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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. 

	2
	4
	There was a very low number of submissions.

	4
	24
	The definition proposed is very general and does not differentiate clearly synbio from modern biotechnology. The proposed definition also does not make reference clearly to non-living products originated from synbio.

	4
	27
	It is important to rely, whenever possible, on science-based information for measuring the potential positive and negative impacts of synbio. It is also important to focus both on the output product from the process and on the process itself when assessing the impacts.

	5
	30
	It is not clear what is meant by "indirect effects".  The mention of an adverse indirect effect should bring embedded the clear and measurable characterization of a potential damage, according to criteria defined by the Parties.

	5
	32
	The distinction between "organisms", "components" and "products" of synbio is very important to address that technology.

	5
	34, 35, 36
	It is an important conclusion that living organisms developed through current and near future applications of synbio are similar to "living modified organisms" (LMOs), as defined in the Cartagena Protocol and therefore encompassed by that Protocol. Nonetheless, there are cases in which there may be no consensus on whether the result of a synbio application is "living" or not (e.g. protocells) and there might be new synbio developments that do not fall under the LMO definition. Therefore, it is important to keep developments in the synbio field under constant revision for risk assessment purposes.  

	6
	41
	The statement in this paragraph is partially correct, since living organisms developed through current and near future applications of synbio are similar to LMOs and could be  presently regulated by the same protocols and mechanisms. There is, however, lack of clarity regarding "non-living" products of synbio. Regarding socioeconomic impacts, it is important to bear in mind the provisions of article 26 of the Cartagena Protocol.

	7
	47
	It is fundamental that any possible impact of synbio considered by the CBD be directly linked to the Convention's objective.

	7
	49
	It is important to stress that existing national regulatory frameworks shall be respected.

	7
	50
	Regarding socioeconomic impacts, it is important to bear in mind the provisions of article 26 of the Cartagena Protocol. Any potential socioeconomic implication considered by the  CBD must be directly linked to the Convention's objective. There is an ongoing AHTEG on socioeconomic considerations and it is important not to duplicate efforts.

	9
	52
	All listed potential adverse effects are similar to those arising from the use of LMOs or from the use of plants obtained by conventional breeding or synthetic products obtainable by chemical industry. Again it is important to highlight that potential impacts (positive and negative) should be assessed on a case-by-case basis and, whenever possible, on a science-based basis as well. Additionally, it should be noted that "loss of market share and income" is outside the scope of the CBD.

	10
	55
	The exchange of information and experiences through the Biosafety-Clearing House of the Cartagena Protocol should be encouraged, in accordance with national legislations.

	10
	58
	It is also important to keep the developments in the synbio technology under constant review for risk assessment purposes.

	11
	64
	Risk assessment frameworks for the regulation of LMOs are generally based on a comparative assessment. However, considering that many synthetic biology organisms might lack a proper comparator it could be a challenge to establish meaningful comparators in the future. In this regard, a coordinated work between the AHTEG on synbio and the AHTEG on risk assessment and socioeconomic considerations would be very valuable.
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Please submit your comments to secretariat@cbd.int or by fax at +1 514 288 6588. 

