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Executive summary 
 
On 9 December 2015 a webinar was jointly organized by the Food and Agriculture Organization of 
the United Nations (FAO), the Convention of Biological Diversity (CBD) and the Organisation for 
Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) to discuss the effective use of data on the 
databases hosted by three organizations. Through six presentations delivered by speakers from 
Japan, the Philippines, Malaysia, Spain, Mexico and Canada, participants recognized that the 
information and data shared on the respective databases are the critical source of information for 
monitoring the latest approvals in various countries thus contribute to the understanding of the 
global biosafety situations. In addition to the core data themselves, technical materials shared on the 
databases, including the Codex guidelines (FAO), BCH National Reports (CBD) and Consensus 
documents (OECD) were often found useful for risk managers in their decision making process. The 
usefulness of the up-to-date contact information of the competent authorities was highlighted as it 
stimulates effective and timely communication regarding the information/data shared by countries.  
 
The webinar helped the participants in understanding the structure of the databases, enabling them 
to obtain the necessary technical information and data in a timely manner. During the interactive 
discussion session, six speakers from Serbia, South Africa, Thailand, Moldova, Germany, and the 
Kingdom of Bahrain discussed their experience on the effective use of data, in addition to the 
discussions by all through a chat box. The participants recognized the usefulness of collaboration 
among multiple countries, in particular, to share their lessons-learned experiences on data-requiring 
situations such as the processes of risk assessment, public engagement and low level presence 
management. The webinar successfully provided “good practices” of the database use and the 
participants expressed the need of more training opportunity provided by three organizations. The 
full information about the webinar is available at http://www.fao.org/food/food-safety-quality/a-z-
index/biotechnology/biosafety-events/.  
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1 Introduction 
 

1.1 Background 
 
On 12 November 2014, the first joint FAO/CBD/OECD webinar was organized and a total of 120 
people from 55 different countries participated. During the first webinar, the mandates, scopes and 
activities of three databases: the FAO GM Foods Platform, the Biosafety Clearing-House and the 
OECD BioTrack product database were discussed. Participants recognized the clear differences in 
three databases and the importance of the co-existence of them. The complete report of the first 
webinar can be accessed at: http://tiny.cc/web1_report . Detailed information on the first webinar is 
available at: http://tiny.cc/webinar1  
  
Following the recommendations made during the first webinar, the second joint FAO/CBD/OECD 
webinar was held on 27 May 2015 at which 60 people from 41 countries joined. Participants 
discussed the importance of the national cross-sectoral communication among agencies involved in 
the biosafety regulatory process and the public engagement in the regulatory process of GMOs. The 
summary report of the online discussion can be found at: http://tiny.cc/web2_eDis_report. The 
complete report of the first webinar can be accessed at: http://tiny.cc/web2_report. Detailed 
information on the second webinar is available at: http://tiny.cc/webinar2  
 
The third joint FAO/CBD/OECD webinar was organized on 9 December 2015 to address the request 
from the participants of the first and second webinars that they benefit from a training opportunity. 
Thus the topic was determined to be the effective use of the data on three databases, providing 
practical information for the participants to apply in their day-to-day work. 
 

1.2 Scope 
 
The scope of the third webinar was the technical and practical aspects of the effective use of the data 
on the respective database, primarily targeting the Focal/Contact Points of the relevant databases 
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together with governmental officers working in the area of biosafety. Other interested professionals 
were also welcome to join the event. Regulatory or political factors related to the mandate of the 
databases were excluded from the scope of the webinar as these issues should be addressed by the 
respective governing bodies. 
 

1.3 Objective 
 
The objective of the third webinar was to provide training opportunities for participants in 
understanding the location, contents, specific meanings and possible use of the data that is made 
available on the databases. 
 

2 Summary of the webinar 
 

2.1 Participation 
 
Among 100 people from 69 countries registered to the webinar, a total of 65 people from 48 
different countries participated in the webinar. There were 15 participants (32.1%) from Africa, 15 
(23.1%) from Asia, 16 (24.6%) from Europe, 8 (12.3%) from Latin America, 7 (10.8%) from Near East 
and 4 (6.2%) from North America (Figure 1 – Annex 1). Most participants were working in public 
sector including the Ministry of Agriculture, the Ministry of Food, the Ministry of Environment, the 
National Food Safety Agency and the National Biosafety Authority (Figure 2- Annex 1). Among all 
people attended in the webinar 1, 2 and 3, 30 participants (46.2%) joined the third webinar for the 
first time, 18 (27.7%) for the second time and 17 (26.2%) for the third time (Figure 3- Annex 1). 
According to the analysis, more than half of the participants in the third webinar attended the 
previous webinars. This indicates that a theme of a webinar should not be repeated in order for the 
participants to avoid discussing the same topic multiple times. 
 

2.2 Methodology 
 

The webinar was held in two sessions to accommodate different global time zones. Session 1 
took place from 09:00-11:00 AM (Rome Time, GMT+1) and Session 2 took place from 16:00-
18:00 PM (Rome Time, GMT+1). The online conference tool Adobe Connect was used for this 
webinar as this platform could facilitate both presentations and interactive discussions. Prior to 
the webinar, practical information and technical instructions were made available at 
http://tiny.cc/Biosafety-Events. Electronic certificates of attendance were provided to all who 
attended the webinar. 
 

