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SAGE CHRONICLE
SAGE -TAMILNADU

Planning meeting with NGOs to initiate organic cotton programme:

Asafollow uptothevisitto Assis Garmentsat Tiruppur, a planning meeting was organized on 15
December 2011 with NGOswho areworking in the cotton belt of Tamil Nadu, such asSIMCODESS
—Dindigul, Voice Trust - Siruganur, CAD —Perambalur, Indo Trust —Peramba ur, Ahimsa—Valyamapaiti
and KudumbamT herewasagenera fegling among the NGOsthat Bt cotton was making heavy inroads
intheir areas, and that farmers, swayed by itspush were hard put to practice organic cotton cultivation.
However, , the NGOs agreed to convince their farmers to start with a minimum of 100 acres with
organic methodsunder irrigated condition. Organic cotton cultivation over 1000 acres hasbeen planned
iIn10NGO locations.

Kudumbam devel oped the concept notefor initiating organic cotton programme and mobilized support
from other donors. Thenoteenvisaged plansto trainfarmerson organic cotton cultivation, certification
and marketing support, documentation and input support and ingtitutalization of farmers groups. A
follow up meeting will be organized by the end of January to discussthe concept noteand finalizethe
budget. Dueto other important engagements, memberslike Women’s Collectives, Vanagam, Create
and PSSS (Perambal ur Social Service Society) expressed their inability to participatein the meeting.
The outcome of the meeting and the processinitiated after it were shared with them.

Flier on BRAI:

Campaigns and protestswere organized in opposing the BRAI at different |ocations of the member
organization duringtheformd andinformd villagelevel meetings. Lettersweresent tothePM, Agriculture
Minister and CM from farmersassociation. Around 1000 copiesof flier on BRAI wastrandated into
Tamil, printed and circul ated among SA GE membersand other networkslike LEISA. Copieswereaso
sent tothelega fraternity, MLAsand M Psof Tamil Nadu.

World Food Day:

In an effort to rai se awareness on theimportance of safe and nutritious foodsamong general public,
Kudumbam organized a World Food Day. This one-day meeting was organized on 19.12.2011 at
Government Middle School, Kurichi of Nagappattinam district inwhich around 60 participantsincluding
school children, teachers, farmers, representatives of farmersfederationsand parent teacher associations
and panchayat |eaders of Kurichi panchayat took part. The objective of the meeting wasto provide
guidanceto the genera public ontheissuesof healthy living, and to create awareness on prevention of
lifestyle related diseases and to take prevention steps by eating safe and nutritious|ocal foods. The
participants were oriented with the emerging i ssues of non-communicabl e diseases such as Cancer,
Diabetes, Obesity, Cardio-vascular diseases and itsrelation to the life style changes, food and diet
choices. They werefurther oriented with the dangers of pesticide poisoning and GM foodsthrough
pictorial presentations. Asalternatives, the resource persons gave emphasisfor the conservation and
cultivation of traditiond varietiesin cered s, nutri-milletsand vegetablesby explaining thenutritiona vaues
incomparisonwithriceand whesat. Priceswerealso distributed to the children who won the essay and
drawing competition.
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Zonal Level Protest:

Women's Collective organized azond level protest on GM Food at Ambedkar Thida, Tiruchuzhi on29
December 2011 inwhich 52 participants, including representatives of farmers, women group and activists
took part. The participantswereexplained how genetic modificationsare doneinthelaboratory, how
patent issues are handled for GM cropsand the problemsof farmerson their right to save, store, use
and exchangeand therisksinvolvedin humanandlivestock health and genetic pollutionto theenvironment.
The participantswered so oriented with theemerging bill BRAI and itsimplicationsand how it supports
themultinationalsfor profit making. The protest meeting concluded with thefollowing demands.

= Ban Bt Cotton which has proved disastrousto human, cattle and environment.

u Declarethedistrict asGM free.

" Addresstechnical issuesrelated to spurious seedsand declineinyield.

" Ensuretheavailability of non-Bt cotton seeds and market support for organic cotton.

Vanagam organized 2 protests meeting one at Surumaanpatti on 23 December 2011 and the other at
Raasaapatti on 30 December 2001.

