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	Target 16 
99-101
	Target 16: By 2030, establish and implement measures to prevent, manage or control potential adverse impacts of biotechnology on biodiversity and human health reducing these impacts by [X]. 

As we have submitted previously, the inclusion of a reduction target does not make Target 16 SMART, rather it is meaningless because there is no measurement, or credible evidence, of actual or potential “adverse impacts”, and therefore there is no basis for “reducing” such impacts. The absence of such information is noted in para 100 of the document (“There is no systematic
quantitative information currently available on actual and potential adverse impacts of biotechnology on biodiversity or on reductions of such impacts through biosafety measures.”)

This target cannot be properly considered without also looking at the applicable indicator. The most recent draft of the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework included one indicator:

16.0.1 Extent to which necessary legal, administrative, technical and other biosafety measures are in place to prevent, manage and control potential adverse impacts of biotechnology on biodiversity.

This indicator does not provide a measurement or assessment of “reduced impact”. Rather, it is a measure of the implementation of the Cartagena Protocol, which provides the modalities for the CBD obligation in Article 8(g). We agree with the notion in paragraph 101 that the actions necessary to support Target 16 should reflect Cartagena Protocol mechanisms, or more specifically, functional implementation of it at the national level by all Parties. Therefore, the Target needs to be redrafted to reflect the necessary action(s), taking into account that – as stated in paragraph 101 – 55% of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol have reported that they have fully implemented it at the national level, and an additional 39% have partially implemented it. 

As an alternative, we propose the following:

Target 16: By 2030, 100% of Parties to the Cartagena Protocol have established and are implementing measures to prevent, manage or control potential adverse impacts of biotechnology on biodiversity and human health. 

16.0.1 Extent to which necessary legal, administrative, technical and other biosafety measures are in place in Cartagena Protocol Parties to prevent, manage and control potential adverse impacts of biotechnology on biodiversity

16.0.2 Extent to which Parties are publishing information in the Biosafety Clearing House on their laws and regulations, risk assessments, and decisions.



Comments should be sent by e-mail to secretariat@cbd.int by 22 March 2021

Internal

