
yes – capacity-building needs partially met (please give details below)
	x

	c)
no – capacity-building needs remain unmet (please give details below)
	

	b)
no – we have no unmet capacity-building needs in this area
	

	e)
not applicable – not a developing country Party or a Party with an economy in transition
	

	39. If a developing country Party or a Party with an economy in transition, have you benefited from cooperation for technical and scientific training in the use of risk assessment and risk management for biosafety?

	a)
yes – capacity-building needs fully met (please give details below)
	

	b)
yes – capacity-building needs partially met (please give details below)
	x

	c)
no – capacity-building needs remain unmet (please give details below)
	

	d)
no – we have no unmet capacity-building needs in this area
	

	e)
not applicable – not a developing country Party or a Party with an economy in transition
	


	40. If a developing country Party or a Party with an economy in transition, have you benefited from cooperation for technical and scientific training for enhancement of technological and institutional capacities in biosafety?

	a)
yes – capacity-building needs fully met (please give details below)
	

	b)
yes – capacity-building needs partially met (please give details below)
	x

	c)
no – capacity-building needs remain unmet (please give details below)
	

	d)
no – we have no unmet capacity-building needs in this area
	

	e)
not applicable – not a developing country Party or a Party with an economy in transition
	

	41. Please provide further details about your responses to the above questions, as well as description of your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Article 22, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	   

Course

Duration
Venue
Collaborators

(external)
Coursework
Biosafety Risk Assessment Workshop 

Jan 19th -30th 2004
Trinidad and Tobago (regional participants)

· Caribbean Council for Science & Technology (CCST)

· United Nations Development Programme through its Perrez Guerrero Trust Fund

· Technical Centre for Agricultural and Rural Co-operation ACP-EU (CTA), 

· Caribbean Agricultural Research and Development Institute (CARDI), 

· International Development Research Centre (IDRC) in Canada, 

· Commonwealth Secretariat

· Resource persons from USDA

· The Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety and other relevant international agreements,

· Biosafety systems in selected developed and developing countries,

· Scientific risk assessment and risk management focussing on transgenic plants,

· Food safety assessments and relevant international protocols,

· Decisions and decision making,

· Biosafety communication,

· Regional approaches to biosafety, 

· Biosafety resources and support.

SIDS Sub-Regional Workshop on the Development of a Regulatory Regime and Administrative System for National Biosafety Frameworks

11-14 May, 2004

Trinidad and Tobago (regional participants)

UNEP-GEF Biosafety Team

Risk Analysis for Plants with Novel Traits for Regulators/ Decision makers from Latin American and Caribbean countries

Aug 30- Sept 3 2004

Panama

(National participant: Ms. Albada Beekham from the National 

Risk Assessment/ Management Team

· USDA

· Secretaria Nacional de Ciencia Tecnologia y Innovacion (SENACYT)

· International Life Science Institute

· Organization of American States

· Risk assessment and risk management to ensure safe use of GMO in plants, environment, food and feed

· Risk management in Canada and USA

· Risk  Communication

· Case study assessment of petitions for GM cotton and Rice
Holistic Foundations for Biosafety Capacity Building

Jul 25 – August 7th 2004

University of Tromso , Norway (National participant: Ms. Pettal John from the 

Legal Sub-committee of the National Coordinating Committee for the development of the Biosafety Framework

International experts in science and social sciences

· Cartagena Protocol, 

· Genetic modification and transfer, 

· Social and environmental implications

Detection of agricultural biotechnology traits (LMOs) in the food chain. Food biosafety: regulatory framework

April 18-22, 2005

Centro de Biotechnología Fundación IDEA. Carreters Nacional Baruta-Hoyo de la Puerta, Valle de Sartenejas. Caracas. Venezuela (National participants Nigel Austin and Omaira Avila Rostant

· Organisation of American States

· UNU/BIOLAC Programme, OAS Programme

· RNBio

· IDEA- Instituto de Estudios avanzados

· ILSI-International Life Sciences Institute

· Ministerio de Ciencia y Technology-Venezuela

· Molecular detection methodologies for proteins and DNA

· Impact on labeling regulations

· Limitations of each method and critical sampling criteria, validation and international status

· General outline of food related risks; procedures for the assessment of potential toxic and allergenic compounds in LMO-derived foods

· Issues involved in the introduction of novel proteins in LMO-derived foods

· Concept of substantial equivalence

· The introduction of traits conferring changes in nutritional and functional properties into LMO-derived foods

· Provisions of the Codis Alimentarius

· General outline of the safety assessment of LMO-derived foods, and the issue of food labeling.