School programme:
On 26 December 2011, an awareness programme was organized at Kadavur for school children

Villageawar eness programme:
Village awareness programmewasorganizedin 2 villages. Oneat | daiyappatti on 24" December 2011
and Vaaiyappatti 31% December 2011

SAGE ANDHRA PRADESH
On 12 December 2011, Peoples Action for Creative Education (PEACE) organized a one=day
consultationin collaboration with Deccan Devel opment Society (DDS) and SAGE Nalgondaat New

ShilpaRegtaurant, Bhongir. PEACE mohilized the participantsfrom different Civil SocietiesOrganizations
workinginNagondadistrict.
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PEA CE invited representativesfrom NGOsand CSOsfrom different cornersof thedistrict. Smilarly
PEA CE invited Community Based Organizationsand Charity organizationslike Rotary Club, Inner
Whed Club, MahilaMandds, Activigt organizationslike Child Rights Protection Force (CRPF), Teachers
Unions, Janavignana Vedikas, Child Welfare Committees, Vasavi Club and Sheep & Goat Rearing
Society’spresidentsand farmers, etc. PEA CE Executive Director, Mr. K. Nimmaiah and Salome and
Mr. MA. Quayeem from DDSwere on the daisa ong with the Bhuvanagiri President, Sri Purushotham
Reddy, and Past President Mr. Shetty Balaiah Yadav. Theintroductory speech and welcome address
wasddivered by Nimmaiah, and it wasfollowed by Ms. Sdome stechnica speech about theintroduction
of GE Cropsin India, how genetically modified crops were introduced and the bad effects of this
technology. Dr. M.A. Quayeem explained about the BT Cotton study inWaranga, Adilabad and Nalgonda
districtsand presented acomparative cost-analysisof BT and Non BT cotton cultivation. He observed
that Non Pesticidal Management optionswere better effective.

After this, the Rotary Club President, Mr. Purushotham Reddy, spoke on the environmenta issuesrelated
to GE Crops. The Market Committee Chairman, Sri Pothnak Pramod K umar expressed his support for
ecological farming. He promised to conduct specia meetingswith farmersto be ableto practiceorganic
methods or NPM methods of agriculture. Bhongir MDO, Smt. Saraswathi said that shewould liketo
implement the NPM and organic optionsin her ownfield. Sri RavirdaAnjaiah, District President from
Janavignana Vedikaspoke about the bad effects of BT Cotton and GE products.

After theinaugura session therewasan open dialoguewith the participants. Active, vibrant discussions
took placeduring theentire sessions.

Again during the question time, Salome explained about the background of Monsanto Companiesand its
alliance with Mahiyco and how our politiciansand scientists are becoming corrupt. Shesaid that therewas
amoveto bringalaw to gag all dissenting voices, and that people should uniteto fight thismeasure.

On 20 December 2011, SVDS and SABALA organized around
tableon “law and genetically modified food and farming “ at Dr.
BR AMBEDKAR COLLEGE OF LAW, Andhra University,
Vishakapatnam city. Prof. PV GD Prasad Reddy, Rector, Andhra
. University, in his inaugural speech mentioned that scientific
inventionswith safety arewelcome and GM Osare not an exception
" to this rule. Prof. T. Ramana from Bio-Technology, Andhra
University gavean eaborate account of GM O and GE technol ogy.

Prof. Y. Sathyanarayanaand Dr. Rgjyalakshmi spoke on therole of

thelegal community in thelight of BRAI bill. Dr. NarismhaReddy e

illustrated many examplesasto how GE candoirreversibleharms. [i oo ® |
Mr. Joginaidu, Ms. Saraswati both shared Bt. Cotton farmers > . ‘;
sufferingsand strugglesin our state. At the end Salome shared about 4., @

Indian food and farming systems and she emphasi zed that ecological

agricultureaong with other natural resourceswill meet thefood and
nutrition needs of thiscountry, so thereisno need for GE/ GMOin
this country. Participants had enough time for discussions and

clarificationsand Prof. V. KesavaRao, Principle—Law College anchored the program. The program was
well attended by Law college studentsand staff.
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On 23rd December 2011, ameeting was conducted for teachersto give subject input on Genetically
Modified Organismsin MangpetaMandal. The program was attended by forty five teachers, five
Manda Resource Personsand four State Resource Persons. Theaudiencewasaddressed by K. Damodar
from SEED NGO, B. Vagyanaik, Supervisor - Multi Lingual Education Programme, thelocal Mandal
Education officer and Mr. Narssmhulu, thelocal Mandal Resource Person. They all touched upon the
theme of bt. Brinjal and GE technology. In addition to GE and GM O, they al so shared about virtues of
traditiond food and farming systems, and then it wastimefor discussions. The participantsraised different
guestionsand doubtswhich were clarified by the resource persons.

SWARDSNGO organized aCivil Society Dialogue on 26 December 2011 at Siddepet townin Medak
digtrict, whichwaswadl| attended by government officialsand NGO friends. Many spoke ontheoccasion
and promised to spread the NO GM O’ messageto different sections of the people.

Bootigartio 27 - 12 - 2011
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On 28 December 2011 DDS organized a media workshop at
Sangareddy for theloca mediaof theMedak district. Thethemewas
Raging Debate on Genetic Engineering: Can MediaDemocraize This?
Between 11 AM —1 PM at Conference Hall, ZillaParishad building
SangaReddy. Senior Journalists, Sri. Kurmanath from Businessline
and Mr. Prasad from Andhra Jyothi wereinvited to be on the panel.
Ms. Sudha, Activist and Ms. Salomefrom SAGE —DDSwerea so
onthepand.