2.3 Agenda and proceedings 
 
The webinar followed the agenda that can be found in Annex 2. After a brief welcome and overview 
of the previous webinars, participants from Japan (Session 1) and Spain (Session 2) delivered 
presentations to explain how to use the dataset that they made available on the Biosafety Clearing-
House (BCH). Subsequently, a short discussion was facilitated by CBD and participants further 
discussed on the effective use of data/information on the BCH database. Similarly, participants from 
the Philippines (Session 1) and Mexico (Session 2) presented their experiences on the OECD BioTrack 
Product Database, followed by discussion facilitated by OECD. Then, presentations were delivered by 
participants from Malaysia (Session 1) and Canada (Session 2) on the FAO GM Foods Platform and 
the discussion was facilitated by FAO. During the last part of the webinar, an interactive discussion 
session was held for participants to discuss the usefulness of having country-to-country collaboration 
and the potential use of the database networks for such collaboration.  
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3 Presentations by countries on data/database use 
 

3.1 Japan  
 
Ms Ayako Yoshio explained that the details of environmental risk assessment of LMOs and regulatory 
frameworks for environmental risk management in other countries found on the databases are 
valuable for the control of new traits in Japan. Information on LMOs that are authorized in other 
countries, but not yet approved in Japan, is useful for monitoring the import from trade partners. 
Japan’s country profile on BCH can be accessed at http://tiny.cc/CBD-JAPAN. The presentation pdf-
file is available at: http://tiny.cc/web3_japan_pdf  and the video of the presentation is available at: 
http://tiny.cc/web3_japan_video  
 

3.2 The Philippines 
 
Ms Amparo Ampil recognized the OECD BioTrack Product Database as a key source of information 
when her country goes through its decision making processes in approving GMOs. Ms. Ampil 
highlighted that the documents shared on the OECD database can be extensively used as a basis for 
the risk assessment for GMOs and for formulation of related national guidelines. These documents 
can be found at: http://www.oecd.org/science/biotrack/ . Since the OECD database is the official 
source for the Unique Identifiers (UIs), regulators in the Philippines often visit the database to seek 
the guidance when validating new UIs.  
 

Questions from the participants 
 
Q1. Who are the main users of the BioTrack Product Database in the Philippines? 

A1. Ms Ampil: Main users of the database are the decision makers and technology 
developers.  

Q2. What is the main purpose of using of the data on the BioTrack Product Database in the 
Philippines? 

A2. Ms Ampil: The main purpose is to search for a set of documents generated by the 
working group and task force of OECD in order to incorporate the information for the 
decision making process.  

 
The presentation pdf-file is available at: http://tiny.cc/web3_philippines_pdf. A video of the 
presentation is available at: http://tiny.cc/web3_philippines_video. 
 

3.3 Malaysia 
 
Ms Anita Anthonysamy explained that it is important for FAO GM Foods platform to be considered a 
primary source of official records on the GM food safety assessment shared by Codex members. She 
also highlighted the usefulness of the up-to-date contact information of the competent authorities in 
food safety, as it stimulates effective and timely communications on the information/data shared by 
countries. She explained briefly how to access the records on the FAO GM Foods Platform by 
country, by commodity, and by trait.  She selected the record of ‘‘MON-88Ø17-3’’ as an example to 
explain the national GM food safety assessment results shared by Malaysia. She stressed that it is 
essential for countries to have all the information on the different databases up to date and 
consistent to encourage visitors and fellow country members to use the platform. All the information 
shared by Malaysia is available at http://tiny.cc/FAO-MALAYSIA. The presentation pdf-file is available 
at: http://tiny.cc/web3_malaysia_pdf. A video of the presentation is available at: 
http://tiny.cc/web3_malaysia_video. 
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3.4 Spain 
 
Ms Vanesa Rincón stated that Spain needs to comply with the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety (CPB) 
thus sharing the national reports on BCH becomes mandatory. So far Spain has shared 2 national 
reports that clearly explain the status of the country with respect to biosafety and handling of LMOs. 
Such reports of all the countries available on the BCH are beneficial to understand the position of 
each country in terms of implementation of the Cartagena Protocol. Spain has currently shared 181 
documents on the country’s decision and any other communications, and 184 risk assessment results 
conducted in the country. All the other data/information shared by Spain is available at 
http://tiny.cc/CBD-SPAIN.  
 

Questions from the participants 
 
Q. Does Spain conduct its own GM food safety assessment? Is EFSA’s assessment used? 

A. Ms Rincón: Yes, Spain conducts its own GM food safety assessment using the assessment 
results that EFSA produces.  

 
The presentation pdf-file is available at: http://tiny.cc/web3_spain_pdf. A video of the presentation 
is available at: http://tiny.cc/web3_spain_video. 
 

3.5 Mexico 
 
Ms Sol García stated that the OECD BioTrack Product Databases is important source of information 
that is in line with the official guidance in generating OECD Unique Identifiers (UIs) for Genetically 
Engineered (GE) organisms. It is always helpful for regulators to understand the UI system and 
subsequently be able to ensure the correct assignment of UIs. The OECD BioTrack Product Database 
is also useful in maintaining the country information up-to-date, since the structure of the database 
is harmonized through OECD UI with FAO GM Foods Platform, BCH and national database in Mexico. 
On the top page of the database, there are links provided to the databases hosted by FAO and CBD, 
and mentioned that such mutual links are very helpful for those looking for information on GM 
food/feed safety assessment. All the GE authorization information/data shared by Mexico on the 
OECD BioTrack Product Database is available at http://tiny.cc/OECD-MEXICO.   
 

Questions from the participants 
 
Q1. What are the regulatory options for stacked events in Mexico?  

A1. Ms Sol Ortiz García: In Mexico, GM food/feed that contains stacked event(s) is 
considered as a new product even if all single events that are stacked have already approved. 
Thus, safety assessments are conducted for all GM food/feed that contains stacked event(s). 
The Federal Commission for the Protection against Sanitary Risk (COFEPRIS), a branch of the 
Ministry of Health, is dealing with the issues as a competent authority.   

