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Your IBC  
 
Farewell and thank you to Dr Leonie Quinn who 

resigned from the IBC in May 2018.  

 
Welcome to new IBC liaison officer Mr Steve 

Dempsey, from RSB Plant Services.  

 

Proposed amendments to the Gene 
Technology Regulations  
 

In February 2018, the ANU provided a response to 
the OGTR’s proposed amendments to the Gene 

Technology Regulations which were released for 

consultation in November 2017.  
 

Following the close of the consultation period, the 
OGTR is now considering the issues raised in the 

submissions received and finalising the draft 

amendments. The amendments will then be 
proposed to the Commonwealth, State and 

Territory governments for their agreement. If there 
is agreement, then the OGTR will start the 

Commonwealth regulation-making process.  
 

The key proposals outlined in the draft 

amendments were as follows: 
1) Regarding new technologies, organisms modified 

using site-directed nucleases without templates to 
guide repair would not be regulated as GMOs. 

2) Regarding RNAi, it will be proposed to list the 

application of RNA molecules to induce RNAi as a 
technique that is not gene technology provided the 

RNA cannot give rise to changes to genomic 
sequence and cannot be translated into proteins. 

3) Regarding gene drives, it will be proposed to 

require a licence for all contained dealings with 
gene drive GMOs. 

 
Further information can be found on the OGTR’s 

webpage at  
http://ogtr.gov.au/internet/ogtr/publishing.nsf/Con

tent/reviewregulations-1. 

 
 

 
 

Review of the Gene Technology 
Scheme 
 
In 2017, the Legislative and Governance Forum on 

Gene Technology (the LGFGT) announced a review 
of the National Gene Technology Scheme. Phase 1 

of the review occurred in August/September 2017, 
identifying the issues that required consideration as 

part of the review. Phase 2 of the review occurred 

in November/December 2017. Phase 2 involved 
consultation with stakeholders to obtain 

information relating to the issues identified in Phase 
1. Phase 3 of the review closed in May 2018. This 

phase involved the release of the preliminary 

report, which presented the review findings from 
Phases 1 and 2 for stakeholder comment. The ANU 

provided responses to all three phases of the 
review. Further information about the review can 

be found at  

http://www.health.gov.au/internet/main/publishin
g.nsf/Content/gene-technology-review#phase-3  

 

NLRD application forms revised 
 

The NLRD application forms were recently revised 
with some significant changes being made. It is 

hoped that by improving the clarity of the 
questions, applications will require less revision by 

the researcher after review by the IBC, resulting in 

a faster approval process. The updated forms must 
be used for all future NLRD applications. They are 

now available on the IBC webpage at 
https://services.anu.edu.au/research-

support/ethics-integrity/applications-for-approval  
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NLRD applications for IBC approval or 
DNIR applications for OGTR approval 
can be expedited by: 

1) The chief investigator taking responsibility for 
the application, either by preparing it 

themselves rather than passing it over to a 
postdoc, student or technical officer, or by 

reviewing the application and, if necessary, 

editing it before it is submitted to the IBC.  
2) Making sure responses to questions in the 

application form are actually addressing the 
questions being asked. 

3) Making sure responses to questions do not 
including extraneous material that belongs 

elsewhere in the application or doesn’t belong 

at all. 
4) Running a spelling and grammar check before 

submission. A poorly prepared application is 
unprofessional and suggests the process is not 

being taken seriously. 

5) Avoiding jargon or undefined abbreviations. 
Some members of the IBC may be expert in the 

area of research covered by the application, but 
others will not. 

6) Responding promptly to IBC requests for 
revision. 

7) Responding to ALL of the IBC requests for 

revision. 
8) Tracking changes in the revised application as 

requested in the revision letter. 
9) Planning ahead rather than leaving applications 

to the last minute and expecting instant turn 

around. The IBC is comprised mainly of 
academic staff who have many other 

commitments and are giving up their valuable 
time to review applications. It is for this reason 

that we ask applicants to allow six weeks for 

applications to be reviewed, revised, reviewed 
again, and in some cases revised and reviewed 

once more. A well-prepared application will 
minimise time lost in revision and subsequent 

review. 
10) Ensuring risk assessments or SOPs submitted 

with an application are up to date and have, 

where possible, received independent expert 
review. Risk assessments or SOPs submitted 

with an application become part of the 
application and are therefore subject to IBC 

review, which will extend to WHS matters 

where errors or a lack of clarity are evident. 

 
 

New training requirement for 
undergraduate students  

 
Relevant areas across ANU will be notified shortly 
of a change to the training requirements for 

undergraduate (non-honours) students 
undertaking work under constant supervision in 

OGTR-certified PC2 facilities.  Undergraduate 

students and their supervisors will now be required 
to sign a declaration stating they have read, 

understood and agree to comply with the 
behavioural requirements for PC2 facilities, which 

are outlined in a new training document. The one-
page training document was developed in response 

to advice received recently from the OGTR. The 

implementation of the new training requirement 
ensures that all personnel undertaking work in ANU 

PC2 facilities are compliant with the behavioural 
requirements which form Part C of the Guidelines 

for Certification for a PC2 facility. Please note that 

undergraduate students allowed to work without 
constant supervision in an OGTR-certified PC2 

facility must still complete the Biological Safety and 
Gene Technology Practices training courses. 

 

OGTR and IBC PC2 Facility Inspections  
 
A big thank you to everyone who was involved in 
the recent OGTR inspection of PC2 facilities at both 

JCSMR and RSB. Overall, the inspection went very 

well. The inspectors were impressed with the high 
standard of our facilities and the procedures in 

place to ensure compliance with OGTR 
requirements. The official inspection report is due 

to be received in the coming month or so. 

 
It’s nearly that time of year again! Facility managers 

will be contacted shortly by the IBC Secretary to 
schedule the annual IBC inspections of OGTR-

certified PC2 facilities. The aim is to have all 
inspections carried out by the end of September.  

 

 
Need help?   
 

Contact the IBC Secretary,  
T: 6125 5325  

E: rdna.officer@anu.edu.au   
W:https://researchservices.anu.edu.au/ori/rdna/in

dex.php   
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