§ Salome read the welcome address, and a video clipping of
| PV.Satheeshwasshownintheinaugural session. Therewasenough
timefor discussions. The panelistsand the participants pledged
| that they would present stories highlighting the harmful effectsof

C GE whilepresenting thevirtues of thetraditional food system and
thetriumphsof ecologica agriculture. Thegroup decided to meet
onceintwo monthsto get moreinformation on GE.
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National News

Of Seeds, Parliament, Prayers and the
Gita

PUBLIC REPORTER

Why we need to block MNCslooking to sell our
farmers GM seeds

Rakesh Manchanda | December 22 2011

Activistsuse astory in thevillagesthey visit to
explansafelifetothefarmers. It goeslikethis:

A farmer reached God' s shop and asks, “what do
yousdl, Lord?’

Godreplies, “Whatever your heart desires.”
Farmer: “1 want successand happiness.”

God smilesand says, “ | sell only seedsand not
fruits”

Inlife, thetransition from seed tofruit remainsa
responsi bility of humans; thereisno role of God.
Getting afruit out of seed requiresacollective of
theright conditions- theright kind of soil, adequate
ranfdl, proper sunshine, the proper organic nutrient
and ateam that shall overseethe other conditions.
Theenjoyment of thefruit takes appropriatefruit
(wealth distribution, justified sharing and team
coordination during monitoring thetranformation
of the seed into plant whichinturn bearsthefruit.
Thewholecycleisorchestratedina‘giveand take
manner whichiscontrolled by nature. Thisnature
is what most of us call God. The farmers (the
collective) monitor thetransformation.

But today, while some of the conditions of this
process are being met, one crucial step hasbeen
circumvented. Almost everybody other than the
farmer, benefit from thefruitsof hislabour.

L et usseewhat happenswhenwe, given thecontext
of the present, tamper with thiscycleof nature. If
we bypass nature and plant genetically modified
(GM)seeds, wemay probably haveto recategorise
fruitsaspharmaproducts. Thiswould mean more

jobsinindustriesand laboratories. But for thefarmer?
For 2.51akh cotton growersin Maharashtra, the use
of Bt Cotton meant mounting debts and eventual
suicide. The lies of the American agro company
Monsanto about thelow costsof GM seedsisexposed
by thefact that American farmershaveresisted the
seed company’ sprofit-steered motiveto get themto
adopt GM seeds. Sadly, inour case, our nagar sevaks,
MLAsand e ected representativeshavel et companies
like Monsanto in asthese multinational companies
nourish feed vested interests. There is no public
debate on how Monsanto’'sGM seedswill end hunger
inthe country, yet our leaders have somehow been
privy to‘ scientifc’ evidencethat thesearethe panacea.
The*convinced’ arenow tryingto convert us. Only a
handful of MPsfromthe L eft and Bihar chief minister
Nitish Kumar seem sincereabout walling our farmers
against the GM seeds. They aretheresistanceeven
as our government readies the red carpet for GM
crops It, infact, isonthevergeof gpprovingthesingle-
stop clearancewindow for MNCssedling GM seeds
- through the Biological Regulatory Authority of India
(Bra) Bill, 2011.

Whenl talk of corruption being responsiblefor hunger,
| am, of course, not talking of the subsidiesfor food
in parliament canteen being imagined in thelight of
rotting grainsin government warehouseasmillionsgo
hungry in this question. We could talk of it but we
know that the MPs vote on increasing their own
wages; so, ‘perks’ like subsidised food are a petty
concern. Let us, on the other hand talk of political
will. How isthat national interest constitutesfighting
against aban on aversion of the Gitabrought out by
the Gitawhileletting aforeign MNC likeMonsantois
alowedto conduct multi-locationtridson Karnataka's
traditional brinjal variety - Udupi Gulla?Lau Prasad
and Sushma Swargj vociferoudly took up the cause
of the Hare Krishna brigade promoted by an
international body but |ooked away when Monsanto
wastamperingwith Udupi Gullawhichisofetn offered
to Lord Krishnain variouspujasbecause of itsunique
taste and flavour?We may not want the Gitabanned
anywhereintheworld but do we need Amrican GM
seedsinour fields?

<~ J




InAugust, few Greenpeace activistiswerearrested
outside Parliament when they tried to display a
banner reading: “Do Not Corrupt My Food”.On
September 6,apeoples event initiated by Alliance
For Safe Food, Greenpeace and LimcaBook of
World Records was initiated in Delhi Haat
Millions of brinjd loverswerecollectively invited
to record afamous Brinjal Bharta eating event.
Brinjal inform of chatpatta Baigan Bhartawas
cooked. Twenty chefsfrom Delhi'sLeMeriden
Hotel worked together to prepareit. A letter to
primeminister sgned by over onelakhcitizenswas
sent with the request to withdraw thisdangerous
anti-lifeBrai Bill. A portion of thisorganic bharta
was sent to prime minister also. Why? Because
soon the parliamentariansunder |eadership of PM
are going to pass a bill that shall promote GM
brinja instead of organic brinja. Then, therewill
beno organic bharataavailablefor tasting.

