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GeneWatch

“Can GM Feed the world”

GENETIC
ENGINEERING:

Can it Feed the World?

GeneWatch

Briefing Number 3
August 1998

Chis briefihg examines how genetically engineered foods are being promoted as essential to
eeding the world's growing population and discusses whether such claims are valid.

[he proponents of genetically engineered (GE)
©0ods argue that biotechnology is essential to
ieed the world’s growing population and build
Lsustainable agricultural system'. The
»opulation, which is currently 5.8 billion, is
:xpected to reach 8 billion by 2020 and 11
sillion by 20502, The advocates of genetic
:ngineering believe that the increasing demand
for food must be met without expanding the
amount of land used for agricultural purposes
(to protect biodiversity) and by addressing
issues of soil erosion, salinisation, overgrazing
and pollution of water supplies**. However,
many organisations in less developed countries,
aid agencies and environmental groups are less
positive about the role genetic engineering can
play in solving problems of hunger and tackling
environmental degradation.

‘Wheo Is Behind GE Foods?

The development of GE foods is not being
driven by farmers, consumers or less-developed
countries but by large multinational chemical
companies who have recognised a business
opportunity. Six major companies now
dominate the production of GE foods
worldwide: Monsanto, DuPont, Hoechst,
Novartis, Rhone Poulenc and Zeneca. These
now style themselves as the ‘Life Sciences’
industry with activities which may span food,
food additives and pharmaceuticals as well as
their more traditional roles of chemical and

Science Research Council (BBSRC) was
formed to replace the Agriculture and Food
Research Council in Britain, reflecting a change
in emphasis in agricultural research. Many
representatives of large corporations sit on
Research and Strategy Boards of the BBSRC?,
giving them the ability to influence the research
programme. In sharp contrast, consumer and
public interest groups (other than the Country
Landowners’ Association) are given no such
opportunity for input.

The European Commission also finances the
promotion of GE crops and foods. For
example, they have granted £1 million to the
so-called ‘FACTT’ project?, with a similar
amount being contributed by Hoechst-and
other partners. In effect, the project has
become a sales promotion for the GE oilseed
rape developed by Hoechst subsidiaries
AgrEvo and Plant Genetic Systems to bring
about “.. the creation of familiarity with and
acceptance of transgenic crops for farmers,
extension organisations, processing industry,
regulatory organisations, consumer groups
and public interest groups” .5

What GE Foods Are Being
Developed?

Looking at the products which are being

developed should give some clues as to their
role in meatina alahnl fand manda L. TT % 1
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watch on GM crop

TIM CUFF

CHRis FERRIS

SECURITY guards have been
deployed in a Westcountry field
to defend genetically modified
food crops from attack.

The 24-hour patrols have been intro-
duced to the site in South Devon after
test crops were pulled up in 2 recent
unsuccessful attempt by activists fo
stop the trials.

Local MP Anthony Steen artacked
the development s a “ridiculous cha-
rade” and promised to confront the
Government to discover whether tax-
Ppayers’ money was being used to pay
for the guards.

A local company provides two peo-
ple to patrol the field at night and
another to monitor it during the day.

The maize crop has been at the cen-
tre of a national campaign to challenge
the testing of genetically modified
crops in the open countryside.

Organic farmer Guy Watson was
unsuccessful in a legal bid to halt GM
crop testing at the site — he feared thar
pollen would contaminate his own
organic maize being grown nearby.

The field at Dartington, near Totnes,
was attacked by anti-GM activists sev-
eral days ago. They pulled up maize

plants but did not succeed in destroy-
ing genetically engineered examples.

Mr Steen, Conservative MP for
Totnes, last night condemned the high
security operation.
“I think it’s outrageous and makes

)
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CTIVISTS protesting
against trials of gen-
etically modified
cereals have de-

stroyed a trials maize crop in
fields close to Britain’s larg-
est organic vegetable farm.
Twelve people were ar-
rested on suspicion of crimi-
nal damage or conspiracy to
cause damage after the attack
on the south Devon site. Last
night they were still being in-
terviewed by detectives.
Maize crops on the test site
at Dartington, near Totnes,
were damaged in a separate
attack just over a week ago.
But protesters missed their
intended target and were said
by scientists to have de-
stroyed years of research into
how foreign varieties of

The Guardian Wednesday August 5 195
Devon crop
destroyed
by gene
activists

hoped the focus on this site
and others would push the
Government to a moratorium
on genetic engineering.

John MacLeod, director of
the National Institute of Agri-
cultural Botany, which is car-
rying out the trials for the
Government, criticised the
protesters’ actions, which, he
said, had effectively des-
troyed the Dartington experi-
ment. “I feel frustrated that
people . .. are destroying the
very data that will allow dis-
cussion and decision.”

The NIAB said the protest-
ers had pulled up or cut all
the plants in the trial, which
was comparing four conven-
tionally-bred control varieties
of maize with the genetically
modified ones.

It was too early to say what
effect the destruction would
have on national trials of the

maize adapt to British grow-
ing conditions.

The trial site was recently
at the centre of an unsuccess-
ful legal challenge by Guy
Watson, a farmer who fears
cross-pollination from the
genetically modified crops
could lead to him losing or-
ganic status for the sweetcorn
he grows nearby on his 800
acre farm.

The Court of Appeal last

PHOTOGRAPHS: NICK RAY | month turned down Mr Wat-

son’s attempt to halt the ex-
periment despite finding that
the Government had
breached the law in sanction-
ing the seed trials.

Police were called to the
site on Monday night after se-
curity guards employed to
mount 24-hour patrols, in the
wake of last week’s attack,
reported seeing up to 20
people in the field damaging
the crops. Officers arrested
eight men and four women.

A statement issued by the
Genetic Engineering Networ_k
said that “concerned citi-
zens” had taken direct action
“to prevent pollination of a
genetically engineere;i crop”.
The protesters said they

genetically modified crop, but
the loss of one of the four trial
crops was ‘“‘very important”.

Mr Watson, who farms or-

ganically, said: “It is unfortu-
nate and I wish that it hadn’t
come to this, but there are
countless precedents through
history. Look back to the Tol-
puddle Martyrs — I think al-
most everybody today would
think they had a very good
case, yet they were deported
to Australia. I think perhaps
there are times, when, if you
have really done your
research and looked into it,
an illegal act is justifiable.”
® Environment Minister
Michael Meacher yesterday
sanctioned the growing of a
different strain of genetically
modified maize despite
research showing it could kill
beneficial insects. Mr
Meacher said the crop would
not be banned but more
research was needed to see if
lacewings, which eat crop
pests, were Killed by toxins
bred into the maize. Friends
of the Earth said that in per-
mitting the crop Mr Meacher
had abandonpd the precau-
tionary principle.

Lucy Ward
Political Correspondent

Westminster ban
on modified food

department ban emerged in a
written Commons answer last
month from the committee
chairman, Dennis Turner.

R A Psare to launch an in: R'Pb:lf" to a question ﬂ*&nl;
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Farmers

‘urged to
pledge
‘No GM’

WESTCOUNTRY farmers are
to be asked to oppose the spread
of genetically modified crops by
signing a pledge to ban them
from their land.

Campaigners say six farmers
have already signed up and the
programme is to be spread
through Devon and Cornwall.

“We are asking farmers to sign
to say they will have a moratori-
um for at least five years, so that
they will not have GM tests or
commercial crops on their land
in that time,” said Luke Ander-
son, co-ordinator of Totnes
N nmatic EFnoineerine (3roun. set

which they blame for stocking
genetically modified food.

They will also continue to
press for local education author-

ities in the region to take GM
food off school menus.

Campaigners say they have
already  distributed 20,000
leaflets in South Devon and new
local groups are due to be set up
in other parts of the region to
increase publicity about the
anti-GM cause.

Around 400 people attended a
rally at Totnes Civic Hall at the
weekend, five days after 12 peo-
ble were arrested at a nearby

® WESTERN MORNING NEWS ® MONDAY AU
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DAVID Mt

Dimbleby
and Norris
say tests

should be

ona (NI ;¢

HERALD EXPRESS, TL
—

Luke Anderson, of the Totnes Genetié En ing’ vy :
gineering G

lly ?s local MP Anthony Steen looks on centre lef?. A:::p;ta::;e tsasbel$ e

‘ganic farmer Guy Watson and environmental author Andy Rowell o

2

ahd
this
The Herald Express has got together with

channel for kids — and Telephone and Cable
to celebrate the arrival of o
N

~action

dangers of new genetic technol-
ogy. He called for Devon to
become a GMO-free Zone,
with farmers signing up to a
moratorium on planting GM
CTODS.




10 August,
1998

World in Action
Eat up your
genes — 150

seconds that
changed
Arpad’s life

* ‘We’re assured that this is absolutely safe. We can eat it all the

time. We must eat it all the time. There is no conceivable
harm, which can come to us. But as a scientist looking at it,
actively working in the field, | find that it’s very, very unfair to
use our fellow citizens as guinea pigs. We have to find guinea-
pigs in the laboratory

‘If I had the choice, | would certainly not eat it till | see at least
comparable experimental evidence which we are producing
for our genetically modified potatoes.

| actually believe that this technology can be made to worb’for
us. And if the genetically modified foods will be shown to. be
safe, then we have really done a great service to all our/fellow

citizens’
P 4



13 Aug, 99: Irish Times:
Pusztai suspended

Q Sections = THE IRISH TIMES

Ireland

Scientist in food safety controversy suspended

The scientist who claimed his research had raised questions about the safety
of genetically-modified (GM) food for consumption...

Kevin O'Sullivan

Thu Aug 13 1998 - 01:00 LATEST STORIES >
Oy © McGrath says he will not be bullied over tax
breaks in next budget

The scientist who claimed his research had raised questions about the
Dail told of family whose child will not get

safety of genetically-modified (GM) food for consumption by humans assessment of need appointment until 2028
has been suspended for issuing "misleading information" based on
incomplete research. The Rowett Research Institute in Scotland said King Charles and Queen Camilla land in

Northern Ireland for two day visit

viactordayr that Dv Arnad Ducertai vwnild 10 langor baye rocnanaibhility
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The Monsanto Files

Can we survive genetic engineering?




by HRH the Prince of Wales

have always believed that agriculture should proceed in

harmony with nature, recognizing that there are natural

limits to our ambitions. That is why, some twelye years
ago, I decided to farm organically — without artificial pesti-
cides or fertilizers. From my own experience I am clear that
the organic system can be economically viable, that it provides
a wide range of environmental and social benefits, and, most
important, that it enables consumers to make a choice about
the food they eat.

