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	Comments on the draft documentation for SBSTTA-20


	Page #
	Para (or line) #
	Comment

	0
	0
	It is still a pending issue the inclusion or not of synthetic biology (hereinafter referred as "synbio") as a new and emerging issue in the agenda of the CBD, considering the criteria in paragraph 12 of Decision IX/29 and the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 of Decision XII/24. 

Notwithstanding the above, it might be needed a continuous process of submission of information on  synbio and the creation of a shared database on organisms constructed by means of synthetic biology, as well as additional in-person meetings on the subject. Considering the very dynamic nature of the subject and the fact that technology advances very quickly, it is recommended to keep national and international decisions and measures regarding synbio under constant revision. 
We highlight the importance of keeping a lasting online forum to discuss present and future reports on the issue.

	2
	6
	There was a very low number of submissions.

	3
	10
	It is necessary to address separately "organisms", "components" and "products" of  synbio, as proposed in the paragraph.

	3
	11
	Besides assessing risks on a case-by-case basis, it is also imperative that every risk assessment be grounded in science.

	4
	17
	Regarding "social impacts" it is important to bear in mind Article 26 of the Cartagena Protocol, which states that Parties "may take into account, consistent with their international obligations, 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".

	5
	26(b)
	The assumption in this item is inaccurate. It is affirmed that synbio leads to development of new biological systems that do not exist in nature. Nonetheless, modern biotechnology also may lead to such development. Synbio should be interpreted as a natural evolution of modern biotechnology techniques.

	6
	32
	There is no global consensus on what would be a precise definition of synbio. It is important to note that the definition proposed is very broad and general, and therefore makes the definition of living organisms developed through synbio almost indistinguishable from the definition of LMOs, according to the Cartagena Protocol. The proposed definition also does not take into account non-living products of synbio.

	7
	34
	The paragraph corroborates the general argument of this submission that it may be necessary a periodic review of measures and definitions regarding synbio. 

	10
	42, 43
	It is not appropriate to address international guidelines for regulatory frameworks and risk management recommendations in a fragmentary manner. Therefore, it is also not appropriate to identify international organizations and initiatives that are not comprised by the majority of the CBD members, such as the OECD, for the dissemination and development of the mentioned guidelines and recommendations. 

	10
	47
	It is important to bear in mind the ideas conveyed in paragraph 26 (d) and 27. Therefore, although currently living organism generated through synbio may fall within the scope of the Convention and its Protocols, as well as under existing national biosafety frameworks, that may not be case in the future, considering that new synthetic organisms may no longer be considered as "genetically modified" and may be completely different from the current LMOs.

	12
	55 (c)
	Even if it is impossible to compare an organism developed through synbio with a conventional organism, it is possible to compare that organism with controls (positive and negative), as it is already done with proteins, drugs and studies of metabolic pathways. Thus, it is possible to carry out the assessments and possible impacts of organisms developed through synbio.

	12
	57 (a)
	It is important to bear in mind Article 26 of the Cartagena Protocol, which states that Parties "may take into account, consistent with their international obligations, 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". It should be noted that synbio has potentially many positive socioeconomic impacts that goes beyond the one exemplified in the paragraph.    

	12
	57 (c)
	It is debatable if there is currently a "high level of uncertainty" regarding synbio. The environmental and commercial release of organisms resulting from synbio  should not be performed until procedures that allow for its assessment are in place, preferably through national regulation.  It is important to avoid, however,  associating such release to the existence of an international regulatory framework. Some national legislations may already deal appropriately with synbio and to require an international mechanism to address the issue could mean, in practice, a moratorium to all technologies involving synbio.    
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Please submit your comments to secretariat@cbd.int or by fax at +1 514 288 6588. 