Aninvitationto dert citizensto rescuetruth needs
roadshowsacrossvillagesand cities. A street-play
titted* Do not corrupt my food' hasbeen stagedin
Uttarakhand and Delhi. Brai isabill that hasbeen
planted for all the wrong reasons. It safeguards
theprofitsof thetop one percent of MNCswhile
99 percent of the poor and voicelessgo hungry.
In the process, teh bill would have turned the
Indian agricultural sector into a slave of the
American MNCs. Theother dangeroushill inthe
government’sarsenal isthe‘ Food security Bill’.
Without theright provisons, thebill will donothing
toendthestuationasitistoday, withratspartying
a warehousesasgrainsrot whileartificia shortages
let black marketersparty aswell.

Prayers and seeds are similar - both have
seemingly nothing. Yet, they dso havethepotentia
to create everything from life to prosperity. No
seed can survive without oxygen just as prayer
will fade without hope. Prayers make a person
feel lesslonely and more motivated for results.
Seedshavethe power to dispd barrenessand fuel
ahopefor arich harvest. Both reap - onedesires,
the other acrop. Where prayersand seedsdiffer
Is while prayers may benefit the one who is
submitting, seeds produce flowers and fruits -
feeding everything bees, birdsto humans.
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However, just asprayersarelosing their appesal
today astheworld optsfor coercion, so haveour
traditional seedsbeen discarded for thenew GM
seedswhich supposedly givethefarmer abetter
and faster yield. The buck must stop with our
politicians who need new ways of defining
themselves and set themselves on a course
correction. When peopletrust blindly inyou, you
can never show them that they are blind. So, it
needs dedication, awakening and legp of faith for
our politiciansto wake up to the hazard of GM
crops.

The wasting away of safe food needs to be
stemmed by correct seed-fruit economics.

Silenceand corruptionwill only feed agluttonous
market that hasno eyesand no ears. It will fail to
bring any rea changefor our country.

http://governancenow.com/news/public-reporter/
seeds-parliament-prayers-and-gita

Another Bt-cotton variant fallsto fraud
charges

ZiaHaq, Hindustan Times
New Ddhi, December 30, 2011

What could beasgnificant fraudinIndia spublicly
funded biotech research, a second Bt cotton
variant — NHH 44 — claimed by government
scientigtsasindigenoustechnol ogy hasbeenfound
to be sourced from USfirm Monsanto’soriginal
patented product, sources have confirmed to
Hindustan Times.

WhileBikaneri, aBt cotton technol ogy devel oped
by University of Agricultural Sciences (UAS),
Dharwad, hasa ready been traced to Monsanto’'s
genes, NHH 44 is a hybrid variant, but both
essentialy arebased ona* proprietary technology”
created by Monsanto.

The first fraud came to light on the basis of
disclosuresmade under the Right to Information
(RTI)Act.




Together, “Bikaneri” and“NHH 44” weretheonly
genetically-modified varieties of the Bt cotton
devel oped through government-funded research
to provide cheaper alternativesto poor farmers,
whilenumerousother privatey-developed varieties
crowd India's royalty-driven Rs 2,000-crore
cotton seed market.

Much of theflak isbeing hegped on UAS scientist
BM Khadi, oneof thelead scientistsinvolved in
theresearch. He headed the Central Ingtitutefor
Cotton Research, Nagpur, until May 2008 and it
wasduring histenurethat NHH 44 wasinitiated.
Heisaso part of India shiotech regulator, pointing
toapotentia conflict of interest. Khadi could not
reached for comments.

However, what were deemed to be original
products, involving heavy government investment,
have turned out to be not entirely indigenous.
Relying on Monsanto’s technology could have
possible becauseitsintellectua property rights
protection of 15 yearshad ended, freeing violators
fromlegal tangles, sourcessaid.

The Indian Council of Agricultural Research’s
“network programme on transgenics’ had a
budgetary provision of R100 croreinthe X1 Plan.

Therevelationshaveled criticsopposed to GM
crops to question government funding for
technol ogiesthat are suspect. “ Thisputsaquestion

mark on whether capabilities to produce
‘indigenous’ GM crops exist, not that we want
these,” Kavitha Kuruganti, who represents the
Alliancefor Sugtainable& HalisticAgriculture, said

http://www.hindustanti mes.com/News-Feed/
newdel hi/Another-Bt-cotton-variant-fall s-to-
fraud-charges/Articlel-788888.aspx

COTTON SAGA UNRAVELS

= What is the scam?