Seed Testing Training Course On Electrophoretic and Pcr-Based Methods for Varietal Verification and Gmo Detection 2005

May 9-13, 2005

University of the West Indies-Mona Campus, Kingston, Jamaica (National participants; Dr. P. Umaharan and Dr. Brian Cockburn)

  


Article 23 – Public awareness and participation

	42. Does your country promote and facilitate public awareness, education and participation concerning the safe transfer, handling and use of living modified organisms in relation to the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity, taking also into account risks to human health? (Article 23.1(a))
	

	a)
yes – significant extent
	

	b)
yes – limited extent   
	

	c)
no
	x

	43. If yes, do you cooperate with other States and international bodies? 

	a)
yes – significant extent
	

	b)
yes – limited extent   
	

	c)
no
	X - Not yet but this issue will be addressed within the “Development of a National Biosafety Framework” Project

	44. Does your country endeavour to ensure that public awareness and education encompass access to information on living modified organisms identified in accordance with the Protocol that may be imported? (Article 23.1(b))

	a)
yes – fully
	

	b)
yes – limited extent   
	x

	c)
no
	

	45. Does your country, in accordance with its respective laws and regulations, consult the public in the decision-making process regarding living modified organisms and make the results of such decisions available to the public? (Article 23.2)

	a)
yes – fully
	

	b)
yes – limited extent   
	

	c)
no
	X - Not yet but this issue will be addressed within the “Development of a National Biosafety Framework” Project

	46. Has your country informed its public about the means of public access to the Biosafety Clearing-House? (Article 23.3)

	a)
yes – fully
	

	b)
yes – limited extent   
	x

	c)
no
	

	47. Please provide further details about your responses to the above questions, as well as description of your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Article 23, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	As a component of the Public Awareness activities that are being conducted as part of the development of the National Biosafety Framework, the public is advised that there is public access to the Biosafety Clearing House.  The Public Awareness activities includes general public education, youth fora and specialist stakeholder and focus group meetings and consultations. The specific activities conducted during this period are listed below:

1. Stakeholder consultations in:

· Trade & Legislation

· Health

· Agriculture & Environment & Research 

2. Further focus group meetings with:

· Livestock and Poultry Producers

· Farmer groups

3. 4 general public consultations in Trinidad and Tobago

4. 2 Youth Fora

5. 5 Public Open Days where the general public can get information on the topic of biosafety.

6. A media education meeting.




Article 24 – Non-Parties

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

	48. If there have been transboundary movements of living modified organisms between your country and a non-Party, please provide information on your experience, including description of any impediments or difficulties encountered:

	There have been no known trans-boundary movements of LMOs.




Article 25 – Illegal transboundary movements

See question 1 regarding provision of information to the Biosafety Clearing-House.

	49. Has your country adopted appropriate domestic measures to prevent and penalize, as appropriate, transboundary movements of living modified organisms carried out in contravention of its domestic measures? (Article 25.1)

	a)
yes
	

	b)
no
	x

	50. Please provide further details about your response to the above question, as well as description of your country’s experiences in implementing Article 25, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	Trinidad & Tobago is in the developmental stage of the NBF and there are no mechanisms yet in place to deal specifically with LMOs other than the traditional systems of plant quarantine.




Article 26 – Socio-economic considerations

	51. If during this reporting period your country has taken a decision on import, did it take into account socio-economic considerations arising from the impact of living modified organisms on the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity, especially with regard to the value of biological diversity to indigenous and local communities? (Article 26.1)

	a)
yes – significant extent
	

	b)
yes – limited extent   
	

	c)
no
	

	d)
not a Party of import
	x

	52. Has your country cooperated with other Parties on research and information exchange on any socio-economic impacts of living modified organisms, especially on indigenous and local communities? (Article 26.2)

	a)
yes – significant extent
	

	b)
yes – limited extent   
	

	c)
no
	x

	53. Please provide further details about your responses to the above questions, as well as description of your country’s experiences and progress in implementing Article 26, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	No comment since Trinidad and Tobago was not knowingly a Party of Import during the reporting period.




Article 28 – Financial mechanism and resources

	54. Please indicate if, during the reporting period, your government made financial resources available to other Parties or received financial resources from other Parties or financial institutions, for the purposes of implementation of the Protocol. 

	a)
yes – made financial resources available to other Parties
	

	b)
yes – received financial resources from other Parties or financial institutions
	x

	c)
both
	

	d)
neither
	

	55. Please provide further details about your response to the above question, as well as description of your country’s experiences, including any obstacles or impediments encountered:

	In 2003, the Government of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, received funds from UNEP-GEF as part of the global project to assist countries in the development of their National Biosafety Frameworks.




Other information

	56. Please use this box to provide any other information related to articles of the Protocol, questions in the reporting format, or other issues related to national implementation of the Protocol: 

	


Comments on reporting format

The wording of these questions is based on the Articles of the Protocol. Please provide information on any difficulties that you have encountered in interpreting the wording of these questions:

	The method used was simple and user-friendly. It met the objective of getting the work done with minimal disturbance within the working place.




�/ The use of terms in the questions follows the meanings accorded to them under Article 3 of the Protocol