Q2. How does the authority deal with stacked events in terms of food safety assessment in Mexico?  
A2. Ms Ortiz García: If the parental non-stacked event has been approved previously, safety 
assessment needs to consider that previous information on each parental event as well as an 
interaction among the effects of those events. If the parental event has not yet approved, 
COFEPRIS conducts all the necessary safety assessments.  

 
The presentation pdf-file is available at: http://tiny.cc/web3_mexico_pdf .A video of the presentation 
is available at: http://tiny.cc/web3_mexico_video. 
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3.6 Canada 
 
Mr Luc Bourbonnière highlighted that FAO GM Foods Platform is a technical source of the 
information on GM food safety assessments for more than 170 countries. A practical use of the 
database would be the one in the situation of a Low Level Presence (LLP) incident. Any given national 
regulators could quickly look up the information on the Platform to obtain technical GM food safety 
assessment data of the GM event that is found in a low level. He believes that the Platform is 
currently the best place for such information as there is an assurance that the safety information on 
the Platform is official and in line with the Codex guidelines. The data/information shared by other 
countries may not be the only source of information in decision making process, but it can facilitate 
the risk management process. The simple interface of the Platform also facilitates easy comparison 
of the GM food safety assessment contents between countries. Canada is one of the most active 
members of the Platform community, contributing to the FAO database with over 80 GM food safety 
assessment results. All data/information shared by Canada are accessible at http://tiny.cc/FAO-
CANADA.  
 

Questions from the participants 
 
Q1. How does Canada manage LLP issues? 

A1. Mr Bourbonnière: In Canada, Health Canada and CFIA have been working together on LLP 
issues.  Health Canada is responsible for developing the policy regarding food safety 
standards and conducting the premarket assessment of novel foods including GMOs. CFIA, 
on the other hand, is dedicated to enforcing the food and drug regulation. Currently, the 
potential for LLP to enter Canada through imports is low since most of the GM foods that can 
be found in international trade have been authorized for use in Canada. However, other 
jurisdictions develop more GM foods intended for domestic use and those products could be 
threats of LLP in Canada. If Canada faces an LLP issue, Health Canada conducts the safety 
assessment and submit those results to CFIA to determine the future actions. OECD has 
published the document dealing with LLP issue available at 
http://www.oecd.org/env/ehs/biotrack/ on the BioTrack Product Database. 

Q2. How do food sector and feed sector collaborate together in Canada? 
A2. Mr Bourbonnière: Both sectors collaborate informally via a working group and a 
memorandum of understanding between Health Canada and CFIA. Evaluators in Health 
Canada work closely with the CFIA’s feeds counterparts as well as the CFIA biosafety 
evaluators. Health Canada also has no split approval policy with CFIA so GM foods are not 
approved until CFIA is ready to approve for feed and biosafety.  

 
The presentation pdf-file is available at: http://tiny.cc/web3_canada_pdf . A video of the 
presentation is available at: http://tiny.cc/web3_canada_video. 
 

4  Discussions on the effective use of data on the databases 
 

4.1 South Africa 
 
Mr Dean Oelofse stated that it is essential for all the relevant stakeholders to understand the 
information that is already available on three databases. As an initiative of Department of Science 
and Technology, Biosafety South Africa provides stakeholders with all the necessary guidance, advice 
and information to help ensure compliance with the regulatory requirements at all the various levels 
of GM research and development in South Africa. This service includes ensuring access to current 
reference databases including the BioTrack Product Database. Regarding the BCH, The South African 
Biosafety Clearing-House has been established as per Article 20 of the Cartagena Protocol on 
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Biosafety, in order to facilitate the exchange of scientific, technical environmental and legal 
information on LMOs at the national level.  
 

4.2 Thailand 
 
Ms Namaporn Attaviroj explained that regulators in Thailand review and use the information 
relevant to food safety assessment of other countries that has been made available on the FAO GM 
Foods Platform in order to understand the process of the safety assessment and the detection 
protocol. Currently, there are 7-8 traits of the imported GM foods that are in the process of the 
food/feed safety assessment. Ms Attaviroj mentioned that the link from the Platform to the 
respective country page of the BCH is useful since she obtains more related information from other 
databases. With this regard, she suggested that it would be useful if FAO/CBD could create similar 
links to the OECD BioTrack Product Database. 
 

4.3 Moldova 
 
Ms Angela Lozan stated that the national competent authorities in Moldova have access to the data 
on the BCH and use them as tools and guidelines that are used for domestic needs and training 
national personnel. Also, the BCH is a source of biosafety information available for different 
stakeholders and the large public and thus contributes to a better understanding and public 
participation. In addition, availability of the BCH in 6 United Nations (UN) languages is very useful for 
all main groups of countries. 
 

4.4 Germany 
 
Ms Karen Bohmert-Tatarev mentioned that the BioTrack Product Database is useful to make sure 
that UIs are correctly assigned. OECD has developed a tool “Verification digit checker” to ensure the 
correctness of the UIs available from the top page of the database (http://www2.oecd.org/biotech/). 
This is especially important when the necessary information is missing in the original application for 
the authorization (e.g. European Food Safety Authority/EFSA application).Ms Bohmert-Tatarev also 
uses the FAO GM Foods Platform to obtain the information on the molecular characterization of the 
GMOs since the EU genius database is currently focusing on the detection methods, molecular 
characterization and authorization of the GMOs. 
 

4.5 The Kingdom of Bahrain 
 
Ms Nujood Almuqahawi explained that Bahrain refers to the FAO GM Foods Platform for developing 
the standard for the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) since the Platform is important to gain the latest 
information around the world on the GM food/feed safety assessment. Bahrain is the member of 
GCC countries and has a role not only to develop policies and guidelines but also to participate in the 
standards formulation, implementation, and evaluation, in particular with the GCC food safety 
committee, and other relevant activities.  
 