Two Bt cotton variants devel-
oped by govt scientists found
based on Monsanto's genes

= Why were these varieties
of Bt cotton made?

Since they were publicly fund-
ed, they were to be cheap for
farmers. But price alone isn™t
the decisive factor. They had
to be ideally based on original
“events”, which relates to
locating the right gene

= |5 this a violation of
patent?

Intellectual property rights
(IPR) may not apply, as the
protection shelf life of Monsa-
nto’s technology is deemed
over. So, it is easier for third
parties to work on it

GLOBAL

Genetically Engineered Safety Act: The
New Food Safety Bill?

Initiativeslikethe Non-GM O Project have been
working to educate consumersabout therisksthat
comewith genetically-modified crops, which are
now in at least 70 percent of the processed foods
in this country. There arerisks to human health
andthere sthe contamination of neighboringfarms,
and some have taken to the courts—which are

gartingtolisten.

Now, Ohio Rep. Dennis K ucinich hasannounced
legislation that would prohibit the open-air
cultivation of genetically-modified organisms
(GMOs) in pharmaceutical and industrial crops.
The Geneticaly Engineered Safety Act isintended
to prevent, according to a press release from
Kucinich'soffice, biological contamination of our
food supply. It would “also establish atracking
system to regulate the growing, handling,
trangportation, and disposa of pharmaceutical and
industria crops.”
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M orefrom theKucinich statement:

The Department of Agriculturehasallowed more
than 300 outdoor field triasof plants—including
feed crops including corn, soybeans, rice,
safflower, barley, alfalfa, mustard greens, pess,
sugarcane, tomatoes, and wheat—which are
genetically engineered to produce experimental
pharmaceuticals, industrial enzymes and novel
proteins. Those GE substances are not intended
to beincorporated into food or to be spread into
theenvironment or our food supply. Yet thereare
examplesof such contamination, with enormoudy
destructive consequences.

Without addressing open-air cultivation, there's
nothing stopping GMO crops from spreading
further and there'slittleway to know just how far
they areadvancing. Kucinich sad, “ Experimental
pharmaceutical drugs are being grown in this
country inthe open, alowing them to contaminate
conventional cropswithout detection. We cannot
rely onindustry to prevent the unintended spread
of genetically engineered organisms.”

http://www.treehugger.com/green-food/
genetically-engineered-saf ety-act-new-food-

stety-hill.html

GE Food

Food Chain of Fools

Friday, December 16, 2011 by Owen E. Dell,
Santa Barbara

| just pent an hour watching aninterview with Dr.
Don Huber . | hadn’t planned on spending my
morning that way. | hadn’t planned on sittingin
shock for an hour with tearswellingupinmy eyes.
| havelong known of someof therisks posed by
thedeadly combination of GMO crops(geneticaly
modified organisms) and glyphosate (Roundup).
But the facts presented here go so far beyond
whatever any of usmight be awareof, that | am
smply stunned. Dr. Huber isoneof themost cogent
and rational peoplel have ever heard speak, and
his credentials as a mainstream scientist and
university professor areimpeccable. Thisisnot
only worth watching, | believeit isessential to
watch and to act upon.

Briefly, Dr. Huber detail sstudy after study showing
that the accumulation of glyphosate in crops
propagates up thefood chain, causing numerous
dissasesand massiveinfertility inanimals including
humans. Additionaly, formerly benign diseasesare
now running rampant and are also directly
traceableto glyphosateand GMOs. And thereis

even apathogen entirely new to science showing
upinthesecrops; itisso new that scientistsdon’t
even know how to categorizeit becauseitisunique
and cannot be assigned to a class of organisms.
Researchers working on this have been fired or
have had had their funding taken away, and infact
such research is now illegal. Thisis not some
damist congpiracy theory; itisbased onverifiaole
facts presented by acredible professiona with a
profound knowledge of his subject.

Thebottomlineisthat it isnot overgtating therisk
to say that thismay bethethingthat finaly killsus
off, dongwithmuch of therest of lifeonthisplanet.
I’'m sorry if that spoil syour day, but weall needto
get our headsout of our assesand facethefactsof
what isbeing doneto us, thanksinno small part to
our own indifference. Of coursel signed the on-
linepetition to Secretary Vilsack, but snceheisin
theclub of truebelieversin GMOs, preciouslittle
will come of our protests. What to do?1 haveno
idea, other than to begin with spreading awvareness
of this problem.

Heaven help usall. We don’'t seem to be ableto
help ourselves.

http://mwww.independent.com/news/2011/dec/16/
food-chain-fools/
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Traditional farming can save threatened
species, study finds

Features associated with arablefarming, such as
hedgerows, are essential to keep severa bird
Speciesdive

ds eliminate these habitats, these species are
threatened with extinction, said Hugh Wright, a
researcher inthe School of Environmenta Sciences
at theUniversty of East Anglia, United Kingdom,
and lead author of the study, published in
Conservation Lettersearlier thismonth.

