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Brussels, 21 April 2008

RE: Request for a meeting on genetically modified crops and the May 7th College orientation debate

Dear Commissioner INSERT NAME,

We understand that there will be a College orientation debate on GMOs on May 7th, where you will be asked to comment on the risk assessment and approval of genetically modified crops in the European Union, and Commission policy more generally on this issue. We would like to meet with you before this date to share our research and views on the topics that are likely to arise in the debate. 

As you know, GMOs are highly controversial. In particular we feel that it is important to raise the following points:

· Scientific controversy and uncertainty: there is growing debate both in terms of the health and environmental impacts of genetically modified crops, as well as regarding the definition and protocols for risk assessment. Recently, research scientists from 11 European countries wrote an open letter to Commissioner Dimas in support of the proposal not to authorise any more genetically modified maize crops for commercial growing in the EU.

· Consumer concerns. 58% of the European public opposes the use of genetically modified organisms. In many European countries the levels of concern reach 70-80%
. This opposition has been consistent for the past 10 years and thus decision makers do need to take it seriously and address options for competitive agriculture and research that are in line with what the market wants. This is reflected in the EU decision-making process on GMO where the majority of Member States consistently reject Commission requests for GMO authorizations.

· Implications for poverty and hunger. There has been much made of the alleged potential of GM crops to feed the world however very little if any of this potential has materialised whilst other farming models and methods show real potential. Recently, the UN conducted the International Assessment of Agricultural Science and Technology for Development
. This is the equivalent for agriculture as is the IPCC report for climate change. The UN Synthesis Report concludes that genetically engineered crops are not a solution for poverty, hunger or climate change. 

· EU institutional level. The European Food Safety Agency (EFSA) has recognized that it lacks the methods to be used for carrying out long term assessment of the health and environmental impacts of GMOs as required under EU GMO legislation.  Furthermore, for its evaluations, the EFSA is dependent on incomplete data from the biotech industry which the Commission has itself criticised for being of poor quality
. These and other issues have resulted in the work of the EFSA’s GMO panel becoming highly controversial thus undermining the EU approvals system for GMOs.

The outcome of the College orientation debate will send a message to institutions, member states and the public on what approach the Commission will take on GMOs in agriculture, food and feed in the short and medium term. It will also be clear indication of the extent to which the Commission is receptive to scientific, public and political concerns.

We hope to have an opportunity to meet with you soon and hope you do not mind if we follow up this letter by phone to arrange a suitable date.

Yours sincerely,
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Magda Stoczkiewicz 

Director

Friends of the Earth Europe
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Jorgo Riss

Director

Greenpeace European Unit


CC. INSERT CABINET member on GMOs

�� HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/public_opinion/archives/ebs/ebs_295_en.pdf"��	http://ec.europa.eu/public_opinion/archives/ebs/ebs_295_en.pdf�. Eurobarometer, March 2008.


�	 International Assessment of Agricultural Science and Technology for Development (IAASTD) 2008. � HYPERLINK "http://www.agassessment.org/"��http://www.agassessment.org/�


�	‘European Communities – Measures affecting the approval and marketing of biotech products (DS291, DS292, DS293). Comments by the European Communities on the Scientific and Technical Advice to the Panel’, Geneva, 28 January 2005, para 762 and 763)
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