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	MEXICO


In response to Notification SCBD/BS/MPDM/jh/67587, further to Decision BS-IV/11 of the Fourth meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the Meeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety (COP-MOP 4), which
“[r]equests Parties and invites other Governments and relevant organizations to submit to the Executive Secretary, not later than three months prior to the first meeting of the Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group, scientifically sound information available at that time, on the identification of living modified organisms or specific traits that may have adverse effects on the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity, taking also into account risks to human health;”
The Government of Mexico submits the following information.

The competent environmental authority’s review of the scientific information available to date revealed no living modified organisms (LMOs) or specific traits posing an environmental risk. The competent national authority’s analysis of the scientific information available to date on the risk to human health posed by the consumption of LMOs revealed no sound scientific evidence demonstrating harm resulting from the consumption of LMOs. Both conclusions are based on the experience to date and on the available scientific information consulted; both involve a case-by-case approach to the LMOs in question.
In the particular case of genetically modified corn, Mexican legislation has applied the precautionary principle, providing for the avoidance of this crop if its nutritional properties are affected or limited by modification. That is to say that Mexico has forbidden experimentation with and the release into the environment of genetically modified corn if its nutritional properties have been affected or limited by modification. Some scientific opinion has supported this measure.
· In its editorial, the February 2004
 issue of Nature Biotechnology discussed the production of pharmaceuticals, pharmaceutical precursors, and industrial compounds (generically known as pharmaceutical crops) in crop species used for human food or animal feed. It stated that such production entails a risk which should concern us as a society because of the possibility that pharmaceutical substances could be introduced into the food chain via grain mixture, pollen gene flow or another type of accidental mixture resulting from human inability to distinguish between food crops and pharmaceutical crops. 
· In November 2004, the North American Commission for Environmental Cooperation (CEC) issued its Secretariat Report, containing a series of recommendations related to the effects of transgenic maize
 in Mexico following a study conducted at the request of various organizations. The report states that
“[p]roducing pharmaceuticals and certain industrial compounds that are incompatible with food and feed in food crops poses unique risks to human health. This is of special concern in maize, which is a staple food produced following open pollination.”
Based on these conclusions, the CEC’s advisory group issued various recommendations, including the following one on the development of pharmaceutical maize:

“The modification of maize to produce drugs and certain industrial compounds not suitable for human and animal consumption should be prohibited, in accordance with the expressed intentions of the Mexican government.”
· A possible alternative to the production of pharmaceuticals or industrial compounds in food plants would be production in non-food plants such as tobacco and other such plants widely used in scientific research
.
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