“There really is no hope for these species if
industria farming continues unchecked,” hetold
SciDev.Net.

Although reintroducing or mimicking traditional
farming techniques hashad successin conserving
wildlifein Europe, “conservationinthedevel oping
world has always focused on pristine forest
ecosystemsand haspaid little attention towhere
farming might bebeneficid,” Wright said.

The study found 29 bird species threatened by
thedeclineof traditiona agriculturein developing
countries. Thisnumber could bemuch higher if all
organisms, rather than just birds, are considered,
asevidencefrom Europe suggeststhat traditional
farming also benefits reptiles, amphibians,
butterfliesand even plants, Wright said.

Farmers can benefit too from protecting
biodiversity since it helps to justify traditional
agricultureand could prevent big agri-businesses
fromforcingfarmersoff their land, headded. Al so,
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by offering farmerseconomicincentivesto continue
thesebeneficid practices, governmentscan ensure
that conservation and devel opment moveforward
together.

Tim Benton, professor of population ecology at the
University of Leeds, United Kingdom, agreed that
traditional agricultural methods are a valuable
conservationtool, but said that adopting techniques
aimed at saving a few iconic species can
disadvantagefarmers.

“Applyinglow-intengty farmingingtead of industrid
methodsoften pitslivelihoodsagaing conservation,
and canimposelimitsonaregion’sdevel opment,”
hesaid.

Instead, hesaid that *land sparing” — wheresome
areasareintensively farmed while othersarel eft
primarily for conservation — can lead to more
wildlifeand better cropyields.

Thereisno one strategy, but a“middle ground”
that combinesland sparing and traditional farming
methodsto suit local conditions could bethe best
conservation strategy, he added.

Wright agreed that amixed gpproach can maximise
biodiversity. “You need to assess which species
you have, how feasibleitisto protect them, what it
will cost and social issuesaswell before coming
up with aconservation strategy for an area,” he
sad.

http:/AMmww.guardian.co.uk/environment/2011/dec/
23/farming-food
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Under Industry Pressure, USDA Worksto Speed
Approva of Monsanto’'s Genetically Engineered
Crops

For years, biotech agriculture opponents have
accused regulatorsof working too closdly with big
biotech firms when deregulating genetically
engineered (GE) crops. Now, their worst fears
could becoming true: under anew two-year pilot
program at the USDA, regulatorsaretraining the
world'shiggest biotechfirms, including M onsanto,
BASF and Syngenta, to conduct environmental
reviewsof their own transgenic seed productsas
part of the government’ sderegul ation process.

Thiswould diminateacritical level of oversight
for the production of GE crops. Regulators are
adsoteding new cost-sharing agreementsthat dlow
biotech firmsto help pay private contractorsto
prepare mandatory environmental statementson
GE plants the United States Department of
Agriculture(USDA) isconddering deregulating.

The USDA launched thepilot project inApril and,
in November, the USDA announced vague plans
to“streamling’ the deregul ation petition process
for GE organisms. A USDA spokesperson said
thestreamlining effort isnot part of theppilot project,
but both efforts appear to address a backlog of
pending GE crop deregul ation petitionsthat has
angered big biotech firms seeking to rollout new
products.

Documentsobtained by Truthout under aFreedom
Of Information Act (FOIA) request revea that

biotech companies, lavmakersand industry groups
have put mounting pressureonthe USDA inrecent
years to speed up the petition process, limit
environmental impact assessments and approve
more GE crops.

Onegroupwent asfar assending USDA Secretary
Tom Vilsack atimelineof GE soybean devel opment
that readslikeaderegulationwishlist. [Click here
and here to download and read some of the
documentsreleased to Truthout. ]

Thepilot programisnamed the NEPA Filot Project,
after the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), which mandates that agencies prepare
gatementson the potentia environmental impacts
of proposed actions by the federal government,
such asderegulating transgenic plants. On July 14,
USDA officialsheld atraining workshop to help
representativesfrom biotech firms (seeafull list
here) to understand the NEPA processand prepare
Environmental Reportson biotech productsthey
have petitioned the USDA to deregul ate.

Regulators can now independently review the
Environmenta Reportsand canusethemto prepare
their own legally mandated reviews, instead of
simply reviewing the company’s petitions for
deregulation. Thepilot project aimsto speed up
the deregul ation process by allowing petitioning
companies to do some of the legwork and help
pay contractorsto prepare regulatory documents
and, for itspart, the USDA haskept thepilot fairly
transparent. A list of 22 biotech seedsthat could
be reviewed under the pilot program includes
Monsanto drought-tolerant corn, a* non-browning”
apple, freezetolerant eucalyptustreesand severa
crops engineered to tolerate the controversial
herbicidesglyphosateand 2,4 D.

