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Recommendations by thethird meeting of the | CCP requesting action from relevant organizations

I would first like to congratulate you and youlleagues in the Secretariat for all your hard work,
which culminated in the Cartagena Biosafety Prdtecering into force on 11 September 2003. This
has been no small achievement. | am told thaif &zday, 62 States and the European Commissioa hav
ratified the Protocol and this is clearly a strdyagis for a successful first meeting of the Comfeeeof
the Parties serving as the meeting of the Pautieish will be held in Malaysia, February 2004.

| would also like to emphasize that the cooperabietween our respective organizations, which
is covered by our Memorandum of Cooperation of@&81ary 2002, has been a valuable experience for us
at OECD. The lessons we have learned, especiatyugh the implementation of interoperability
between our databases, has benefited a wide réoge activities.

I would like now to turn to your letter of 6 JuB803, which addresses the Recommendations by
the third meeting of the ICCP requesting actiomfim@levant organizations. Specifically, | woulkeito
bring you up to date with progress on those topésrred to in the attachment to your letter urigem
4.1.3: Information Sharing.

One of the key topics is that of the Unique Idigati The OECD Guidance for the Designation
of a Unique Identifier for Transgenic Plants (depeld under the auspices of our Working Group for
Harmonization in Biotechnology) was published inrbfa2002. Since that time, national authorities
have been working with the developers of produttassign unique identifiers for those products Wwhic
have already been approved and for which recorids iexOECD’s product database.

This process has accelerated in recent weeks @&ndrev now at the point where 80 unique
identifiers have been assigned. These cover therityaof plant products in our product databasd,as
far as we know, most of the LMO products which heaeeived commercial approval around the world.
It is my understanding that unique identifiers al® being assigned for products not yet approved a
under consideration by certain authorities. Agsult, we now have clear evidence that the “guidanc
can be (and is being) implemented widely in practit am convinced that this “guidance” for a ugqu
identifier could make an important contributiorthe implementation of the Protocol.

By the way, as products in our database have hssigned unique identifiers, information on
each product together with the unique identifiis been made available (through interoperabiliyhée
component of the Biosafety Clearing-House whichrasises Article 11 decisions.

At the same time, there remain several plant psdwhich have not yet had unique identifiers
assigned. In these cases, there does not appder &an issue with the “guidance”, but rather, there
appears to be a question as to what exactly iSaenesl to constitute a commercial application athin
the context of Article 11 of the Protocol) a “findkcision”. The OECD Secretariat, together with th
Working Group, is currently clarifying the situatiovith respect to these products, and | believe ttrea
findings, which will be considered by the next niegtof our Working Group in November, will be of
interest to you. At the same time, the Working @rowill be considering whether and how the
“guidance” might be extended to products of micabbind animal origin, which are not yet covered.



In any event, we are now in a position to estabigeroperability with the registry of unique
identifiers of the Biosafety Clearing-House, whiefil clarify those which have been assigned to date
We expect that this will be established within an&hort period.

As regards interoperability between our produdaldase and the component of the Biosafety
Clearing-House addressing Article 11 decisionsellelve that this has worked well. So far, we have
forwarded information on 38 products which haverbdee subject of national decisions. This number
will increase in the near future, given the reqaoigress made in assigning unique identifiers.

A number of our member countries have indicated tintention to take direct responsibility for
their information on national decisions in the fetuand to become directly interoperable with the
Biosafety Clearing-House via their national nodesthe OECD Secretariat, we believe that our i®ke
facilitate this transition as efficiently as podsibwhile maintaining (and where possible improyitige
current information that is found in the Biosaf@learing-House. We expect that this transitior
undertaken in an orderly and coordinated way. Whilsalso be an important topic of discussion fz t
meeting of our Working Group in November.

| have already alluded several times to the rdl®ew Working Group for Harmonization in
Biotechnology in managing the issues which aresthsect of our collaboration. The"™heeting of the
Working Group will be held from 24 to 26 Novembdecause of the nature of the issues to be addresse
within the context of our collaboration, | belietrt it will be important for the Secretariat toeaid this
meeting of the Working Group, as it has on previocsasions.If necessary, | suggest that we find an
opportunity immediately following the November niegt to discuss between the two Secretariats,
whether we need to take any additional actiongliraace of the first meeting of the Parties ser@aghe
meeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Protoc@iosafety.



As regards our existing Memorandum of Cooperatibis my understanding that it is
still valid in the current situation and need netrbvisited in the immediate future. | assume that
you will inform us when you feel that the statusttid Biosafety Clearing-House has changed as
the Memorandum only covers the pilot phase of tles&ety Clearing-House. At the same time,
| recognize that we will need to revisit the Memudam following the first meeting of the Parties
serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Camntaérotocol on Biosafety.

Finally, I would like to take this opportunity taise an issue which has not been
addressed (at least directly) in our MemorandumCaobperation, though it is related to
information exchange. | refer to the OECD Conseri3uacuments which have been published
under the auspices of our Working Group. The subpé most of these documents has been
either crop plants (such as maize, soybean, rapeség) or traits relevant to LMOs (such as
herbicide tolerance, virus resistance, etc.).

These documents contain information which OECDntioes have agreed is important in
risk/safety assessment. They contain, for exam@isrences to the “centre of origin and
diversity” of the crop in question. Our productatzase is making increasing reference to these
documents and because of interoperability, suckreates might also appear in the Biosafety
Clearing-House. Because these documents contdormation which could become of
increasing relevance to the implementation of tre@deol, | feel it is important to draw to your
attention an upcoming workshop (hosted by Canadejdd and the United States) which will be
held in Washington DC, from 21 to 24 October. @héhe main objectives of the Workshop is
to ensure the increased utility and applicabilifyGonsensus Documents and to ensure their
effective development. As always, the Secretariahe Convention is welcome to attend. In
any case, | will make the report of the Workshoagilable to you.

| have covered a number of issues in this lettat hrecognize that you may have
guestions of clarification or might wish to havéodow-up discussion. If that is the case, please
do not hesitate to contact me. In the meantimeguld like to offer you my best wishes as you
move forward with the preparations for the firstatieg of the Parties serving as the meeting of
the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafétigave every confidence that this will be a
successful meeting.