But at a time when sales of organic food are soaring, a
development in intensive agriculture is actually removing a
fundamental choice about the food we eat, and raising crucial

estions about the future of our food and of our environment
are still to be answered. Genetically modified (GM)
as an essentially straightforward develop-
yields through techniques which are
ditional methods of plant breeding. I

ce between traditional and geneti-
ng is that, in the latter, genetic
lant, bacteria, virus, animal or
ther species, with which they
use of these techniques rais-
practical considerations.
nd of genetic modification
ong to God, and to God
neficial and specific med-
to experiment with, and
of life? We live in an age
our Creator had some
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Seems to presume that unless a GM Crop can be shown to be
unsafe, there is no reason to stop its use. The lesson of BSE
and other entirely man-made disasters in the cause of “cheap
food” is surely that it is the unforeseen consequences which
present the greatest cause for concern.

We are told that GM crops will require less use of agro-
chemicals. Even if this is true, it is certainly not the whole
story. What it fails to take into account is the toral ecological
and social impact of the farming system. For example, most of
the GM plants marketed so far contain genes from bacteria
which make them resistant to a broad-spectrum weedkiller
available from the same manufacturer. When the crop is
sprayed with this weedkiller, every other plant in the field is
killed. The result is an essentially sterile field, providing nei-
ther food nor habitat for wildlife. These GM crop plants are
capable of interbreeding with their wild relatives, creating new
weeds with built-in resistance to the weedkiller, and of conta-
minating other crops. Modified genes from a crop of GM rape
were found to have spread into a conventional Ccrop grown
more than a mile away. The result is that both conventional and
organic crops are under threat, and the threat is one way.

GM crop plants are also being developed to produce their
own pesticide. This is predicted to cause the rapid appearance
of resistant insects. Worse still, such pesticide-pmducmﬂ
plants have already been shown to kill some beneficial predﬂ'
tor insects as well as pests. To give just two examples, insert-
i fi drop i tato made the potato
Ing a gene from a snowdrop into a potato ! £
resistant to greenfly, but also killed the ladybirds feeding b
the greenfly. And lacewings, a natural predator of the ot
borer, and food for farmland birds, died when fed on
insects raised on GM maize. s e
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Once genetic material has
been released into the environ-
ment it cannot be recalled. The
likelihood of a major problem
may, as some people suggest,
be slight, but if something
does go badly wrong, we will
be faced with the problem of
clearing up a kind of pollution
which is  self-perpetuating.
am not convinced that anyone
has the first idea of how this
could be done, or indeed who'
would have to pay.

We are also told that GM.
techniques will help to “feed
the world”. This is a funda-
mental concern (o all of us.
But will the companies con-
trolling these techniques ever
be able 10 achieve what they
would regard as a sufficient
return from selling their prod-
ucts to the world’s poorest
people? Nor do I believe that
the basic problem is always so

English Nature and other
official bodies have sounded
warnings about the potentially
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money (o buy food, there may be better ways of achieving the  Obviously, we ll have to make up our own minds about
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be doubled,  thing produced by genctic modification, nor do 1 Knowingly
that conserve natural  offer this sort of produce to my family or guests. There is.

the best use of labour and manage-  increasing evidence that a great many people feel the same

Way. Butfthis is becoming a widely-held view, we cannot put
our principles into practice until there s efective segregation
of genercally modified products, backed by a comprehensive
health and the long- labelling scheme based on progress through the food chain.
our efforts i Arguments that this is either impossible or imelevant are
L ly not eredible. When consumers can make an. informed
choice about whether or not they eat products containing
‘genetically. modified ingredients, they will be able to send
direct and unmistakable messages about their preferences. 1
that manufacturers, retailers and l':g\l\.;“lp:s will be ready
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Flaws in !he
food chain

We need a moratorium :

. Y ly
ioneering corporations to get an earl
?églen on%he Vapst sums they have ir!vesteg | Tﬁgy

must not stand in the way of protecting the | o
consumer. Memories of BSE are still too | H
strong for new risks to be taken with the Iot ¢, SSUe
food chain when doubts remain. k%le . They
There are several lessons to be d;awn @mceran
from the disturbing reports we published oned 3
today of how suppressed research by Dr tie an“an.Mr
| Arpad Pusztai linking genetically modified thep yo. dec]

must be open and beyond contention. The Lessgn(
results of studies on rats of the kind Dr |

“haul of the regulatory system —
call for a ban in its 40 year history.
. T_here is a case for calling a halt if only to
allow time for the fog to lift. Let’s be clear:

ically modified food may turn out to

humans unless broved otherwise. ;
Second, we should be doubly on alert
when an issue like this is complicated by
the spectre of business, science and gov-
ernment forcing through an unwelcome | j

i } cause of its | crops that have been undergoing genetic | both
uiuc}l—thlgfz)ﬁsuliggﬁg the life | alterations by random mutation, accident mora] conser
it involves a huge leap into | and natural s«_electlon, for thousands of lic: arty i1
1 that could have truly fear- | years. But, again, that’s not the point. We | ontq
o o fature: And s shanty e eneet, he | over
} Pple RN ; cts | future. An we simply don’t . A or
e 'reasf(‘)alll- gls;erﬁgoggg 1z;nd third lesson is to underiine the necessity of i
‘ ted ok en than other food | labelling every food produgt that currently Hague
A wa:l};ld?;standable desire of | contains GM constituents in a clear way so What
fihe } :

o the Editor
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L. Sl - Sort out this chaos or we'll lose billions,
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statement on the safety of those GM foods
and ingredients approved by Government.

o O e
-
wve top traders warn Blair in secret letter
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the findings of Professor Arpad Pusiai,
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We must give a lead
over GM foods

7 HE Government is in serious trouble

over genetically-modified food. The

. Cabinet minister in charge of GM

food, Jack Cunningham, has been
accused by English Nature of misleading
Parliament over its call for a moratorium on
the production of herbicide tolerant crops,
and condemned by 20 leading international
scientists for being “massively uninformed”
about the threat to public health. The 20
scientists have backed the stifled findings of
British scientist Dr Arpad Pusztai that rats
which ate genetically-modified potatoes had
suffered damage to their immune systems.
Dr Pusztai was rubbished and then gagged
by the publicly-funded Rowett Research
Institute headed by the Government’s
favoured professor, Philip James, and the
scientists are demanding his reinstatement.

o
v

And, from a surprising quarter, the
supermarkets have added their voices to the
o chorus of discontent with the
rnment’s do-nothing approach to GM
The British Retail Consortium, which
ants 90 per cent of the High Street
all the major supermarkets, has
culture Secretary Nick Brown
he Government’s position. The

of Small Businesses fears people
be fi out of business.
npathy for the :
press has led the way

o safety of genetically-
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ThlS scientist
evealed the
Perils of GM
food. Now he
has been

BY JOHN INGHAM AND LORNA DUCKWORTH

THE eminent scientist sacked
for raising health fears about
genetically modified foods is
under a “lifelong” gagging order,
‘The Express can reveal today.

Professor Arpad Pusztai, whose
shock findings were vindi yes-
terday by 20 top scientists, is banned
from speaking to the press without

his former employ-

ded Rowett

loed‘!y one of
ny Blair’s top

boss Protessor Ph:lip James, who 1s.
expecte to head the proposed e m’”‘”"’m “‘“"] w?ny

Hu.nganan -born Professor Pusztai
‘has been forced into early retirement.

His wife is also subjectm the order.
Details emerged as Mr Blair faced

in
Downing Street has cosied up to the
biotech industry. Mr Blair’s advisers
are suspected of swallowmg the
industry line that Britain could be a

Mr
there was no Jushl' fication for a mora-
torium on GM food. But top scientists
have backed Professor Pusztai’s
research and d
o

oed for life

tandards Agency, even - though titute came to the conclusion i
metmin

Pusztai outside his Aberdeen home yesterday

GM food

was forced to retire after reve:

tems and major organs. The
ite clai
mentsmdrounﬂs milar co:

his vindication. He said: recordha K

E
:
S8
%
E
ﬂ

l”‘ck of guldance on the shelves

b
76‘ ‘a consumer solely on Govemment
3 assurances that they are

safe. They argue that if the

Government had ever

implied they could harm

consumers, shops would

never have allowed the

products to

place.

alingto  Democtat MP Norman Baker claimed

The Express and World in Action thxt last night that Professor Pusztai was

hbnratmy rats fed with GM potatoes racmg Soviet- style controls.

suffered damage to their immune _He said: “It is outrageous for any-

one to be sub]ect to a gagging order.

imed that he hm‘l been Professor Pusztai might have bel-
tato ieved when he arrived from Hungary
that he had left that sort of thing

A
iotech indy streses that the Agriculture Select
et iy what political or enmmarc\a\ N

po'atoes are not in use anywhere.
Aberdeen home yesterday  sures were ex
essor?us leclined to discuss damaging to the food indy

earch
g Tu?;mrms;emed in to the crisis by
arch is a matt w-  insisting
o erofpubllcjswn' But I moratorium on GM foods. “There is

HEGTOR BREEZE

was no reason for a

“I think this potato is
perfectly safe to eat, but then
‘my brain is getting smaller"

dence in the Government as  have already spent a stag-
the ultimate guarantor of gering £20million on
the food chain. First there attempting to allay shop-
was BSE, then the beef on pers’ concerns by printing
the bone ban. This is yet leaflets, canvassing opin-
another kick in the teeth,”  fon and labelling GM food.
Stephen Alambritis, of  The BRC also urged the
the Federation of Small Government (o answer
Businesses, said: “It's allegations of cronyism.
another nail in the coffin It is concerned that
of the food Sclence Minister Lord

sector. Businesses could Sainsbury sits on the Cab-
disappear because of Gov- inet committee dealing

ernment inaction.” with biotechnology and by
He estimated that fur- evidence that chom:'cj-l
0nsor

ther delay could cut glant Novartis sp
e e e v B E ke MDe
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Feeding frenzy over Gjyj |

ERE must be a full and
independent inquiry into
the cirumstances of the

unfair removal of Dr Arpad
Pusztai from the Rowett Insti-
tute (Food scandal exposed,
February 12). We need to
know why the institute
decided to force out and gag
such an eminent scientist for
speaking out about the health
risks of genetically modified
foods.

It has been widely
rumoured at the institute and
in parliamentary circles that -
political pressure at the high-
estlevels was brought to bear
on the institute. The inquiry
must ask what contacts, if any,
there were between ministers
or their officials and the senior
management at the institute
prior to Dr Pusztai’s removal.

It is utterly unacceptable
for politicians to seek to

silence free scientific debate.
If this has happened, those
responsible must be exposed.
Charles Secrett.

Director, Friends of the
Earth.

WISH to introduce a note of
cool reason into the affair of
Dr Pusztai and the hot potato™.

Although I write as an indi-
vidual, Irepresent the Nutri-
tion Society on the governing
body of the Rowett Research
Institute, Thus I know the plot
in some detail. I am also chair-
man of the newly established
Food Ethics Council. It follows
that I believe absolutely that
all genetically engineered
foods should be ruthlessly
screened for evidenc

Y

genetically engineer them
into potatoes, then feed the
potatoes, raw, to growing rats.
The growth of the rats was
stunted (allegedly), their gut
was damaged and their
immune system compro-
mised. Of course they were,
this is what lectins do. African
women have known of these
effects for thousands of years.
They do not panic. They cook
their beans.