A video of the discussion sessions are available at: https://youtu.be/7A0vUqwL92Y (Session 1 - 1), 
https://youtu.be/kpJIkbNsF8g (Session 1 - 2), https://youtu.be/zvneWCauZw4 (Session 1 - 3), 
https://youtu.be/Qez7DSWRTOA (Session 2 - 1), https://youtu.be/2p8H4xmuzrI (Session 2 - 2) and 
https://youtu.be/p4bx14yYwW0 (Session 2 - 3). 
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5 Discussion on the collaboration among countries and database 
network 

 

5.1 Regional and database collaboration 
 
It was discussed that countries belonging to particular regions have collaborations to share the 
information on risk assessment of GMOs. Having a common language facilitates the easiness of 
discussion to solve problems. This would be most effective if all the countries in a particular region 
participate actively. However, due to limited resources, regional collaboration might require 
assistance from international organizations like FAO, CBD and OECD. 
 
It was also discussed that the face-to-face meetings that are held by BCH on a regular basis could be 
the first point to generate the country-country collaboration. Having such meetings also with focal 
points for FAO and OECD might be helpful to initiate collaborations between countries. Ms 
Anthonysamy, Ms Lozan and Mr Tarasjev stressed that coordination of information sharing not only 
at international level but also at the focal points level is extremely important so that responsible 
persons are confident to use all three databases. It was suggested that focal points of three 
databases can cooperate and further use the data that has been already shared on one database for 
similar use on the other databases.  This could be difficult due to limitation of funds and differences 
in the scope among the three databases. However, once the aims/scopes are clarified, 
FAO/CBD/OECD can start looking at the face-to-face regional workshop at three databases.   
 
Mr Bourbonnière stated that when it comes to the LLP issues, for example, country collaboration 
using the FAO GM Foods Platform might be helpful since there are many related documents that can 
help stakeholders to make decisions. For the collaboration on the safety assessment on GM foods, a 
strong point is that Codex Guideline could be a common basis for the discussion.  
A video of the interactive discussion sessions are available at: https://youtu.be/3u3f1_JUOtc (Session 
1) and https://youtu.be/_r9BHH8b6LI (Session 2). 
 

6 Other questions and answers on the databases 
 
1. Even if a country has not yet validated its biosafety framework, could the country use the FAO 

GM Foods Platform to upload the information related to GM issues? 
 
FAO: All countries that registered to the Platform can upload the relevant information. For countries 
with limited resources, the database could be used as a platform for data/information sharing also at 
the national level. In fact, most of the member countries do not routinely conduct food safety 
assessment on GMOs but can share the data on the database. 
 
2. For LMOs that are yet to have unique identifier, how does the secretariat facilitate the 

submission of decisions to the BCH?  
 

CBD: In cases where the Unique Identifier is not available (for example, LMOs for field trials normally 
do not have UIs), CBD secretariats require a description of the LMO including its name, genes that 
were modified, etc, and publish a record for the LMO even if it does not have a UI. In cases where the 
LMO already has a Unique Identifier but it is not yet entered in the BCH, typically the country will 
request CBD secretariats to make a record for the particular LMO.  
 
3. Is everything available in 6 UN languages on BCH? Or is it about the navigation on the website? 
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CBD: The navigation of the BCH is available in the 6 official languages of the United Nations. In 
addition, the metadata associated with the records (i.e. the data that is not in the form of free text 
but that is offered as options when someone is registering a record) is mostly translated to all 
languages. The text content of National Records, which are documents submitted by countries 
directly to the BCH (for example, national laws and regulations), is only available in the official 
language in which the records were submitted. Most of the text content of reference records, which 
are records maintained by the Secretariat (for example, list of LMOs, genes, organisms), is only in 
English. 
 
4. How do you reconcile national data on the BCH and those available in other databases such as 

in Bio TrackProduct Database? 
 
CBD: The Secretariat has a role to support countries in meetings that requires to submit information 
to the BCH. We are constantly searching other international databases to see if and what information 
is missing in the BCH. We also systematically look for incomplete records that are not in full 
agreement with the requirements of the Cartagena Protocol.  About once a year, we contact national 
focal points to bring to their attention the information that is missing in the BCH and invite them to 
submit it. This supportive approach has brought positive results. 
 
5. Would it be possible to establish a central portal for all databases with the UIs as common 

denominator to access the relevant data in all participating databases?  
 
CBD: It might be very useful to have a centralized database where countries can access all the 
information contained in the BCH, FAO GM Food Platform and BioTrack Product Database. Three 
organizations are discussing the possibilities, but unfortunately there are cost and technical 
limitations that have not yet been overcome. For this to be done, a long-term commitment from the 
3 organizations as well as long-term funding will be required in order to maintain the 
centralized/harmonized information in one place. If there is a country who would like to provide 
financial assistance to make this possible, it is more than welcome.  
 

7 Conclusion 
 

The webinar provided opportunities to discuss the effective use of the data available on the 
various platforms. Participants recognized the data uploaded by other countries as a source for 
learning and monitoring the current situation on biosafety in global scale. The usefulness of the 
contact information of the responsible persons at the competent authorities were also widely 
acknowledged for further communications on the information/data shared by the counties. In 
addition, relevant materials including the consensus documents and Codex guidelines were often 
referred for decision making process at the national level. 
 
During the interactive discussion session, participants discussed the collaboration between countries 
and database network. It was also stressed that coordination of information sharing not only at 
international level but also at the national focal point level is extremely important so that the 
responsible persons could be confident to share information to the relevant databases. 
Final remarks were made thanking all the participants for their valuable and active contribution to 
the webinar. Many participants considered that the webinar collaboration was very effective to learn 
actual activities and their benefits on the use of the data on the three databases, and further 
requested to organize the next webinar.  
 

