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Organisinns 

Dr Paul 1-Iutchisc:n, in 

To add to this dause line 29 on page paragraph: 

to provide a 
--.·v,u~u in inanagement new organis.ms (indud-
img geneticaHy modi.fled organb:rrts) 
oppor1tunities. 

Neiv 4B 
To inseit, after clause the clause: 

by Inserting, after 
to provide a prac­

TJroceernrnl!: v1ith caution in the man1age­

CLei'use 7 
To 
subsection: 

and 

The il~uthoriity must, 
in s11!l!s~t~iim 1(1 Mf!h], as best as 

ses of 

vmrd 
'Nords "reasonable and practicable". 

To add to new section (after 2 on page the 

mod.ified orga-

following 

2 on page 
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"(3) Tlil:.e Authority mus! not u,,pvG" 

ble or to 

38E 
subsection ( l) 
from subsection 

4 to 6 cm. page l 
!the words ';In any 

the qua1lifying organisms. 

vvhich are 1m1reasona­
the ne·w 

7 Offl lTL 

on 20): 

section ,t2A 8 and 9 on page and 
assesrnment [OJro~ects for fo,w rnsk ge1rneillic 

mf])dftficatfioim, '1levieI,&1nirH:rn1t ftn con~ailrmmrentt, illn]!J,i!n'1t into corritahumenlt". 
To insert in sectioll1 "in coritainmenf' 11 on 

the v,;ords "or import itnto ''-'L>'LU.~UHO.«'"'""' 

or 

the heading of new section L:2A 8 on page ami 
substitute the "R:i:npftd assessmen1 Iflrojcects fo1w-lr'isk ge1netiir: 
modft!li,c2rfo1:rn9 irllevefopnnent iln <tonlti?iinment~ ir,npm·t into cm11ltaftm.r111ell11i and 
!fi:elid 

vvords "develop a new m 
containment" (line l Jl 
field 

'', im.port into containment, all1d 

To i11se,t, 21 on page 44) 

Act is and 
the foUowing sections: 

Hearings 
The must hold a public heming 

in the evenlt an application is publicly cncuae>VM 

dance with this Act or ithe application is 
call-in. 

"60A JKn1vilatlim11 1k, makre 6,irnlbmr1dssion 

2 

hi not publicly notiued,-
persons it deems !to have an 

i11terest 
Ito it prior Ito determining 'Whether or no1l the 

r:he matters the 
on and the 

.::'.Jn':: to be 
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SifJl1C ]Provisions ireI:aithJJ.g to 
61 principal Act is arnendedl 

subsec1tion (7), the subsections: 

Prior to hok'iing any publicly notified hearing, the "H,cs,,,~·~cc 

Risk Assessment a 
,ci~em,ent -v -- to the proposed appHcaltion, 

The draflt Risk and ithe draft Fisk Management 
Plan L1ust be publicly relieasedl 1 of 
the 

A:t the smne 1tirne as the draft FJsk Assessment Risk 
Ilv1i:anage1r,ent Plmi are the Authority n:ms! set a 
kir a public the 

the is seeking sul:nnissions 
OfL 

The pulblic "'"·"•"H'i". days of the pulb]k 
notification. 

controls 

nev,r section 68( l (lines 26 and 27 on page 

Explanarb11ll:'Y note 
cm1clusions of the Conunitss:ion indude the 

IJ~<cY,.,,,~,,u carefuHy' and opportunities' it is fundamen-
tal that the legislalion provide a practical framework to ensme that can trappen. 

is it if not 
hurdles 

and comn1ercial It is important p,r,011JGEeil A.ct 
provide a practical frarne·work so 1that it is real 
circums:tanoes:'. 

7 By requiring ithe to co11sult with aH dasses of persons 
an interest in the standards, places 

to 

18, n.e1vi;_,-, section 38A 
lHJl!J'-i"\,·C, an urm.:::aliistic requiferne1-1t on an ""l"'V''L""''""'· 

case between 'Ivfofllhers Against Genetic 
M[initster EFJ1!iA. AgResearch, 
rneaning tc, the v10rd crea:tes i3l11 ? it would include -i.L~O,'CU 

unkno·wn' 

The ilnteqJretation its to two interpre-
tation d,earJly 

iE to be text, 

(b) mD:rmer that 
approadi. 
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the High Court's ruling, it is considered that the Act uu-v~,.-•• 'vvorka-
rather than to rely on a 1-Ii.gh Crnm:t 

be refrdgatecL 

IVelll/ section 38D The legisfafam needs to explicil the Ernits 
Contrnlis must be practicablle and justifiable. 

to explicit regarding the 
controls. must be reasonable, practicable relevan.L 

Nevv section 42A In view of the High Comt decision in Against 
JVIinister 
generic or applications 

~H~~·HM not rapid .assessment approval 
,:z;,en_enc modification, but to inclmk 

"' trans-Tasnmmi that is 
the Gene Technology Regulator in Australia .. 

consistency so investr11ent decisions m·e To achieve 
made frorn a level pla,ying field, 

To costly public consultation, 

the 

ethical spiritual 
ers" this was not listed as a major reco,mn1endati.on and 
reconunendations the Government's biotechnology 
nofogy Taskforce whi.ch advocate 

Cmnrnission inito 
sor!t of requirernent 

unpredictabiliiity and 

provide 
considered. 

4 

regula-

]Kaihautu Tilkanga 
has beefll established, 

spiritual, ethical rrwtters to 

')f tl.1r; 
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