All this experiment has
demonstrated is that you can
genetically engineer lectin
into a potato and it will con-
tinue to act like a lectin. What
this experiment is not, is con-
troversial. So far as it goes it is
entirely predictable.

Prof John Webster.
University of Bristol.

CIENTISTS must have the

professional independence
to be able to present their find-
ings without fear of dis-
missal. Mrs Thatcher
removed the protection of
academic tenure, which did
not apply to all scientists but
made it difficult for many of
them to be sacked just because
their results might offend a
major financial backer.

If this government has any
intention of protecting the
public interest against the
financial priorities of food
and agricultural industries,
now is the time to show it by

restoring some form of protec-

such as that of Dr Pusztai.
| Dr Roger Bayston.
Woodthorpe, Nottingham,

tion for scientists in positions /

LK OF g

Besides the Republicans, there are other survive 1S, showed it
losers. The president may have retained his tanism
Houdini knack for escaping disaster and nation
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Sﬁ}]fiEgI}Il_iA FMgKechnie (Food

: , February 10) simpl
jumped on the fashionable g
industry-bashing bandwagon.
Food and drink is the largest
manufacturing industry in

| the UK. It employs 500,000 peo-
ple, all dedic od;

dedicated to producing
lesome, tasty food at
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Observer Irish terrorists

] 3 ? - MANDATORY labelling of all
s 2 genetically modified food sold

3 3 ¥ in shops, takeaways and res-

- 3 taurants is to be introduced

i Sl s : next month in an attempt to

Gang vanishes after selling car in London
quell growing fear of the

havesold out basicrepub- IRA is the only republican ‘Frankenstein foods’.

Firms breaking regulations
— to be policed by local au-
thorities and government sci-

entists — will face tough fines.

bvHenvNcbonald — ing the suspects in London. ship
by Henry McDonald The terrorists’ car had been lican principles. terror group not on ceasefire.
and Yvonne Ridley tagged in order that their MI5 sources fear a terror So far it has been unsuccessful
~— _ movements could be moni ign is ‘immi . Yes- in ing any bombi
AN ACTIVE terrorist unit tored by the intelligence ser- terday there was evidence of attacks in Britain.
which is planning a ‘spectacu-  vices from a safe distance. heightened security around  Since the first Provisional ‘We are going to be ruthless
However, the car wassoldat Westminster, government de- IRA ceasefire in August 1994 it in enforeing this,’ Food Minis-
has been responsible for a ter Jeff Rooker told The Ob-
server yesterday. b
But attempts to clean up the

lar' bombing campaign in
mainland Britain has disap- an auction last week. When
peared from under the noses the surveillance team realised
of MI5 agents. what had happened and
The security services returned to the unit's base in
mounted a round-theclock North London, its four opera-
surveillance operation on two tors, ter, control-
cells of the Continuity IRA lerand driver had vanished.
after intelligence reports indi-  Republican sources say
cated the rogue terror group they believe the CIRA will at-
was going to bomb a high tempt to launch an attack in
profile target. itain close to the 10 March
But it has now emerged that d for devolution of po-
oneo[theceusbasshppedme litical powers to the new
Tet, forcing heiohtonad eam. ax. S SUNESE Y S i

Ppartments and military bases.

‘Whoever was watching
Continuity in London have
messed things up, at least for
now. They had them under 24-
hour surveillance until last
week and then they lost them,’
said an RUC source yesterday.

Losing track of republican
terror cells in Britain has led
il

series of attacks on commer-
cial and security targets in
Northern Ireland.

gun
attacks on RUC stations in.
County Armagh and west Bel-
fast and an army base in
H no one has

4

over the past 30 years.
_ In 1983 the British police

Derry.
been killed in any CIRA attack

over the past four vears.
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“genetic
food storm”
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Genetic food storm o
g b

FIONA SNOWBALL and Jackie
O’Connell haye just spent
more than £900 on their
weekly famify shops at
Sainsbury — with six kids be-
tween them thre are plenty of
biscuits, caké& and cereals
packed into tyo large trolleys.

This weekend, though, they
have read pbout ‘Franken-
stein foods’/and for the first
time paid paticular attention
to the tiny jorner of the fruit
and vegetalle aisles reserved
for organicproduce.

‘] am scaed about what 'm
dkids,” says Fiona.
ays she ate every-
thing in Ier day and she’s all
right, bt hey weren’t inject-
ing food, fith stuff then, were
they? I'] bought organic stuff
a bit bfore but today I've
boughtéverything they’ve got

6. It's a bit battered

in the

thou and they’ve hardly

got ayfthing anyway.
Hefriend Jackie picksouta

cket. ‘They could be
gning us,’ she says. ‘They
AVgot to start labelling the
nd make it more simple
understand. We

w what all these let-
They should give
ng at the beginning

Buyers look to the
labels for reassurance

ready-made meals to e:
what is regarded as axili)_z?tg
marl;et for groceries. These
curries, pastas and noodle
dishes are exactly the sort of
products most likely to con-
tain modified maize or soya.

At Sainsbury, the beef
risotto, chow mein and
chicken Buffalo wings had
Jabels declaring they contain
GM ingredients. Its own infor-
mation sheet said that as few
as 40 products contain geneti-
cally modified soya.

At Tesco many of the ready-
made meals, including vegeta-
ble lasagne and lamb rogan
josh, contained GM maize or
soya — although the lasagne
costing £1.25 was labelled GM,
but the otherwise identical
£9.29 bigger meal was not, im-
plying that it was GM-free.

‘Although some, like Safe-
way, have found relatively lit-
tle resistance to GM foods,
such as tomato paste, they are
preparing this weekend for a
backlash following the

publicity.

Only Iceland has an-

nounced it will ban own-brand

GM ingredients in its own-

brand food as from 1 May. The

rest are at different stages of
different

its own-brand medicines as a
thickening agent, adding to
the already enormous range of
products that contain GM
elements.

Some local authorities such
as Leicester City Council have
decided not to wait for the
scientists and politicians to
slug it out. They have taken
genetically modified food off
school menus.

The county’s secretary and
national vice-president of the
Parent Teacher Association,
Peter Ripon, accused the
council of panicking. ‘We have
been eating genetically modi-
fied food of one sort or another
for decades,” explained the for-
mer farmer.

Some shoppers outside
Sainsbury’s in north London
yesterday agreed. ‘1 haven’t
got a clue what it’s all about,’
said Venice Kelly. ‘T thought it
was something to do with or-
ganic food. 1 don’t see any
reason to worry. At my age it's
to0 late to worry about dam-
age. ] can’t change the habits
of a lifetime.”

New Sky sut
the widest ral
available, St
Family Pack
you subsct

nEa
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The seeds of destruction
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Independent
on Sunday - GM
foods campaign

l\/lo.nsanto’s claim that GM crbps
will end Third World hunger is
spurious, says Joan Ruddock

'WHEN Monsanto decided to
fight growing resistance to its
genetically modified foods, it

|
| THE lf(*l%&mDENT

BY MARIE WOOLF
& GEOFFREY LEAN

ork is under way

COMMENT ié\etendedtoregulate movement
to target Third

hlween countries of GMOs and
gdopted the advertising slogan organisms) are disi (u:v‘:‘;r??‘d st sl by
Food - Health -~ Hope”. Tts in the developing world.
World farmers
with a new form

of genetically modified seed,

+ message 1o stroppy European
nicknamed the Verminator

0 to act on GMOs at home, but
Far from it. There are huge

even more critical is the stance
consumers was that our selfish =

financial intere: i i
concerns were holding back least insupplyi:‘gs‘?\;e:‘tz‘r(:‘cg: wexi;‘;:&:ugml must
the means of ending world  sumer markets. This linkage give states the right to apply the
e st M hunger. It is a seductive mes-  has profound implications for
g sage. Those of us who campaign
Agro-chemical giants have

been patenting dozens of genet-

precautionary principal when
ically engineered “terminator”

developing countries, their farm-  deciding whether or not to al-

for more wholesome, safer

ers and environment. Without  low the import, introduction,

food for ourselves are hardly anysignificant direct benefitto  transfer, handling or use of

l{kely tocondemn othersto con-  the host population, the grow-  GMOs or their products with-

I eneiy tinuing starvation. So could it  ing of GM crops in developing  in their territory. Similarly all

seeds which are programmed to be that what we consider bad  countrieswill presentsocialand  states should be able to take full

kill their own embryos so they for “us” is good for “them™?
cannot produce next year’s crop.

But the Verminator is the most

economicburdensin additionto account of socio-economic im-
The purported benefits of  the environmental threat. pact within their territory when
& ' § genetically modified crops in- Genetically modified seeds taking decisions on GMOs and
dramatic example of the new [ ¥ £ : \ oo e clude higher yields, resi with jonsys-  their products.
science of genetic modification. . ¢ ‘ / s 10 pesticides and pestsand de-  tems” - the terminator genes—  These rights might seem ob-
The patents have been con- - layed spoilage times — a com-  are a prime example. Designed  vious but they are directly op-
demned by scientists and Third bination of factors that would  to produce but not reproduce, posed by the biotech industries
World charities who say the surely meet the needs of the  thesescedsareadirectchallenge  and without them countries
technology will “enslave™ the hungry. This presupposes that
world’s poorest farmers to busi-
nesses such as Monsanto. '

to traditional agriculture where ~ attempting to ban GMOs fall
shortage of food is the problem.  the farmers harvest and store  foul of free trade laws.
g &
Over 1.4 billion subsistence <

GE It is not. More than enough their seed for replanting. Not Also at issue in Colombia is

- = o - — ! food is already produced. only would farmers

farmers and their families in the ~ Farmers in the Third World fear that GM crops will destroy their traditional methods of prod
Third World rely on keeping X

lose the the question of \iabi\ily.‘Nn
MATTHEWS. People starve because they freedom of independent crop i L o
A o are :og poor to buy food, be-  breeding and seed exchange; iststo deal with éhe:c ne;vte_ch»
3 o i ¥ «f 4 ¢ b 1 in
back seeds from each crop to the brown adipose tissue of ra- trols on introducing GM crops  to” with the intention of “burn- ‘They uprooted the cot-  cause they are denied access to mey\.vomdtgxsv?‘ ;?n P&t‘{ﬁ;‘h ‘c‘s“‘ﬁasm;‘;mw%’: afeP u‘%_
grow next year’s harvest, en-  fusrafus”. Once inserted into the — including suicide seeds ~ into ing” the company out of their ed it up andsetitalight. land to growit, orbecause they ~ pensive see
suring that they can breed their  plant it acts as a killer of pollen ing world. country. Fields of GM cotton
own plants. Charities, which cells by making them starve