8 Next steps 
 



 

 

Following the outcomes of the discussion sessions, the following are the next steps to be taken: 

 Available information on the respective databases to be shared among three databases. 
o OECD will seek the possibility to create links to the country information page on the FAO GM 

Foods Platform and BCH 
o OECD will seek an improvement in having their Consensus Documents readily available for 

each specific GM event information. This way the link can be useful for both FAO GM Foods 
Platform and BCH. 

 FAO/CBD/OECD will seek the possibility to organize a face-to-face regular meeting to exchange 
country experiences and information on the topic of biosafety. 

 FAO/CBD/OECD will conduct consultation with their members/parties to understand specific 
needs in organizing more joint webinars in the future.  



 

 

Annex 1 Participation by Regions and Sectors 
 
FIGURE 1: Attendance record of participants from different regions 

 
FIGURE 2: Attendance record of participants from different sectors 

 
FIGURE 3: Attendance record of the joint FAO/CBD/OECD webinar series 
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Annex 2 Agenda 
 

Session 1 Session 2 Agenda Item Presenter/facilitator 

09:00 16:00 Opening 
Summary of the previous webinars 

Masami Takeuchi, FAO 
Kosuke Shiraishi, FAO 

09:10 16:10 Country presentation 

 Japan (Session 1) 

 Spain (Session 2) 

 
Ayako Yoshio 
Vanesa Rincón 

Discussion  Facilitated by Manoela Miranda, 
CBD 

0940: 16:40 Country presentation 

 Philippines (Session 1) 

 Mexico (Session 2) 

 
Amparo Ampil 
Sol Ortiz García 

Discussion  Facilitated by Takahiko Nikaido, 
OECD 

10:10 17:10 Country presentation 

 Malaysia (Session 1) 

 Canada (Session 2) 

 
Anita Anthonysamy 
Luc Bourbonnière 

Discussion   Facilitated by Masami Takeuchi, 
FAO 

10:40 17:40 Interactive Discussion 

 Collaboration between 
countries  

 Usefulness of the database 
networks 

All  

10:55 17:55 Closure Peter Kearns, OECD (Session 1) 
Manoela Miranda, CBD (Session 2) 

  



 

 

Annex 3 Attended Participants 
 

AFGHANISTAN  
Ahmadwali AMINEE 
Public Nutrition Department of Ministry of 
Public Health  
Email: amineeahmadwali@gmail.com 
 
ALBANIA  
Ledi PITE 
Public Nutrition Department of Ministry of 
Public Health  
Email: l_pite@hotmail.com  
 
ARGENTINA 
Germán CEIZEL BORELLA 
Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock and fisheries 
of Argentina 
Email: gceizel@magyp.gob.ar  
 
Andrés MAGGI 
National Service for Agrifood Heatlh and 
Quality 
Email: amaggi@senasa.gob.ar 
 
Patricia MIRANDA 
Rosario Institute of Agrobiotechnology 
Email: patricia.miranda@indear.com  
 
BELARUS 
Galina MOZGOVA 
Institute of Genetics and Cytology at the 
National Academy of Sciences of Belarus  
Email: g.mozgova@yandex.ru  
 
BELGIUM 
Fanny COPPENS 
Scientific Institute for Public Health, Belgium  
Email: Fanny.coppens@wiv-isp.be  
 
BRAZIL 
Marcelo Henrique  AGUIAR DE FREITAS 
Empresa Brasileira de Pesquisa Agropecuária  
 Email: marcelo.freitas@embrapa.br  
 
CANADA 
Jordan BEAN 
Health Canada 
Email: jordan.bean@hc-sc.gc.ca   
 
Luc BOURBONNIÉRE 

Health Canada 
Email: Luc.bourbonniere@hc-sc.gc.ca 
 
CÔTE D’IVOIRE 
Stanislas Dewinther TAPE 
Comité National du Codex Alimentarius de 
Côte d’Ivoire 
Email: stantape@gmail.com  
 
FINLAND 
Kirsi TORMAKANGAS 
Board for Gene Technology 
Email: Kirsi.tormakangas@stm.fi  
 
GABON 
Milendiji Koumba CHIMENE MICHELLE 
L'environnement et de la Protection de la 
Nature 
Email: michellemilendji@yahoo.fr  
 
Branly Wilfryd EFFA EFFA 
Institut de Recherches Agronomiques et 
Forestières 
Email: branlyeffeffa@gmail.com  
 
GAMBIA 
Abdoulie SAWO 
Department of Parks and Wildlife 
Management 
Email: abdoulies@gmail.com 
 
GHANA 
Kwame ASAMOAH-OKYERE 
Food and Drugs Authority 
Email: kwamedei@hotmail.com  
 
GERMANY 
Karen BOHMERT-TATAREV 
BVL-Federal Office of Consumer Protection 
and Food Safety 
Email: Karen.Bohmert-Tatarev@bvl.bund.de 
 
GUATEMALA 
Leslie Melisa OJEDA CABRERA 
Consejo Nacional de Áreas Protegidas 
Email: megadiversidad@gmail.com 
 
HONDURAS 
Oscar ESCALANTE 

mailto:amineeahmadwali@gmail.com
mailto:l_pite@hotmail.com
mailto:gceizel@magyp.gob.ar
mailto:amaggi@senasa.gob.ar
mailto:patricia.miranda@indear.com
mailto:g.mozgova@yandex.ru
mailto:Fanny.coppens@wiv-isp.be
mailto:marcelo.freitas@embrapa.br
mailto:jordan.bean@hc-sc.gc.ca
mailto:Luc.bourbonniere@hc-sc.gc.ca
mailto:stantape@gmail.com
mailto:Kirsi.tormakangas@stm.fi
mailto:michellemilendji@yahoo.fr
mailto:branlyeffeffa@gmail.com
mailto:abdoulies@gmail.com
mailto:kwamedei@hotmail.com
mailto:Karen.Bohmert-Tatarev@bvl.bund.de
mailto:megadiversidad@gmail.com


