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“CONABIA milestones”

CONABIA: National Advisory Commission on Agricultural Biotechnology 



In 2014, CONABIA was recognized as a 
GMO Biosafety Reference Center by 
the Food and Agriculture Organization 
of the United Nations (FAO).

“Reference center”
ARGENTINA worldwide REFERENCE in 

GMO BIOSAFETY



How do we accompany the 
emergence of these 
techniques with an 
appropriate Regulatory 
Framework?

“Collaboration of sectors”

Argentina pioneer in the 
creation of a specific 
regulation for the use of 
genetically edited products



Genetically Modified Organism: Organism that has a combination

of genetic material obtained through the application of modern

biotechnology”.

Same as in Cartagena Protocol for LMOs

“GMO definition”
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• 2013 - CONABIA Started  to work on NBT´s Regulation.

• 2015 - Res. 173/15 Became official. (Plants) 

• Procedure to determine if a product obtained using NBTs would be

under the GM regulation or not.

• 2019- Res. 36/2019 Form for the presentation of Prior

Consultation Instances for plants, animals and microorganisms

obtained through New BreedingTechniques.

“ARGENTINA pioneer in Latin America”



RES. 173/15- Remarkable Features



Biotechnology Directorate and CONABIA may request the applicants to file additional data
and information in order to complete their assessments.

“ DATA package”



If the Product does not contain a new combination of genetic material In the

genome generated by NBT´s , the product is not considered a GMO... "

“REAL and HYPOTHETICAL products”



1. Innovation Speed of Gene Editing Products 

This graph represent the acceleration of Gene Editing 
products compared to GMOs



2. Opportunity for new developers

TOTAL QUANTITY OF PRODUCTS

The public sector and small businesses presented the 
majority of edited cases



2. Opportunity for new developers

A large part of the GE consultations carried out by CONABIA 
belonged to SMEs, public institutions while a small proportion 

corresponded to multinational companies.

TOTAL QUANTITY OF DEVELOPERS



3. Investment predictability

Products that made prior consultation with CONABIA 
according to the development status



It can be assumed that the gene edition will be used in 
a wider variety of species compared to GMOs.

4. Diversity of type of Organisms 



5. Greater availability of technologies in the market

Greater diversity of NBT features and developments in the 
animal and microbial kingdom, in addition to plants.



• The crops obtained by Gene Editing have the potential to

confront the challenges facing agricultural production, this

helps to increase the supply of food and other agricultural

products in a sustainable manner.

• Research and development of products obtained by state

institutions and small businesses that find it difficult to go

through a Regulatory System will be especially favored.

• The farmer may have more offer of products in the market

of similar phenotypes with lower costs and in less time.

Remarkable Features



"Current situation of NBTs regulation in Latin 

America"



“APPROACHES”

2015 ARGENTINA
2017 CHILE
2018 BRAZIL
2018 COLOMBIA
2019 PARAGUAY

These countries have very
similar regulations



APPROACHES in other Latin- American Countries

• Bolivia

• Cuba
NOT WORKING 
ON THE ISSUE

• México

• Uruguay
INTERNATIONAL 

DISCUSSION

• Guatemala

• Honduras

• Ecuador

• Costa Rica

REGULATION 
UNDERWAY 
PROJECT



• Policymakers and developers 

from public and private sector
Cali, April 3, 2018

“GENOME EDITING for Biotechnology Regulators in the Americas “ 

• Organized by  IICA (Inter-

American Institute for 

Cooperation on Agriculture)

• Main topics:

- Reseach and development

- Regulatory situation

- Cooperation among countries

- International statement



CAS/ COUNCIL, Statement ii(xxxv 2018)

http://consejocas.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/XXXVI-RO-CAS-Declaraci%C3%B3n-II.-T%C3%A9cnicas-de-Edici%C3%B3n-
G%C3%A9nica.pdf

Signed by the Ministers of Agriculture from
Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Paraguay and
Uruguay, members of the Agricultural Council
of the South (CAS), assembled in Buenos
Aires, Argentina.

Buenos Aires, Argentina, 

20 September 2018,



Committee on Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures

https://docs.wto.org/dol2fe/Pages/FE_Search/FE_S_S006.aspx?Query=(%40Symbol%3d+g%2fsps%2fgen%2f*+)&Language=ENGLISH&Context=FomerScript
edSearch&languageUIChanged=true

On Agricultural applications of precision biotechnology

Ginebra, November 1st ,2018

INTERNATIONAL STATEMENT

Argentina, Australia, Brazil, 
Canada, Colombia, Dominican 
Republic, Guatemala, Honduras, 
Jordan, Paraguay, Uruguay, USA, 
Vietnam, and the Secretariat of 
the Economic Community of 
West African States)



• The crops obtained by Gene Editing have the potential to confront the challenges

facing agricultural production, this helps to increase the supply of food and other

agricultural products in a sustainable manner.

• It is necessary to share information on product development and existing

regulatory frameworks applicable to them, exploring science-based opportunities.

• Work must be done with other countries, in order to avoid trade barriers for

products improved through gene editing.

STATEMENTS - Remarkable Features
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