5 i ivi i s ing for a fair liability and com-
are displaced by civil unrest ~companies.  Such contral %

and wa?. Geneﬁz'aﬂy modified  would further marginalise poor- pensation system. e :
crops are irrelevant where the er farmers, leading toincreased ~ Fears about the effect o

have been working to make themselves to death. The en
poor communities self-suffi- gy function of pollen-producing
cient, say that the new GM cells s blocked. - 4

L GV, ¢ making a call for
s'nﬁdg, ~ have been set alight in Ka 'onagaiﬁst‘Munmto

i erare homogenisation of crops and  GMOs on human health are
 farm rm of  ProfessorN Najundaswamy, -' T S consoldationofland. Rt tevﬁxAg;:g Py
; : ‘ 3 2  of | il SN 's minister for " {ribution of food. Indeed, there ~ Superficially the herbicide-  evalua m{n 0d. P,
S amatle developriet, > i , car ! 0 evi u resistant crop looks a bct.(ei wm'kon_ec_ ling potato J
of sustainable development. 1 | Must, ca q Hffic L “Thisis HJ L n # o prospect for the tjlevz?lopmg \omts,wﬁlgweevquu:z\;re\;rzxe
“The whgle (i;)ncept dof g.l':'s i i , : : Wil pos prospct fr the devel 3
invention is based around mak- i f r e u
ing the poor pay for seeds in-

- stead of saving their own. It !
* risks damaging the seed base not have
~ poor people depend on,” said  alive.
'a- Isabel McCrea, of Action Aid. ~ The
: bi 1

3 - i \pmauction of GM
farmers’ dependence on chem- ~ commercia !
'\:als and ul?genn'mes effortsto  crops for both ?mm{m anc: da{)‘e
use more sustainable forms off imal ilo_nsu.x(n\\);;o:.h é vtv‘::e e
culture. The same risks—of  appalling I )

uncontrollable releases of bestscience, regu\a\(:;y \('(e’gl::l&(‘.:
GMOs, of creating super weeds  and resources we e
or "nat’ural" crop failures —are  Steps protect ouoncems 3
faced by developing countries. fail to hear the ¢

g These issues will be on the in- develo;.)[mgis c:\;r;};;eiss.’ St

i i i er
tgr_nauon.al agczrfa in Colombia lzl:r”ﬂor 5

170 natinns
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AS A consy .
foodstuffy oo BVen that GM
a wi

market, | wor::]; Iready o (he pultlxli:-.he “1’:3)’_ the Government is
identification, poa S0 €4 es of g;: S IDferests and yish GM TEST CASE

ave the time or tﬁ:’_ Sl;;ppers those c:f‘;-}sli B ‘Tighanies above R e e e
to read avidly inclination ritish people. al ban is the only

the ~ We are coj acceptable outcome of thi on

the ba e smallpringon ncerned about the me of this
{esaack of tins. There are al. inherent unpredictability of debate. A freeze of three years

GM crops with possible danger is not long enough to determine

The labels o * to b what ad 1 1
n the : oth humans and ani . hat adverse effects GM foods
QTN foode s e preadof e nd it | guilty to flouting

ing is the only way forward.
M M H HOGESTUN

Radnage, Bucks mles On Crops

TFIND it interesting that com-
panies like Monsanto are act-
ing like farmers and treating ( MONSANT( 0, the controver-  found that the barrier was only
consumers like domesticated | sial biotech giant at the heart  two metres wide on one side
animals. We're to be fed ac- | of the growing row over of the test site.
cording to their requirements, “Frankenstein foods”, will The GM rape had already
and they will harvest the profits. | this week plead guilty to crim- flowered by the time the
Give us the names of the | inal charges of flouting rules  inspection took place, and

ly; o
a promjn};mr fPGeyME?“lfj show  weeds, wild species and or-
the front of the Jaby l_sxgn on  ganic food; the impossibility of
in my view prefe ei;lm (and enforcing and policing the
could be stacked sepg y) they labelling of foods contg' i
shelves which S:parately on  GM ingredients; and theaelfnflexz:gt
ke O re clearly on developing nations, wh
TRt odstuffs”. there are already food si;o‘:taere
a s Chang:g:f gﬁ;lis:mc:.}x;s through Western greed o
asporting cha g eth- )
i‘;‘a;l l,ﬂxf that is what they want. ':y?dMJ :x;ONIOU
ould also give retailers rea- e

son; B 4 Edgware, Mi products Monsanto and the | over the planting of genetically ~ government advisers were in-
aboil:ltyh accurate information 2 il other GM companies produce. | modified (GM) crops. formed that “pollination with
CIr customers’ prefer-  GM FOODS are the thin end of We may not be able to stop the In the first case of its kind  the surrounding crop may al-

ences and priorities. If the
major supermarkets could be
persuaded by such informa-
tion that their customers pre-

introduction of GM foods, but | brought in Britain the com- ready have taken place™. The
we could initiate a consumer | pany will admit breaking the  entire GM crop and all seed
boycott of all their other prod- regulations at a test site forits  harvested within 50 metres of
ucts so they learn not to hold | erops in Lincolnshire. The

avery dangerous wedge. Nature
is a beautifully organised and
complex system that can nev-

ithad to be destroyed. No oil

P er be fully understood or pre- in such p will be a huge  seed rape is to be grown on
f?)g; dlhnamml’ unmodificdil dicted i ikey Sy C"mll:lex K M MURPHY | embarrassment for the com- the site for at least two years.
goods then we would be along  systems such as the weather or Sittingbourne, Kent | pany, which has been aggres- Both firms face a maximum
way towards winning the battle. our lives? Will tHe big food cor- Sively promoting GM foods. ~ finc of £20,000 in the magis-
LESLEY BROWNE it i X % 1 porations run the world? 1DO not wish to see the end of It could not have come at trates’ court for breaching

London, SW1 P i b SANDRA BROWN  composting because Of rot- | aworse time for the US multi-  the Environmental Protec-

other topical issue. th: p 2 onsett, Co Durham  proof tomatoes. national with the country in an \'!uq Act 1990 — and an un-

ALTHOUGH NOT strictly veg- gt s i vl . > 5 ! TALOSAEL R MARTIN | uproar over thessue,and the  limited one if the ease is

5 £ ventually fade from public 1EARM 450 acres of th, Dorset dent on Sunday's cam-  teferred 1o the Crown Court.

etarian, I eat a lot of “vegetar-  concern. It is a battle which Y ep

) - 3 v arable land in South Yorkshire. attracting massive politi- David Hill, a media con-
ian” food. I will not knowingly must be continuously fought, edlyagreewithyou MY FEELINGS of abhorrence pc:;ga;dpublicgsuppon.%ay sultant to Monsanto, con-
buy food which has been ge-  for this technology isn’t going k § crops should be  and disgustwith both the Gov- | Baroness Young, chairmanof  firmed late last week that the
netically modified. In reality, to go away, no matter how ped and thrown ernmentand the food industry, | English Nature - the Govern- - cOmpagy will be pleading
has 1 thing much we wish it woufc[- ! 2 ~ G a conventional  that they should try to inflict | ment’s official wildlife watch- guilty. “Ttwill be a very short
KEITH RICH RD QN' i i e 3 1 agrochemicals as their decisions without aforum | dog - calls on page 30 for court case,” he said.
East Berkshire Gre Sl RSN 0 possible. There is after the BSE crisis, cannotbe | tougher conditions for such He added that, as things
& Slbu' / . y ould be describedas  overstated. Unless food is | test sites and a delay on stood, there was little the com
i i) y 3 n yoghurt knitter b properly labelled, the Govern- commercial planting until — pany could do to stop a simila
1o being a conduit  ment and industry will be force | thorough research has been ‘reach happening again. Mot
jers' money being de-  feeding the population on food carried out. santo had no direet control
lonsanto to deve S_Sthm they may have very great The case, which will be  the trials, which were done!
s that are dangerous, ~ concerns abo Foodmustre- | heard at Caistor Magistrates' {hird-party growers appoint
Think main a matter of choice deter- | Court on Wednesday, hasbeen by the Ministry of Agricultu
W brought by the official Health  Fisheries and Foods (Ma
WILCOX and Safety Executive after a The company says it S W
1 ‘routine inspection of the site, ing closely with Maff and
 nearby Rothwell, last June  Department of the Envi
d that control mea- ment, Transport and the
igned to prevent GM. gions (DETR) to produ
M\mﬂ'\n&t‘mg with  standard set of oper
had been “par-  procedures” 1o avod {
Environmen-  breaches.
“escaped” Both firms have b
crops may  trouble before for asim
‘and that  fence although no ¢
ever be  were brought. Justove
i ago the DETR was 0
~ {hat too small an “isola

tance” had been left
‘another crop of G
rape near Broadw
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Pressure Mounts on Cunningham with cayjs to

'GM food

15 Feb,99 |

aged the vital organs of rats,

he said: “Because there’s been

some dispute about some...

experiments in the laboratory,

that is no reason to suggest
that we should bring the
whole of our bioscience and
GM technology and research
grinding to a halt.”

However, his statements
provoked fierce challenges
from political opponents. The
Liberal Democrat leader,
Paddy Ashdown, said the Gov-
ernment had “miscalculated”
the public attitude to GM
foods.

Guardian ;j e —

. HE government is
facing pressure

| modified

| evidence of deep divisions

B among ministers over the ||

| safety of GM products.

| Proposals are being floated

| for a powerful new grouping
along the lines of the

mmck Comm.i

\} Dr Cunningham insisted to
£ ology p BBC TV: “David Sainsbury is
E mendations on cloning and L a man of lete integrity.
g other embryo  research | Michael Meacher: won He has no financial interest in
]
»

basis of the 1990 | support from backbenchers | these or other interests while
e i P he’s serving in the Govern-

Sainsbury to be moved from | ment. He's a very .va]uai?le
his position and replaced with | member of the ministerial
an “independent” minister, | team.” ) N
arguing that, though the min- Shadow agn.culture minis-
ister’s shares are held in a | ter Tim Yeo pointed to revela-
blind trust, his large holding | tions that David Hill, Labour’s
in the family business was | chief spin doctor until a year
ago, now advises Monsanto on
media

Secrecy row ove
to experiment or
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lion pound GM industry. It is

| the cauliffower mosaicpro-
| ord_Sainsbury of | Saisbury's private compans | ; ‘ - : '
| Turville, the billion- {The promoter is vital because ] ; 2 ] ‘The Pr'lme
{ o
B3 tycoon and sci‘ex;ce boogt the grov:vjm ufsw&x‘e: oM A - . ; s fe .
minister, owned for t. < Lot ’ y : .
B 11 years ‘the com: | Lord Sainsbury's patented 3 ; /e : Ministeris
pany which controls the world- T ; 5 d 4 A \
_ v e : e ofthe view
= e : Y e ‘ thatthis
N blind trust last July, three day k when the Go t 5 ‘ |
B W e | sk e e et , , productis
i : safe.He

mounting public concern and
f The same gene is at the cen- | ignored opposition demands
tre of the food scandal | for Lord Sainsbury’s resigna-
revealed last week in the | tion.
Guardian which has split the As Science Minister at the
Government, led to calls for a | Department for Trade and
‘moratorium on the release of | Industry and a member of the
genetically modified foods and | cabinet biotechnology commit-

ment.