 

 

Secretaria de Agricultura y Ganaderia 
Email: oscaresca2000@yahoo.com.mx 
 
HUNGARY 
Ágnes FEJES 
Ministry of Agriculture, Hungarian Gene 
Technology Authority 
Email: agnes.fejes@fm.gov.hu 
 
IRAN 
Behzad GHAREYAZIE 
Agricultural Biotechnology Research Institute 
of Iran 
Email: ghareyazie@yahoo.com 
 
Samina KAHAK 
Guilan University, Biosafety Society of Iran 
Email: s.kahak@yahoo.com 
 
ITALY 
Bruno MEZZETTI 
Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Environmental Sciences 
Email: b.mezzetti@univpm.it 
 
JAPAN 
Ayako YOSHIO 
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 
Email: ayako_yoshio@nm.maff.go.jp 
 
KAZAKHSTAN 
Kulyash ISKANDAROVA 
National Center for Biotechnology 
Email: iskandarova@biocenter.kz 
 
Yerlan RAMANKULOV 
National Center for Biotechnology 
Email: info@biocenter.kz 
 
KENYA 
Dorington OGOYI 
National Biosafety Authority 
Email: dogoyi@biosafetykenya.go.ke  
 
KINGDOM OF BAHRAIN 
Nujood ALMUQAHWI 
Ministry of health 
Email: Cammomile2006@hotmail.com 
 
LEBANON 
Narmeen MALLAH 

American University of Science and 
Technology 
Email: nmallah@aust.edu.lb  
 
Mona SIBLINI 
Ministry of Agriculture 
Email: msiblini@agriculture.gov.lb  
 
 
LESOTHO 
Mosiuoa BERENG 
Ministry of Tourism, Environment and Culture-
Department of Environment 
Email: wmbereng@yahoo.com 
 
LIBERIA 
Johansen VOKER 
Environmental Protection Agency of Liberia 
Email: vokerj@yahoo.com 
 
MACEDONIA 
Suzana POPOVSKA 
Food and Veterinary Agency 
Email: spopovska@fva.gov.mk 
 
MADAGASCAR 
Nirina Sitefana RATAHINJANAHARY 
Food and Veterinary Agency 
Email: spopovska@fva.gov.mk  
 
MALAYSIA 
Anita ANTHONYSAMY 
Department of Biosafety Malaysia 
Email: anita@nre.gov.my 
 
Johnny ANDREW 
University Putra Malaysia 
Email: andrew.johnny@gmail.com 
 
MAURITIUS 
Sharmila BULDEWO 
Food Technology Laboratory/Ministry of Agro-
Industry & Food security 
Email: sbuldewo@govmu.org 
 
MEXICO 
Sol ORTIZ-GARCIÁ 
Intersecretarial Commission of Biosafety and 
Genetically Modified Organisms 
Email: sortiz@conacyt.mx 
 
Rosa Inés GONZÁLEZ-TORRES 

mailto:oscaresca2000@yahoo.com.mx
mailto:agnes.fejes@fm.gov.hu
mailto:ghareyazie@yahoo.com
mailto:s.kahak@yahoo.com
mailto:b.mezzetti@univpm.it
mailto:ayako_yoshio@nm.maff.go.jp
mailto:iskandarova@biocenter.kz
mailto:info@biocenter.kz
mailto:dogoyi@biosafetykenya.go.ke
mailto:Cammomile2006@hotmail.com
mailto:nmallah@aust.edu.lb
mailto:msiblini@agriculture.gov.lb
mailto:wmbereng@yahoo.com
mailto:vokerj@yahoo.com
mailto:spopovska@fva.gov.mk
mailto:spopovska@fva.gov.mk
mailto:anita@nre.gov.my
mailto:andrew.johnny@gmail.com
mailto:sbuldewo@govmu.org
mailto:sortiz@conacyt.mx


 

 

Intersecretarial Commission of Biosafety and 
Genetically Modified Organisms 
Email: rgonzalezt@conacyt.mx 
 
MOLDOVA 
Lozan ANGELA 
Ministry of Environment, Biosafety Office 
Email: angelalozan@yahoo.com 
 
MONGOLIA 
Sandagdorj BAYARKHUU 
National Biosafety Committee 
Email: bayarkhuu@mne.gov.mn 
 
NIGERIA 
Blessing ALIGWEKWE 
Federal Ministry of Environment Abuja 
Email: buonye@gmail.com 
 
THE NETHERLANDS 
Gijs Kleter 
RIKILT, Wageningen UR 
Email: Gijs.kleter@wur.nl 
 
THE PHILIPPINES 
Ma Lolerie AGBAGALA 
Bureau of Plant Industry 
Email: bpibiotechsecretariat@yahoo.com 
 
Amparo AMPIL 
Department of Agriculture 
Email: acascolan@yahoo.com 
 
Claudine Kristina PASCUAL 
National Committee on Biosafety of the 
Philippines – Department of Science and 
Technology 
Email: Claudinekristia.boy@gmail.com 
 
Sheeb Kaiserin QUIAONZA 
Bureau of Plant Industry 
Email: bpibiotechsecretariat@yahoo.com 
 
Veronica SINOHIN 
Department of Environment and Natural 
Resources 
Email: vosinohin@gmail.com 
 