Activists say biotech firms like Monsanto are
concerned only with profit and routinely supply
regulatorswith one-sided information ontherisks
their GE seeds - and the pesticides sprayed on
and produced by them - pose to consumers,




animalsand the agricultural environment. (The
Natural Society recently declared Monsanto the
worst company of 2011.) Bill Freese, a policy
expert with the Center for Food Safety (CFS),
told Truthout that the NEPA pilot gives already
powerful biotech companiestoo muchinfluence
over thereview process.

“It's the equivalent of letting BP do their own
Environmental Assessment of anew rig,” Freese
sad.

Monsanto Goesto Court

Freese and the Center for Food Safety have been
onthefrontlinesof thebattletoreformthe USDA's
regulatory approval process for GE crops. The
groupwasaplaintiff in recent lawsuitschallenging
thederegulation - which basicaly meansapprovd
for planting without oversight - of Monsanto’s
patented alfafaand sugar beetsthat aregeneticdly
engineered to tolerate glyphosate-based Roundup
herbicide. Farmers can spray entire fields of
Monsanto’s “Roundup Ready” crops with
Roundup tokill unwanted weedswhilesparing the
GE crops, but in recent years, someweeds have
developed atoleranceto glyphosate, Roundup’s
activeingredient. The caseskept the crops out of
America sfieldsfor yearsand prompted biotech
companiesto put heavy pressure on top USDA
officidsto sreamlineand speed up thederegulation
process, practicaly setting the stagefor the NEPA
pilot underway today.

Under NEPA, agencies like the USDA must
prepare an Environmental Assessment (EA) to
determine if the proposed action, such as
deregulating atransgenic organism, would havean
impact on the environment. If some type of
significantimpact islikely, the agency must then
prepare amorein-depth Environmental |mpact
Statement (EI S) to explore potentia impactsand
aternative actions. NEPA requires an EIS for
actions” significantly affecting thequality of the
human environment.” Preparing a full impact
statement for a biotech plant implies the
government does not think GE cropsaresafeand
thebiotechindustry hasroutingly butted headswith
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environmentalistiswhileattempting to convinceregulators
and consumers otherwise. In the Monsanto beets and
dfdfacases, the CFSand other plaintiffsargued that the
USDA should have prepared an EIS, not just asimpl €
EA, before deregulating both M onsanto crops.

Intheadfafacase, the CFSand itsco-plaintiffsclaimea
the crop could have significant impactsby crossbreeding
and contaminating conventiona and organic afafawith
transgenes. They a so argued the crop would increasg
the use of herbicides and promote the spread of
herbicide-tolerant weeds known as* super weeds.” A
federal district court agreed and vacated the USDA'S
original approval, halting plantings acrossthe countryj
Monsanto challenged the decision and the alfalfa cast
landed in the Supreme Court in 2010. The high cour
overturned aninjunction preventing farmersfrom planting
the alfalfa, but also ordered the USDA to prepare ar
ElSandissueanother deregulation decison. Thesug
beet caseendedinsmilar fashion and the USDA recentl
released adraft EIS on the crop, which isexpected td
bederegulated in early 2012.

Monsanto won the right to sell its GE alfafaseed ir
February 2011, but thelengthy and expensivelegal battl¢
captured the attention of food loversand agriculturalist
across the country. Americans debated the potenti
dangers of GE crops and the merits of the regul atoraJ
system that is supposed to protect farmers ang
consumers. Asdocumentsunearthed by aTruthout FOI A
request reveal, thebiotech industry did not sitidly by &g
activistschallenged theregul atory statusquo.

Mounting Pressure

The Biotechnology Industry Organization (BIO) is 4
powerful group that represents dozens of biotech
companies such as Monsanto, BASF and Bayer, and
has spent morethan $67 millionlobbying Congresssincy
2000. InApril 2010, BIO sent aletter to USDA Secret
Tom Vilsack asthe Monsanto afafacasemadeitsw
through thecourts. BIOwarned Vilsack that theAmericar
biotech agricultureindustry could becrippledif theleg
precedents required the USDA to prepare an EISfo
every GE crop upfor deregulation:

With 19 deregulation petitions pending with moreon the
way, requiring an El Sfor each product would amount tc
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adefacto moratorium on commercialization and
would send an unprecedented message that
USDA believesthat these products do have an
environmental impact, wheninfact most do not.
Any suggestion by USDA that biotechnology
plantsasacategory arelikdy to cause significant
adverse effects on the quality of the human
environment (i.e., require an EIS) would make
approvals by other trading partners virtually
impossible...