GM foods and busi-

ole issue. The
to biotechnology

o int
] the | support for
is focused 0t H0 | Tl cs links
t sci-

controversy
jon last year ;
e tat o intment o the cabl
net committee was made soon
after

- 60 percentof processed foodstuffs
GMfoods. ressed pre- it London-bas e t;MfondworldwldeandintheUKmsoy-.foﬂnflm P BEL R - oiivgin sy [ O SO
Dr Pusztal’s SupD funded by by | . ik Register of Lords' Inter- out last %ﬂ?ﬁ finister. | but does mot mention Lord | shore trusts in the British Vir-
Lminary  on Scottish Office i SRl e e ppointed Sl fould ot | Sainsbury's lucrative private | gin Islands, a wellknown tax
a £1.6 million that rats fed E refurn. - s ainsbt ivate - he did declare The SPO quefons about | ownership of the patent for | haven.
t - sho ge 4 wal Vi : s only | munk ° Wuf ahtent other | cauliflower mosaic promoter. turn to page 2, column 3
t o s b T A e it gnt into an His blind trust was setupin | ————
d blind fist when he order to avoid any “actual or | The man who spurned rock
inifr. The July | potential conflict of interests” | and roll for science, page 8;
became 2 mm b goes into | with his ministerial responsi- | Leader comment and Letters,
bilities. The junior minister is | page 17
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xclusive: ] .
e: Second devastating report shelyeq

GM FOODS:
HOW BLAIR
IGNORED

OUR TOP
SCIENTISTS

A DAMNING report B currently has the power to oversee
Sy " y PAUL EASTHAM Aol L i
ff0m Britai's top scien- Deputy Poical Edor e the society presented this
eihingofiliedan- 25— — - 2ge——  demand in September the pancl
icall said: ‘We urge the Government, not
. rs of geneti ly-mod- ﬁsmepelig'l‘)he: ém“dx.d:tll :ﬁl’kegdy En: ntl'lse_ to delay further in taking action in
ed food has been ters and mandarins involved in the this direction. Five months on,
) rs fe controversy, makes uannsn% read- nothing has happened
= or ing and undermines Tony Blair's @ The Government must abandon
more than five months. ciaim to be on top of the problem. its current polley of licensing aM
s made urgen . crops .
e ;‘nﬂu o jprecaty crlg‘ouzncr regulations must be

RN T
PAGE 55
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A ". chdog h“":' pu uyer-archlng- m:: w‘r)m';l hrvr aroused fears of

1 lator’ to plu m"%‘muiﬂ: the evolution of super-resistant | THIS ju schoolgin Nejla Kantep
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The society insists that this mutants are needed to protect the
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Police chief: this can’tgoon

Entire culture ‘is in
need of overhaul’

Alan Travis
Home Affairs Editor
fundamental
overhaul of the
entire working | more than 25 years.
culture of the
police is needed | the “immensely powerful”

réstored in the police service,

wake of the Lawrence

M: Blair is seen as a key
moderniser inside the police
force. He said yesterday he
was more comfortable with
New Labour’s approach to
policing than that articulated
by Michael Howard, and his
speech will be seen as trying
to ensure that the pace of

He indicated that the scale of | change within the police does.
reform of the police needed in | not falter in its response to the

Lawrence inquiry report. In

inquiry had not been seen for | the process he did no harm to

is prospects of suceeding the

In particular he identified | Metropolitan Police Commis-

sioner, Sir Paul Condon, when

response to [ working culture - especially | he retires next year.

next week’s expected damning | with its “mores of a white cul-

Mr Blair quoted the defini-

Stephen Lawrence inquiry | ture” - that ran throughout | tion of the role of the service
report, one of Britain most | the police. It was “quite | used by the former Met com-

senior police officers said | frankly now old-fashioned”
yesterday. and had to be changed.
The Chief Constable of Sur- And in a sharp and deliber-

missioner Sir Robert Mark 25
years ago, when he wrote:
“The police are the anvil on

rey, Ian Blair, who was shar- | ate rebuke to some police | which society beats out the
ing a platform with the Home | organisations, Mr Blair also | problems and abrasions of

Secretary, made clear that it
‘was not just a question of race
but about changing the mind-
set of the entire organisation | next week’s scathing report by
if public confidence was to be | Sir William Macpherson.

warned his colleagues that | social inequality, racial preju-
they needed to show some | dice, weak laws and ineffec-
“real humility” in the face of | tive legislation.”

At a meeting of the Social
Market Foundation Mr Blair

‘Even at its best,
police culture is
not fitted to

gxamples of police culture at | ethos. Only just now, in my
its worst, but even at its best it | force, are -
is not fitted to handle the dis- S e ahug

their loved ones died in police
custody.

‘The report also shows that
the high-profile campaigns

) over several notorious black.
handle th _mt:‘x‘z:g:mm&gm had rrey revealed about | deaths in police custody have
e ine o Al | prejudice or the | made an impact at the
c ternal culture of the police | force but quite & 1ot abowt an | levels:
disparate which was mirrored in the | unSpoken requirement 10 | cow estrany
& W teche
ALC way they treated those Who | adopt 1o the mores of a White | TLQUES aTe 10 be AntFoduead
and Shlﬁlng came into contact with them. | culture. for officers and it
> The failure of the police to| Taking this on would be | warns the police  againi
requirements Of | change was on the scale of a | very difficult, as the internal | handeufTing detainees behink
s , | sleeping industrial giant that | calture had gro up | their backs while they are.
modern socnety had ot noticed  seismic | “because of the dangers the | lying on the ground. ThS
changes in the market place - | police faced together”, but it | issue of “positional asphyxia”
similar in scale to IBM refus- | had to be changed and that | has been at the centre of Sev-
B ing to accept the onset of per- | included ways of “encourag- | eral of the 12 deaths of black
lan Blair (left) sonal e said. d in our staff”. people in police custody in the

Mr Blair's intervention | last three years.

The PCA also goes out of its
vice was still seeking to serve | Authority published a report | way to emphasise that only 12
argued there was no better | result. There could scarcely | a multicultural and modern | into deaths in police custody | of the 147 people who died in
image for the current state of | be a better simile for the cul- | nation with a homogenous | in which it promised full dis- | police custody were from eth-
the police: “The anvil is a very | ture of the police. At its best, | and traditional working cul- | closure of all relev: nic minorities. “The widely
striking image. It is solid, old- | brave, sometimes heartstop- | ture. It was not solely about | dence to the families of the | held belief that most people
fashioned, if not quite obso- | pingly brave - capable, imper- | race but also about sexual | bereaved. New guidelines are | who die are h\nnk}_s_nn\m;
lescent, and is something | turbable, offering equality of | equality: “Talking to women | also to be issued to end the | outby the figures,” it says.
which things are done to but | treatment before the law, a | officers they clearly feel that | “agonising delay” suffered by
which does not change as a | safe haven. We all know of

they have to adapt to a male | families trying to find cuthow | Met braced for report, page 3

Meacher
puts GM
crops

[

Government’s position signed

dent | Y. John Prescott, the Deputy

Environment Correspondent | o \inister, ag]d e g;g:

ini. ith responsi-

nment yes- | net ministers Wi )

gfdagl;m{)eax;ﬂed to th:;: ]l;ﬂity: S;g}:al;el? ggg;s)h I\ngl&
intense pressure of | Brown, =% !

the past week and Ja%l Cunr;gﬁhmn: R Ay

declared a moratorium on tg: histo:;}': i

‘c.ommercl;?f_gﬂvxfol:iﬂf BENET | advances havef r:hiiseg ﬁf‘g

wa]é]lﬁlﬂa%l lcleac}ier,‘ pazesy fearséd isz?rl:gox?al others have
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mid the high comedy of
mlmstenal confusmnyand

culable effects on
the - whole lxvmg

e ublic rela-

tions disaster t.lll)at. is Me;)lz-

santo one serious point has

emerged When it comes to geneti-

cally modified (GM) foods, nobody

oy t ly knows what they are talking
uf

Powerful forces have attempted to
mnceal this lgnorance Globalised
, gen dists and

their fellow- tmvel.l.lng philosophers,
overambmous scnennsts stock mar-

complexity, lhl
1gnumwe, is the
true context in'
which ‘the GM
food  debat
should be seen.
Since recom
binant DNA ap-
peamd, too many

scientists

ket and govern-
ment officials have attempted to

push through radical and uncertain There

technologies. They have chosen to
ignore what all good scientists
acknowledge — that the science of
genetics is in its infancy. We know,
Just about, the genetic alphabet, but

we have no idea how to speak the
language.

ﬁme‘

‘weapon
‘rible t
hydroger
isms esc: npmg from the labommry to
infect humans or crops.

‘California, in 1975,

ican scientists eft'ecuvely
a halt to their work.

~ Since the the _growth of biologi-
ubris has been exponential.
told genetics is on the

‘based on the false prermse‘

fidence
S dvmsmay that it is as safe to shuffle genes in

ignorance.
w bave Imlc ahom the complex interactions

result of a confnmnce at

science. This
absurd. Do these people think John
Gummer, then minister of agri-
culture, dreamt up the idea of feed-
ing sheep to cows? Probably he
knew nothing about it or, if he did,
he merely found a paper in one of his

Similarly, in
what choice did
have but to endorse the
ing that GM foods were s
where at the root of all’
incidents there is a figure clothe
the authority of science.

 This

was

case, was it SO Ul
justly suppressed?

pect, the experiment
some genetic mampulau

ganda is all based on the
falsehood that none of it can
Since then, more doubts have 2
peared. Membersg
have demand: ighter control
n genetic modifical in a report
the govemment s to have
en trying (o suppr

of wil
as a result of the widespread

he dinosaurs, and since
an essential guarantor
tinued existence, this

processes of life. Scientists are hu-
man beings. Like the rest of us, they
are prone to overambition. The
problem is that, precisely because of
the | effectiveness of scxenoe, their
kes tend to be

At this moment in science we
husg above all, respect our ig-
norance. The crass lobbying of

by the. case of Dr Arp‘ad Pusztai,
whose work

age to rats cau
tatoes. ‘The work was. si

- and Pusztai was suspend

of scientists subsequentl;

y
- was right. In reply the genetics lobby
hasbeento the world as it is in the lab. We do has, said the
T not know that because we know very .

work was irrelevant.