SERBIA 
Aleksej TARASJEV 

Department of Evolutionary Biology, Institute 
for Biological Research "dr Siniša Stanković", 
University of Belgrade 
Email: tarasjev@yandex.ru 
 
SIERRA  LEONE 
Hassan MANSARAY 
Nuclear safety and radiation protection 
authority 
Email: hassanmansaray08@gmail.com 
 
Zainab KOROMA 
Nuclear safety and radiation protection 
authority 
Email: zeezee1212@gmail.com 
 
SLOVAK REPUBLIC 
Petra GEREKOVÁ 
Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development 
of the Slovak Republic 
Email: petra.gerekova@land.gov.sk 
 
SOUTH AFRICA 
Dean OELOFSE 
Agricultural Research Council 
Email: doelofse@arc.agric.za 
 
SPAIN 
Lucia RODA 
National Commission on Biosafety Ministry of 
Agriculture, Food and Environment 
Email: at_sgcamai18@magrama.es 
 
Vanesa RINCON MARTIN 
Ministerio de Agricultura, Alimentación y 
Medio Ambiente 
Email: protocolo.cartagena@magrama.es 
 
SWITZERLAND 
Ronit LE COUTRE 
Business and Industry Advisory Committee to 
OECD 
Email: Ronit.LeCoutre@nestle.com 
 
TAJIKISTAN 
Dilovarsho DUSTOV 
National Biodiversity and Biosafety Center 
Email: ddilovar@gmail.com 
 
TANZANIA 
Francis MAPUNDA 
Tanzania Food and Drug Agency 

mailto:rgonzalezt@conacyt.mx
mailto:angelalozan@yahoo.com
mailto:bayarkhuu@mne.gov.mn
mailto:buonye@gmail.com
mailto:Gijs.kleter@wur.nl
mailto:bpibiotechsecretariat@yahoo.com
mailto:acascolan@yahoocom
mailto:Claudinekristia.boy@gmail.com
mailto:bpibiotechsecretariat@yahoo.com
mailto:vosinohin@gmail.com
mailto:tarasjev@yandex.ru
mailto:hassanmansaray08@gmail.com
mailto:zeezee1212@gmail.com
mailto:petra.gerekova@land.gov.sk
mailto:doelofse@arc.agric.za
mailto:at_sgcamai18@magrama.es
mailto:protocolo.cartagena@magrama.es
mailto:Ronit.LeCoutre@nestle.com
mailto:ddilovar@gmail.com


 

 

Email: francis.mapunda@tfda.or.tz  
 
THAILAND 
Namaporn ATTAVIROJ 
National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity 
and Food Standards 
Email:jzanamaporn@gmail.com 
 
TURKEY 
Birgul GUNER 
Ministry of Food, Agriculture and Livestock, 
General Directorate of Agricultural Research 
and Policies 
Email: bguner@tagem.gov.tr 
 
UAE 
Hamda LOOTAH 
Ministry of Environment and Water 
Email: Halootah@moew.gov.ae 
 
Hassina ALI 
Ministry of Environment and Water 
Email: hachihi@moew.gov.ae 
 
Amrutha ANANDARAMAN 
Cornell University 
Email: aa2259@cornell.edu 
 
USA 
Laurie BENNETT 
USA Research Foundation 
Email: lbennett@ilsi.org 
 
Kathleen JONES 
Food and Drug Administration 
Email: Kathleen.jones@fda.hhs.gov 
 
 
 

mailto:francis.mapunda@tfda.or.tz
mailto:jzanamaporn@gmail.com
mailto:bguner@tagem.gov.tr
mailto:Halootah@moew.gov.ae
mailto:hachihi@moew.gov.ae
mailto:aa2259@cornell.edu
mailto:lbennett@ilsi.org
mailto:Kathleen.jones@fda.hhs.gov


 

20 
 

Annex 4 Other Registered Participants 
 
AZERBAIJAN 
Mehraj ABBASOV 
Genetic Resources Institute of Azerbaijan 
National Academy of Sciences 
Email: mehraj_genetic@yahoo.com  
 
BELARUS 
Elena GUZENKO 
Institute of Genetics and Cytology National 
Academy of Sciences of Belarus 
Email: e.guzenko@igc.by 
 
BRAZIL 
Luciana AMBROZEVICIUS 
Ministry of Agriculture 
Email: luciana.pimenta@agricultura.gov.br 
 
CAMEROON 
Thierry YIMGA YAO 
Ministry of Environment, Protection of Nature 
and Sustainable Development 
Email: yimgayaothierry@yahoo.fr 
 
CANADA 
Sarah LUKIE 
Global Industry Coalition 
Email: Sarah.lukie@croplife.org 
 
COLOMBIA 
Jose Leonardo BOCANEGRA SILVA 
Research Institute on Biological Resource, 
Alexander von Humboldt 
Email: jbocanegra@humboldt.org.co 
 
CUBA 
Lenia ARCE HERNÁNDEZ 
Centro Nacional de Seguridad Biológica. 
Oficina de Regulación Ambiental y Seguridad 
Nuclear. Ministerio de Ciencia, Tecnología y 
Medio Ambiente 
Email: lenia@orasen.co.cu 
 
Juan Carlos MENÉNDEZ DE SAN PEDRO LÓPEZ 
Centro Nacional de Seguridad Biológica. 
Oficina de Regulación Ambiental y Seguridad 
Nuclear. Ministerio de Ciencia, Tecnología y 
Medio Ambiente 
Email: jc@orasen.co.cu 
 

ECUADOR 
Verónica GRANDA 
Servicio Euatoriano de Normazización 
Email: vgranda@normalziacion.gob.ec 
 
GERMANY 
Joachim BENDIEK 
Federal Office of Consumer Protection and 
Food Safety 
Email: 405@bvl.bund.de 
 