BIO clamedthat suchapolicy wouldbean* over-
reaction to the current judicial decisions’ and
would threaten America seconomic dominance
intheagricultural biotechnology market. Sucha
policy, BIO representatives stated, would send a
message to European countries that American
regulators believe GE crops impact the
environment, making approvalsof GE cropsby
the European Union “virtually impossible” and
alowing*“Brazil and Chinato surpassthe United
Statesasworldleadersin biotechnology.”

BIO dso claimed that morerigorous assessments
would* undercut” positions consistently take by
the Obamaand Bush adminigtrationson the safety
of biotech agriculture.

Vilsack received similar letters requesting the
USDA continuerelying on EAsinstead of ElSsto
deregulate GE cropsfrom theAmericas Soybean
Association and the American Seed Trade
Association. Both groupsworried that anincrease
inoversight - precipitated by the morein-depth
impact evaluation - could back up approvalsfor
years. Thesoybean associationincludedinitsletter
apipeline chart of 25 GE soybean varieties it
“expected” to beapproved for commercialization
withinadecade.

A policy requiring an EISfor every GE seed is
exactly what critics of Monsanto and therest of
theindustry have spent yearsfighting for.

Unliketheindustry, they believetheherbicidesthat
blanket GE cropsand the potential for transgenic
contamination are potential threats to the
agricultura environment and human hedlth.
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Vilsack wrote asteady-handed reply to each trade
group, reassuring themthat the NEPA policy would
not changeand the USDA would continue preparing
an EA for new GE seeds and an EIS only when
necessary. Vilsack dsowrotethat hewas* pleased”
to recently meet with biotech industry
representatives and “discuss improving the
efficiency of thebiotechnology regulatory process.”
Suchimprovements, hewrote, are* directly rel ated”

tothe USDA’s" objective of ensuring the United
Stateleadstheworldin sustainablecrop production
and biotech crop exports.” Hetook the opportunity
to announcethat the USDA would reorganizethe
Biotechnology Regulatory Servicesagency and
create anew NEPA team “dedicated to creating
high quality and defensible documentsto better
inform our regulatory decisions.” Thisnew NEPA
team would go on to develop the NEPA Pilot
Project and begin streamlining the approval
process.

To Freesg, it gppearsthat Vilsack usedtotheword
“defengble’ inreferencetolegd chalengeslikethe
oneshisgroup madeto Monsanto dfafaand sugar
beets. “ Their wholefocusison‘defensible

Environmental Assessments,” Freese said after
reading theletters. “ From our perspective, that’s
thewrong god ... it presumesthecropisgoing to
be approved.”

Freese said the correspondence between Vilsack
and theindustry groups highlightsthe need for a
culture change at the USDA. Regulators should
be concerned about the safety of new GE
products, not ensuring American exportscompete
with Brazil and China.

“It should bed| about doing good assessmentsand
making surethe cropsthat are approved are safe,”
Freesesaid.

A USDA spokesperson declined to comment when
asked if the agency would like to respond to
criticismsof theNEPA Pilot Project and said
updates on the project will be made available
online




Watchdogs like Freese know that regulators
already work closely with the industry and the
NEPA Pilot Project could smply maketheir work
moreefficient. Regulatorsalready rely heavily on
data provided by private contractors and by
biotech companies to prepare EAs. During the
Monsanto alfalfacase, internal emails between
regulators and M onsanto officials surfaced and
revealed the company worked closely with
regulatorsto edit itsorigina petitionto deregulate
the alfalfa. One regulator even accepted
Monsanto'shelpinconductingthe USDA'sorigind
EA of theGE dfdfabeforeit wasinitidly approved
in2005.

Genetically engineered and modified crops
continueto cause controversy acrossthe globe,
but inAmericathey areafact of life. The Obama
and Bush adminigtrationshave actively promoted
biotech agriculture both at home and abroad.
Countrieslike China, Argentinaand Brazil have
also embraced biotech agriculture. Regulatorsin
European countries - including crucia trade
partnerslike France and Spain - have been much
more cautious and, in some cases, even hostile
toward the industry. GE crops are banned in
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Hungary and Peru, and earlier thisyear officiasin
Hungary destroyed 1,000 acresof corn containing
Monsanto transgenes. The US, however, continues
to allow big biotech companies to cultivate
considerable power and influence and, as the
lettersuncovered by FOIA reved, top regul ators
areready to meet thelr demands.

“TheUSDA regardsitsown regulatory systemas
a rubber stamp,” Freese said after reading the
letters. “ At least at the upper levels, there' salways
been this presumption that [ GE crops] must be
approved.”
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10400 Penang,
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This monthly bulletin is brought out by Southern Action on Genetic Engineering (SAGE), a coalition of
Civil society activists, farmers, scientists, academicians, and consumer groups of four Southern States of
India, viz., Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu and Orissa. SAGE has been waging a concerted
pattle against genetic engineering through a series of activities that involve public protests, media actions
seminars, consultations and publication of a series of educational materials.
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