‘because the potatoes were delib-

ly made toxic. But why, in that s

— now, by its own laugh-
able efforts, established in many
peoples minds as the most sinister |
company in the world — and the .
economic pragmatism of politicians
are not, in this context, to be taken
seriously. gt
‘Above all, scientists should leel
free to express their fears, whatevq'
o“fnessures. and the rest of us
d listen very carefully. 3

Anthony Barrington-Brown In that s ¢
appalling
this episode

been  f
Monsanto,
the govern.
ment, it
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demoeracy. It
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might undermine the
5 global leadership role,
to a gap between listed
)ianies and the rest of
1ess, and reintroduce
:s into UK reporting.

1

Monsanto criticised over
modified food claims

Monsanto, the US group embroiled in the furore over

genetically modified food, has been condemned for mak-

.ing inaccurate advertising claims in a draft report by the

;_Adve’rtising Standards Authority. The company was critic-
ised for making “wrong, unproven, misleading and confus-

- ing” claims in its £1m advertising campaign. The draft

report has still to go to the ASA’s full council and could be

amended, the authority said.
More than 30 complaints were filed by members of the
public and groups including the Royal Society for the Pro-

tection of Birds and the Soil Association..

~ The ASA criticised Monsanto for wrongly giving the

ion that genetically modified potatoes and toma-
2d been tested and approved for sale in Britain and
the crops were more environmentally friendly -
y Cr santo has seven days to
is submitted to the full -

--------------------
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“US threatens trade

sanctions”

Remember this
headline!

——— o

vwiLIl

the
iy _brush. It is particu?:fll;
sis of Important to make the dis-
% tinction between FTSE 100
y trackers ang those that fol-
low the FTSE All-Share
i Index, comprising 828 com-

Panies.

" the

_I share the concerns being
a;rgd over the growing
divide between FTSE 100

anyone who has the
long-term health of the
broader UK economy at
heart.

It has been interesting to
see how the investment
establishment has responded
to the explosion in demand
for tracker funds over the
last four years or so. Recent
tracker launches, notably
those from the big banks,

:fm’ Companies and the remain-
‘ts
r
ly

From Mr Barry Coates.
y Sir, It is true that the
ata | breakdown of talks on the

biosafety protocol could
“have serious ramifications
for international trade” — by
calling into question the
ability of governments to act
in the public interest.
(“Breakdown of UN talks on
GM crop treaty threatens to

heighten trade tensions”,

February 26.)

T vuLe agaim it seems
that our financial institu.

tions are opting for
sellable short-tgerm ;};Zt%%it-
formance message, when the
real long-term interests of
cu_stpmers (not to mention
British industry!) surely lie
in funds with the widest pos-
sible investment base.

The overall failure of fund
managers to beat the index
is no recent phenomenon.

The US has already threat-
ened trade sanctions in
response to bans on GM
organisms. Take the exam-
ple of Egypt, which in June
1998 tried to ban GM imports
from the US wunless they
were properly labelled. The
US threatened to ban all
trade in soya beans and
maize and, sure enough,
Egypt reversed its decision.

Such threats to other

yvithin any index, until there
1s at least some evidence
that active managers are
equipped to turn the situa-
tion to their advantage.

Richard Branson,
chairman,

Virgin Direct Personal
Financial Service,
Discovery House,
Whiting Road,
Norwich NR4 6EJ

developing countries and to
the European Union are

. likely in the forthcoming

months. The potential for
these threats to escalate into
a bigger trade dispute has
already been shown by the
US reaction to the EU’s sup-
port for smallholder banana
growers in the Caribbean.
The biosafety protocol is a
precedent-setter. Either it
will assert that the public

US has already threatened trade sanctions over GM ban

interest must come before
free trade, or it will be used
by US trading interests to
hold the EU and developing
countries to ransom. The US
has made its position clear.
It is time the EU did too.

Barry Coates,

director, World
Development Movement,
25 Beehive Place,
London SW9 7QR

From Mr Geoffrey Turner.
Sir, I fear Clive Sinclair-

interest groups. Our ethics
committee sets and promotes

Poulton (Letters, February
17) misunderstands the role
of the Securities Institute.
We are a body of individual
securities professionals. Our
objects do not - and never

Aid  smnavmit e FA andk aa

~ high standards for our mem-

~ bers. We act as an authorita-

~ tive body, researching and

consulting in matters of edu-
cation or public interest con-

cerning investment in secu-

witine and reonlarlv consult this area, and I Wou,m like tq

Not permitted to act as promoter for City

closely with bodies such as

- British Invisibles to help

promote UK financial ser-

vices and London’s competi-
We also.
applaud the very valuat.)leA
- work carried out by the City

tive position.

of London Corporation in

Let’s not be off
with the old...

From Lord Cobbold.

Sir, The prime minister is
quoted on the front page _of
your paper as saying in
respect of duty-free sales:
“Until we have a proper
‘regime, we should not get
rid of what we have at the

L iy 24mTT Yandawe fail
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s throughout the world” an

i FA“O official said. “However,

w@“‘h‘gﬂieih??m con-

ned about the long-term

. effects of genetic engineer-

ing on health and the envi-
ent”
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NOTHER grand year for
US life science corpora-
~ Wtion Monsanto's chair-

increased earnings for
shareholders. And, by the by,
Mr Shapiro has cashed in $18
million of his own shares on
top of his $US 1.7 million

There was some veiled
regret that Monsanto had
failed to merge with the huge
American Home Stores, but
no word on its widely reported
talks with chemical giant,
Dupont. Should this happen,
it would create a biotechnol-
ogy powerhouse, well able to
dominate global agriculture.
There was no word, either, on
the company's troubles in
Europe. Here, Shapiro's troops
are in the bunker, with the
company, in PR terms at least,
close to meltdown. What Blair
and Clinton poll analyst, Stan-
ley Greenberg, reported last
year as a potential corporate
crisis is worsening by the day.

In the past few weeks, Asda
and Marks & Spencer joined
Iceland in banning GM prod-
ucts from their own-brand
food lines. Safeway followed
suit, with Sainsbury, Waitrose
and the Co-Op in the past few
days. That leaves Somerfield
and Tesco’s. But consumer
pressure now embraces many
major environment, develop-
ment, consumer and health
groups, and it may be only

time t})_efore they, too, retreat.

€ big question is which of
the glant (but mostly anony-
mous) food processors |jke

| Nestle, " breaks "nr:")du or

free, Inthe past fortnight, sci-
entific doubts have been
expressed about Monsanto

GM soya's links to allergi

: ntable lack

ation” for consumers; and the
august Institute of Chartered
Surveyors has advised that
GM crops could
threaten land values and put
farm tenants at risk of legal
action.

The National Farmers’
Union of Scotland responded
that it would now be “com-
mercial suicide” for farmers
to grow the crops if asked.
Meanwhile, British Sugar,
which controls all sales of
sugar beet seed to British
farmers, has said it has no
plans to introduce genetically
modified varieties, even if
approved.

But the catalogue of corpo-
rate woe goes far beyond
Britain. Irish, Swiss, German,
Italian, French and Belgian
supermarket chains have all
started to exclude GM ingredi-
ents. In the past fortnight,
New Zealanders have been
uprooting crops, the Brazilian
state environment agency has
begun a case against the com-
pany, the Ukraine environ-
ment minister has declared
his country should not be an
experimental site for GM
crops and Indian peasant
farmers are revolting.

Meanwhile leading scien-
tists this week declared BST, a
Monsanto growth hormone
engineered to increase the
yield of cow's milk but so far
banned in Europe, as harmful
to animals with potential
human health risks.

Monsanto can do little to
resist the global wave of oppo

| declares itg own prutlum,’ (ﬂ.;"dd
M-

sition, Instead it is using a
legal weapon, a tactic that

' We’re gagging on GM. Monsanto
uBiEhEce Lp lomeligown.

may backfire and further
damage its image. In 10 days’
ime, fwo womn :

/1
Y

ma g” for pulling up one of
their GM herbicide resistant
maize crops and may have to
pay £600,000 to the company in
compensation. In April, defen-
dants from Genetix Snowball
face the company in the civil
courts.

Monsanto is demanding
‘that the small organisation’
which last year published a
book on how to take open, (the
activists will argue “responsi-
ble”) direct action against GM
crops, should be forced to
hand over to it the names of
everyone who bought the book
from them or was sent a copy.
It smacks of corporate polic-
ing and the next month will
see large British demonstra-
tions, marches and, inevitably,
the public destruction of
more GM trial crops. For the
first time, MPs have indicated
they may be prepared to be
arrested.

With the popular press and
several broadsheets now cam-
paigning against Monsanto’s
products, what friends has the
company got?

TONY Blair, who has sev-
eral times spoken to Pres-
ident Clinton about the
necessity to support new tech-
nologies like genetic engineer-
ing, is cooling. So far he,
senior ministers and civil ser-
vants are falling back on the

asked his senior ci
- “Why don't we
rmaceutical

sis of the safety of thy
with proper trials? H¢
dent are we that our 1i
moratorium would b
is accurate?”
Yesterday, gov
announced a new
regime aimed at enfo)
regulations, with fin

| to £5,000. The control

t}:e trading standards
‘ties may find unwor
practice, will force
rants, cafes, bakers ¢
catessens to declare
content of their foods.
The suppliers hav
escaped. It was dismi:
red herring and “alre
dated” by opposition )
can sense the gover
inability to keep up w
adynamic situation.
But even as the Ei
Union is looking to in
full labelling for GM a
and flavourings, sor
Monsanto and the ot}
food companies migl
intolerable, British n
have said they will go
because government r
ances are not enough.
What we are witmes
one of the greatest
against a new techna
history, dwarfing the
pean protes
over Brent Spar a
Whether this revolt
judged by history as
umph of new democry
a significant step in tl

line that consumers should “."
able to exercise “choice™, |
But, judging from the Cabinet
committee report leaked to
the Guardian a few weeks ago
government doubts that it can |
control the explosive situation |
are mounting. “How real is
the risk of a trade war with
America?” Jack Cunningham

ing in of corporate pe

as a backward respx
inevitable “progress
poses a new relat
between politiclans, ¢
tions and consumers
Mr Shapiro’s con
that Monsanto wil end

ners might well proy
placed
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Jonathan Aitken sentenced

to 18 months for

| | By Elizabeth Robinson and
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perjury

with the announce- plained that he had “power
| ment that i

hern Foods

ety Ml arguind cat

ly t - concern, his col
they were potentially harmful portive of Mr m pmla
{ #it to' the Lord ‘I'm ashamed at the way
The genetically-modified food Haskins dismissed the

prince’s retailers ha ]
mgm suffered a fresh blow views as eccentric, and com- e ol T
ves!

that despite mounting pub

| Smith In Brussels

tomers choice,” he said.

