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	Page
	Line
	Comment

	9
	43
	Reference for WWICs should be 2012

	10
	31
	Reference for WWICs should be 2012

	10
	34
	Reference for WWICs should be 2012

	13
	22
	This should read, “writing as employees of the Synthetic Biology Project at the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars and Ohio State University,”

	17
	20-24
	It is not accurate to say that those early in their career are unfamiliar with the lab.  All students who conduct work in labs are required to receive lab safety training.  In addition the iGEM competition has extensive biosafety and biosecurity protocols in place in order to strengthen this lab safety training.  Please refer to the latest iGEM safety requirements: http://2013.igem.org/Safety 

	17
	27-31
	The Wilson Center has a new report being released in October 2013 which addresses these issues in terms of the misinformation surrounding the DIYbio community, its engagement, skill levels, educational levels, safety protocols and work being conducted. The report will be available here (in mid-October): www.synbioproject.org/library/publications/archive/6668/

	18
	15-17
	It should be noted that this team also developed a bio-containment strategy for its project to address potential biosafety concerns.

	18
	36
	This workshop was focused on cyanobacteria for biofuels not bioremediation.  The reference for this can also include a link to the notes:  http://www.synbioproject.org/events/archive/cea/ 

	19
	6-20
	This section is misleading.  There is no evidence that synthetic biology has been or will be used for de-extinction efforts.  Most of this theoretical work will be or has been done using traditional genetic engineering and DNA sequencing techniques.  In addition, the conservation biology community is still debating the legitimacy of de-extinction in general, which this document discusses later. This document is being used to decide whether synbio should be considered a new and emerging issue and therefore the utmost detail (including references) should to be included when linking such controversial topics to synthetic biology. This section is more about de-extinction rather than the impact synthetic biology may have on the CBD. 

	25
	9-20
	This section needs to be treated with the utmost care. Biosecurity is a serious topic which often is misunderstood and hyped in order to raise alarm bells. While there are legitimate concerns surrounding synthetic biology and biosecurity, these discussions need to be conducted honestly and accurately. There is no mention of synthetic biology in the CIA document referenced.  Making inferences where they do not exist, particularly CIA documents, only perpetuates this misinformation.  If the CIA document is discussed it needs to be discussed in relation to what it actually says and not try and link it to synthetic biology which it does not do directly. As this document is being used to determine whether synthetic biology should be considered a new and emerging issue, distinctions need to be made between synthetic biology and biotechnology in general. 

	25
	22-33
	While these are legitimate concerns, the studies referenced were using different techniques that some would argue are not synthetic biology.  This gets at a larger issue of definitions in relation to SB, but it should be noted when discussing these issues, particularly biosecurity related.  More detail about the experiments, what they actually did, and the specific techniques that were used would strengthen this section.

	
	
	

	General
	
	I think it’s important that the issues being discussed in this document follow the “Criteria for identifying new and emerging issues related to the conservation and sustained use of biodiversity”.  Since there is no clear definition of synthetic biology, many of the statements in this document are blurring the lines between synthetic biology, genetic engineering and biotechnology in general.  It will be important to clarify these differences during the discussions around synthetic biology and whether it meets the criteria for consideration. 

	
	
	


Please submit your comments to secretariat@cbd.int. 