GUYANA 
Marlan COLE 
Government Analyst Food and Drug 
Department 
Email: mcole@health.gov.gy 
 
LATVIA 
Inese ALEKSEJEVA 
Ministry of Agriculture 
Email: Inese.Aleksejeva@zm.gov.lv 
 
LEBANON 
Lamis CHALAK 
The Lebanese University – Faculty of 
Agriculture 
Email: lamis.chalak@gmail.com 
 
LIBYA 
Mohamed ALDAKAR 
Environment General Authority 
Email: Mohamed_alkadaffi22@yahoo.com 
 
MAURITIUS 
Shalini Amnee NEELIAH 
Dairy Chemistry Division, Ministry of Agro 
Industry and Food Security 
Email: sneeliah@govmu.org 
 
Balakrishna PONNUSAWMY 
Ministry of Agro Industry and Food Security 
Email: bponnusawmy@govmu.org 
 
NETHERLANDS 
Harry KUIPER 
Formerly RIKILT, Institute of Food Safety, 
WUR, Wageningen 
Email: Harry.kuiper@wur.nl 
 

mailto:mehraj_genetic@yahoo.com
mailto:e.guzenko@igc.by
mailto:luciana.pimenta@agricultura.gov.br
mailto:yimgayaothierry@yahoo.fr
mailto:Sarah.lukie@croplife.org
mailto:jbocanegra@humboldt.org.co
mailto:lenia@orasen.co.cu
mailto:jc@orasen.co.cu
mailto:vgranda@normalziacion.gob.ec
mailto:405@bvl.bund.de
mailto:mcole@health.gov.gy
mailto:Inese.Aleksejeva@zm.gov.lv
mailto:lamis.chalak@gmail.com
mailto:Mohamed_alkadaffi22@yahoo.com
mailto:sneeliah@govmu.org
mailto:bponnusawmy@govmu.org
mailto:Harry.kuiper@wur.nl


 

21 
 

NIGER 
Gado Zaki MAHAMAN 
Ministry of Environment 
Email: mahamane_gado@yahoo.fr 
 
PAKISTAN 
Zia Ud Din KHATTAK 
Pakistan Environmental Protection Agency, 
Islamabad 
Email: ziakhattak12@gmail.com 
 
PAPUA NEW GUINIA 
Tom OKPUL 
PNG University of Technology 
Email: tokpul@ag.unitech.ac.pg 
 
PARAGUAY 
Danilo FERNANDEZ RIOS 
Facultad de Ciencias Exactas y Naturales, 
Universidad Nacional de Asuncion 
Email: dfernandez@facen.una.py 
 
SLOVAKIA 
Natalia MOGELSKA 
The Ministry of Environment of the Slovak 
Republic 
Email: natalia.mogelska@enviro.gov.sk 
 
SPAIN 
Esther ESTEBAN RODRIGO 
Ministerio de Agricultura, Alimentación y 
Medio Ambiente 
Email: protocolo.cartagena@magrama.es 
 
SUDAN 
Nazik AHMED 
Sudan National Biosafety Council 
Email: nazblanka@gmail.com  
 
SURINAME 
Haydi BERRENSTERIN 
Office of the President of the Republic 
Suriname 
Email: Yahdi.berrenstein@president.gov.sr 
 
SYRIA 
Belal ALHAYEK 
Ministry of State for Environment Affairs 
Email: blalhayek75@gmail.com 
 
SWAZILAND 
Bongani NKHABINDZE 

Swaziland Environment Authority 
Email: bongani@sea.org.sz 
 
TUNISIA 
Sana JABALLAH 
AgriFood Technical Center-CTAA 
Email: sana.jaballah@ctaa.com.tn 
 
TURKEY 
Ozkan ISA 
Ministry of Food, Agriculture and Livestock, 
General Directorate of Agricultural Research 
and Policies 
Email: iozkan@tagem.gov.tr 
 
UGANDA 
Moreen WEJULI 
Uganda National Bureau of Standards 
Email: weremoreen@yahoo.com 
URUGUAY 
Elisa DALGALARRONDO 
Dirección Nacional de Medio Ambiente 
Email: elisa.dalgalarrondo@mvotma.gub.uy 
 
Fabiana REY 
Laboratorio Tecnológico del Uruguay 
Email: frey@latu.org.uy 
 
Inés MARTÍNEZ 
Laboratorio Tecnológico del Uruguay 
Email: imartin@latu.org.uy 
 
UK 
Ivy WELLMAN 
Department of Environment, Food and Rural 
Affairs 
Email: Ivy.wellman@defra.gsi.gov.uk 
 
VENEZUELA 
Carliz DIAZ 
Direccion General de Diversidad Biologica/ 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para 
Ecosocialismo y Aguas 
Email: carlizdiaz@gmail.com 
 

mailto:mahamane_gado@yahoo.fr
mailto:ziakhattak12@gmail.com
mailto:tokpul@ag.unitech.ac.pg
mailto:dfernandez@facen.una.py
mailto:natalia.mogelska@enviro.gov.sk
mailto:protocolo.cartagena@magrama.es
mailto:nazblanka@gmail.com
mailto:Yahdi.berrenstein@president.gov.sr
mailto:blalhayek75@gmail.com
mailto:bongani@sea.org.sz
mailto:sana.jaballah@ctaa.com.tn
mailto:iozkan@tagem.gov.tr
mailto:weremoreen@yahoo.com
mailto:elisa.dalgalarrondo@mvotma.gub.uy
mailto:frey@latu.org.uy
mailto:imartin@latu.org.uy
mailto:Ivy.wellman@defra.gsi.gov.uk
mailto:carlizdiaz@gmail.com