Igorthorn “Foods v‘m}iqﬁt responsibility”. d

ord Has - This

week, a Wiltshire

tive, Jo Stewart, said the com: P
destroyed an experi-

non-GM

& movement has been led by ~world but warned that as altered DNA.
retailers, starting with celand demand

year. Northern is the big-

st food supplier to Marks
d Spencer, which has
3 teh“d its non-GM stance,
Northern Foods' chief execu: and also supplies own-label

to other

f ) pany was still a s er of kets as well as produc
ntal crop of modified ofl gM ingredients bu‘:pmbmi inded goods, s

rape. reed to bow to pressure from fel
hern Foods' decision s

consumers and retailers, He
for Tony 'B'mr.twhc was speaking after Nort

ts of £94.

las frozen pizzas. A survey
by Friends of the Earth last

week found 24 out of 30 top UK
reported flat full-year pre- food manufacturers
5 of £94.6m.

declared themselves GM-free

ing

uch as Good-

Northern is the or moving in that direction.

tewart said Northern
~was now seeking

. retailers, then us. It isn't wise

had

around the 3 protein  with

increased, such  Frien
sources

ds of the Earth, the
open for a return to
dients. “A return

be led by consumers, then not want GM food. The govern-

‘ment should be helping British

better farmers to meet increasing
demand for GM-ree food."

The Northern decision

for us to say we know
than consumers.”

He said the number of
Northern's products currently reflects unease in Europe
known to contain GM ingredi- about GM crops. Consumer
ents was very small, but up to doubts are cularly strong
40 per cent could contain in Germany and Scandinavia.
them, Derivatives SUCh a8 SOYA ety
oll and lecithin, an emulsitier, consumers,

do not have to be labelled as Northern Foods results, Page 30

Book prices cut in
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. _suaste and paperbacks.



20 June 99
Guardian

EAL
e BASIL HUME

Cristina Odone

THIS SECTION, PAGE 28

Battle of Hastings by Ed-
EXISTS only in the realms - ward's ancestor williom o
ol‘ fiction, dy

N “The title itself nasty
Shot thraugh the eye at the ' Thomas Hardy Society said: ible location for King Ar. u 2 total fction. There is no- nuungmadeikd:;(mr‘;u]
Jtis wonderful that the name ~thur’s Camelot. ledWemx—x be- been promised the tme o(
Wessex is being' brought

Arthurian legend Norman

E I
Married Sophie Rhys-Jones i teenth century saw a Wessox
‘hapel, Windsor. revival, most notably wlth

St George's
Earlier in the day he had be. the work of Thomas

come the first Earl of Wessex who set his novels in a e
for more than 90 tional county of that name,
The last Earl ufWessexWas roughly egivalent to Dorset.

Ear fonnerly known as prince

by Martin Bright the luckless King Harold —
\

Olive Blackburn of the and Cadbury Castle, a hoss. said last night:

means England. To terday criticised the rﬁ.t’ Hanye Duke of
Haniyi Suucantd plte\EREdvar A heeifL
was in e with the country. e mueum.uyanyrben Hight way to "eetopmmte

s aviine commoners. who ity iy milennin’
Today the s area s s closly ot the royal tamily. When bacicto g or il
assoclated with ‘New Age' the Queen married H-Il‘orlBrnuks-Blker

beliefs and cu:!onu. It is Edinburgh and when Tage, said the decision to
thought to be crissrossed Andrew married Saral make Prince Edward nn°§m e
with mystc ‘Toy.lines’ which _guson e asiadd f showed he

link ancient sites such as York. Prominent role: ‘Heis the fiy

Stonehenge, Glastonbury Tor  Historian Dr David Starkey first rather good.

R...
IT S ABOY

Edinburgh, by

iy been don't know if there g bon
Jsed for 1,000 years. Is it the - monarchy in th

the  David wmlnmsnn, mndl

netage. said the- tles

Tolgicus end ansibns Bridih Philip he. becarme Dk of lishing director of Bymean (niﬁmﬁzexn\ﬂishﬁ

seems to have

he said. ‘Earl is a very tradi-

iul ot play & tional title so T think this 1§
good.

Son of a monarch in this dy- lml-mu.ul-!

4 3 How to survive raising your son
EXCLUSIVE REPORT IN LIFE MAGAZINE

gets his Wessex glrl

Psst... wanna be a countess? Graham Turner

Bmtam faces

10 years of
tmﬂic chaos

BRITAIN'S cities and roads
wmstiﬂbedoggedmlomm Road
time regardless

of
plans to force le
eir cars and %e:pw publ!c the motorways
!m.n.spun the Government nn new
‘has admitted.
Deputy Prime Minister ba.n the vehicle in a democ-
John Pmsoott last week con- racy but I hope a greater prior-
The Observer that ity for public transport will
Lahnur wau!d need a second persuade people not to be-
term of office before the public . come two-, three- and fuurur
could expect ‘real and sub-
stantial change to the whole New pawers to prlce Dpeople
ut of their cars and crack
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vironment. is underfira. be central to the lagiclativa

time, he said: ‘There will still
be congestion problems, 1 do
-umrhvm-r not believe we will have a
system. where you get rid of

traffic j .

FIRST LADIES OF EUROPE FIND A PLACE IN THE SuN

by Andy MoSmith
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and Antony Barnett

‘THE WORLD'S most powerful  ing indust ter has steadfastly refused to
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?::;’Lﬁtgad%eﬂ food, of 3 Organisation :nrfd Eco- commercial release of GM
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the plane
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!tbuy President Bill
| Clinton, both men were to the best scientific mesrch not give permission for com-
into agreeing a new on the effects of genetic mercial release of such crops

trials
collate information from currently under way in the
that every country has acce: Ministers argue they will



* The Pusztai GM scandal generated
numerous front page stores and scandals — it
was one of the dominant political and
scientific news stories of 99;

* The issue exploded for weeks in the media,

Some and rumbled on for nearly six months;
reﬂections * It was across the media — from the FT to the
tabloids;
* A scientific issue had become a political
issue;
* A reflection of that is the political cartoons
that were generated /
P 4
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<M COMPANIES ARE INCREA
TO SILENCE THEIR CRITICS

ONTRIAL

ISINGLY USING THE LaW

Five women from the anti-GM campaign
group GenetiX Snowball were in the Appeal
Court this month, defending their right to a
trial. The protesters were served with injunc-
tions by GM giant Monsanto in July/August
1998, after they dug up some of the com-
pany’s crops. In April, the High Court ruled

that the women had the right to have their
Aofence heard and ordered a full civil ial

ot desiai

The women were arrested and released
without charge, but Monsanto later served
temporary injunctions on them and issued a
claim for “unquantified” damages, “conspir-
acy” and “unlawful interference with busi-
ness and commercial interests”. These dam-
ages could have run into thousands of
pounds, but Monsanto dropped the claim in
April at a summary hearing, arguing for a

areap) ag

The ruling by three appeal judges is
expected any day and will have serious reper-
cussions for the British legal system. If it
goes in Monsanto’s favour, the activists could
be served a life-time injunction, which if
_broken would result in imprisoriment with-
out trial. “This would be in breach of the
European Human Rights C ion, which

| against the defen-
dants, in order to avoid a trial. It also argued
that anyone who had received a GenetiX
Snowball handbook should be covered by the
injunction, but this was rejected by the judge.
The legal action by Monsanto is a
SLAPP (Strategic Lawsuit Against Public
Participation) - a deliberate use of the law

guarantees a fair hearing or trial,” says
Daniel Bennett of Leigh & Day solicitors,
who d three of th d;

by comp and gov to silence
their critics. “Monsanto’s strategy is simply
tosilence prqbes‘f:er‘g," says Tulip. SLAPPs are

Thercase started in July last year, when
the five women openly and geanefuﬂy dugup
Monsanto’s genetically modified test crops at

. a site in Oxfordshire. Each pulled up a sym-

bolic number of plants. One of the protesters,
Kathryn Tulip, chose 64 for the number of
experimental trials in the country. Another
plucked just one plant as it was her first action.

not ne d to go to court, but to
intimidate protesters into inaction, “They
send out the message that there is a price for
speaking out politically” says Professo
George Pring of the University of d
Denver, who initially coi

Currently, both biof
Government are resist
sibility of
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Advertisement

Pro-GM food scientist 'threatened
editor'

Top pro-GM food scientist threatened me, says editor

GM food: special report

The editor of one of Britain's leading medical journals, the Lancet, says he
was threatened by a senior member of the Royal Society, the voice of the
British science establishment, that his job would be at risk if he published
controversial research questioning the safety of genetically modified foods.
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These secret tests are en-
in the opening match 0

'TOP SECRET trials of GM BY GEOFFERY LEAN
crops are under way in five ENVIRONMENT EDITOR tirely separate from the 25
farm-scale trials being carried
out into the environmental campaign
2002 Worl
Suppor!

British counties despite re-
peated government promises
that it would never allow them
to take place.

The secrecy surroundmg
the expenment is so tight that

official pubhc hearing which
opened in London last Monday
into whether it should be

grown commerecially in Britain.
Envir lists have al-

even Mi her, the
Environment minister in
charge of GM crops, has been
kept in the dark.
The trials were authorised by
Nick Brown, the agriculture

‘no

ready lodged 67 objections to
the maize. So far the company
has refused to produce wit

safety of GM crops by Mr
Meacher’s Department of the
Environment, Transport and
the Regions. Environment
ministers constantly trumpet
the openness of these trials,
and insist on publishing six-fig-

ure gnd references to them so
that bouring farmers,

nesses for cross:

resumngmawmmgﬁumﬂle

L :

local people, and objectors can

pinpoint the fields involved.
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Anti-GM scients ing,

[ sts are facing

Wldqspr_ead assualts on ’cheirg ‘
bility: Andy Rowellinvestig

The political context is that the biotech
industry is trying to lift European, Brazilian and
Mexican™ moratoria on genetically modified
seeds or foods. It is desperate to open up
Europe, having lost more than $200 million due
to the moratorium on growing of GM corn alone.
Nature has refused to comment further about
the row.

This week sees crucial negotiations at the UN
Convention on Biological Diversity in The Hague.
The Nature statement could not have come at a
better time and the biotech industry is naturally
gleeful. “Many people are going to need that
(Nature’s editorial) reference”, says Willy De
Greef from Syngenta, the world's leading
agribusiness company, “not least those who, like
me, will be in the frontline fights for biotech dur-
ing the Hague negotiations”.

Despite Nature’s climb-down, the authors of
the original study, David Quist and Ignacio
Chapela, have published new evidence they say
vindicates their original findings. They add that
two other studies by the Mexican government
confirm their research and believe Nature has
been “under incredible pressure from the powers
that be".

“This is a very, very well concerted, co-ordi-
nated and paid for campaign to discredit the very
simple statement that we made,” says pr
Chapela.

ingly having their credibility attacked
through a campaign orchestrated by the
biotech industry. Now that campaign has seen a
prestigious scientific journal become the latest
casualty. e
The attacks against the journal Nature cuIrr_n-
nated in the publication last week of an admis-
sion that it was wrong to print a scientific paper
last year that was critical of GM. The anlsslon
was the first in the journal’s history. It is appar-
ently the latest example of b_lutech giants using
front organisations and websites to discredit sci-
entific research that criticises GM technology.
The saga started last querpber when Nature
published an article by scientists from the Uni-
ity of California Berkeley thag alleged conta-
versnyo ive Mexican maize by GM. As
et torium on commercial GM
Mexit_:o h?ts raaisrggrgrzgial issues about genetic
Ing, : LN ¥
R s e
The paper led to the I e e Fthe
peing sk b o1 L
biotech industry- r_\lnagtu;es:larlzrgent st
suil r aying
;Ciiggszsg\::;la';le is not sufﬂcrﬁnt to justify the
icati iginal paper -
putillc?iloﬂ D;th: ﬁ;fic of hot interest”, says Jo
i .sfclrena Nyature admitting that this story is
To 3 b
nwoit}E:{ utechnical” but also political”.

A nti-GM scientists and activists are increas-

The central co-ordinator of the attacks has =
been CS Prakash who is a professor of Plant Mol-
ecular Genetics at Tuskegee University,
Alabama, and who runs the AgBioWorld Founda-
tion. AgBioWorld was co-founded by an -
employee of the Washington-based right-wing:
think tank Competitive Enterprise Institute. i

Prakash calls the Quist and Chapela study
“flawed"” and says the “results did not justify the -
conclusions." He adds that they were “too eager
to publish their results because it fitted their
agenda”. |

Prakash's pro-GM website has been the ¢
tral discussion forum of the Nature article. f by
said: “I think it a played a fairly important role
putting public pressure on Nature because W
have close to 3,700 people on AgBioView:
daily newsletter, and immediately after
paper was published many scientists startec
SOStlﬂg some preliminary analysis that they Were

oing. 2
“AgBioView has brought together those s¢
entists and AgBioWorld provided a collectlV®
voice for the scientific community”. These dl
cussions led to a highly critical and influential
statement attacking Nature that received M
than 80 signatories. y,

_Two letters signed by pro-GM scientists
criticised Nature's original publication Were
Printed in the same issue as the journal’s et

tion. The lead authors of the letters, Matthew
Metz and Nick Kaplinsky, signed the pro-biotech
statement on the website.

Both have or have had links with the Depart-
ment of Plant and Microbial Biology at Berkeley
that entered into a $25 million deal with Novar-
tis (now Syngenta), a deal that was opposed by
Chapela. “It became a very big scandal and they
cannot forgive that", says Chapela.

But most importantly it wasn't scientists but
a PR company that works for GM firm Monsanto
that started and fuelled the anti-Nature debate
on Prakash's listerv. On the listserv the first
attack was posted by someone called ‘Mary Mur-
phy’ within hours of publication. She wrote: “It
should be noted that the author of the Nature
article, Ignacio H Chapela, is on the board of
directors of the Pesticide Action Network North
America, an activist group.” Murphy accused
Chapela of being “not exactly what you'd call an
unbiased writer".

The next bulletin was from someone called
‘Andura Smetacek’ who claimed Chapela was in
league with environmental groups and afided,
wrongly, that his paper was ‘“not a peer-reviewed
research article subject to independent scien-
tific analysis”. Smetacek and Murphy have
between them posted around 60 articles on the
Prakash list. So who are they? s

Mary Murphy's email is mmrph@hotmail

-com, which hides her employer. On one occa-
sion on an internet message board she used this
address but also left a trail of other identifying
details that showed she worked for the Bivings
group, a PR company with offices in Washington,
Brussels, Chicago and Tokyo.

Bivings, which has more than a dozen Mon-
santo companies as clients, has been assisting
the GM firm’s use of the internet since realising
that it played a significant part in the company’s
poor PR image. Bivings says it uses the internet's
“powerful message delivery tools” for “viral dis-
semination”.

When asked about what they do for Mon-
santo, a spokesperson for Bivings said “We run
their web sites for various European countries
and their main corporate site and we help them
with campaigns as a consultant. We are not
allowed to discuss strategy issues and personal
opinions”. They declined to give any further
information on their work for the company.

However further insight can
be gleamed from a recent report
by Bivings which said: “Message
boards, chat rooms and listservs
are a great way to anonymously
monitor what is being said. Once you are plugged
into this world, it is possible to make postings to
these outlets that present your position as an
uninvolved third party.”

As a “third party” Bivings has covertly
smeared biotech industry critics on a website
called CFFAR.org as well as via articles and
attacks on listservs under aliases. The attack on
the Nature article was a continuation of this
covert campaign.

Andura Smetacek is no stranger to such tac-
tics. The Big Issue South West can also reveal
that she was the original source of a letter that
was published under the name of Tony Trevawas,
a pro-GM scientist from the University of Edin-
burgh, in the Herald newspaper in Scotland. The
letter became a source of legal action between
Greenpeace, its former director Peter Melchett,
and the newspaper. The case went to the high

court and ended with Melchett receiving undis-
closed damages and an apology from the Herald.

Trevawas has always denied he wrote the letter.
In a letter written earlier this year, S

News Feature

“This is a very, very
well concerted, co-
ordinated and paid
for campaign to
discredit the very
simple statement
we made”

posting to the AgBioView list she gave her address
as London, while in recent correspondence with
The Ecologist magazine Smetacek left a New
York phone number. However, after extensive
searching of public records in the US, the Big
Issue South West found no one in America with
that name. Despite numeraus requests by The
Ecologist for Smetacek to give an employer or
land address she has refused to doso.

Aclue to her identity is that Smetacek's earli-
est messages to AgBioView consistently pro-
moted the CFFAR.org website. CFFAR stands for
the Centre For Food and Agricul-
tural Research and describes itself
as “a public policy and research
coalition dedicated to exploring
and understanding health, safety,
and sustainability issues associ-

organic agriculture as well as envi-
ronmental groups, like Green-
peace, calling them “terrorists”.
The website is registered to an
employee of Bivings who works as
one of Monsanto's web gurus.

Even the AgBioWorld Foundation website is
linked to Bivings.

Jonathan Matthews, a leading anti-GM
activist, has researched the activities of Bivings.
While searching the AgBioWorld archives he
received a message that told him that an attempt
to connect him to a Bivings database had failed.
Internet experts believe that this message
implies Bivings is hosting an AgBioView data-
base. These experts also notice technical simi-
larities between the CFFAR, Bivings and
AgBioWorld websites.

Prakash, though, denies receiving funding or

i for the fi ion and
denies working with any PR company saying he
is “pro—\he technology not necessarily the com-
panies”,

However Matthews said: “Via Bivings, Mon-
santo has a series of shop windows with which to
influence the GM debate. One of these is
AgBioWorld. The chief mannequin seems to be
Prakash who has been very influential in the

said: "I am the author of the message which was

sent to AgBioWorld. I'm surprised at the stir if

has caused since the basis for the content of the
letter comes from publicly available news arti-

cles and research easily found on-line”.

Smetacek is also a “front email”. In an early

\ghtt:lal N U corn jon fiasco.
ut | wonder if Nature really knows i
it behind the attacks." 4 P
Dr Sue Mayer from GeneWatch UK says: “It is
quite extraordinary the lengths the biotech
lndqstry and the scientific establishment will (4
to discredit any critical science.” 1
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The sinister sacking of the world’s leading GM expert
and the trail that leads to Tony Blair and the White

House
B Published: 07 July 2003

(6 snare | w Tweet [ svre

by Andrew Rowell
The Daily Mail, July 7 2003

The following day he was fired. He says he was informed of the calls by two different employees
at the Rowett. Dr Putsztai and his wife were also told by a senior manager at the institute that
Blair's intervention followed a phone call to Downing Street from President Bill Clinton, whose
administration was spending billions backing the GM food industry. To sceptical ears, this sounds
scarcely credible. Would the Prime Minister really have had any influence over the position of a
respected scientist?

And yet the story is supported by two other eminent researchers. Stanley Ewen, says another
senior figure at the institute told him the same story at a dinner on September 24, 1999.

That conversation is sealed in my mind," Ewen says. 'My jaw dropped to the floor. | suddenly saw it
all - it was the missing link.

‘Until then, | couldn't understand how on Monday Arpad had made the most wonderful
breakthrough, and on Tuesday it was the most dreadful piece of work and immediately rejected
out of hand.’

The second source to confirm the story is Professor Robert Orskov OBE, who worked at the Rowett
for 33 years and is one of Britain's leading nutrition experts. He was told that phone calls went
from Monsanto, the American firm which produces 90% of the world's GM food, to Clinton and then
to Blair.

‘Clinton rang Blair and Blair rang James,’ says Professor Orskov.



2015: Fast forward a decade..
New Pro-GMO group formed with Mark Lynas and Owen
Paterson and Matt Ridley

UK NEWS WEBSITE OF THE YEAR

@b\ﬁ @\Bﬂ@@fﬂpl‘j News Sport Business Opinion Ukraine Money Life Style Travel ]
Owen Paterson: Economic growth is the key to saving
the planet
A new idea is gaining ground, under the term 'Ecomodernism’, which celebrates that News Opinion Sport Culture Lifestyle

economic growth and technology can go hand in hand with green living

Environment P Climate crisis Wildlife Energy Pollution

By Owen Paterson
20 September 2015 - 8:30am Environment © This article is more than 7 years old

@@ Ecomodernism launch was a screw-up of
Impressive proportions
Mark Lynas

wed30sep 20151346 Qur attempt to launch a new environmental political
et movement in the UK was certainly ill-timed but is hopefully not
e = P daamed




2019 -
Boris Johnson speech

So | canimagine in the future of this wonderful museum there will exhibits
recording not only the breakthroughs in bioscience, here in Manchester and
elsewhere that allow the UK to lead the world in producing genetically
modified crops - blight-resistance potatoes will feed the world.




May 2022 —
Europear
Commission
launches
new

consultation
on GMOs

Mute Schimpf, food and farming campaigner at Friends of
the Earth Europe said:

“The debate on the deregulation of new GMO is a flagrant
attempt to divert time, money and attention away from truly
sustainable and already-proven solutions like agroecology.

We don’t have time to waste with empty and dangerous
promises that would only have us more dependent on dirty

fossil fuels.

Our message to the Commission is clear: stop pushing for the
deregulation of new GMQOs and keep them strictly labelled and
safety checked



Oct 2022 —
Birth of pro-
GMO

Mark Lynas

RePlanet withi

@ R E P L A N ET Home  Vision  Written Issues Who we are  Contact us DONATE

@ RePlanet - Oct 3, 2022 - 10 min read

What defending science means whenyou're an
environmentalist

Updated: Oct 11, 2022

Mark Lynas, one of the driving forces behind RePlanet, kicked off our conference in
Warsaw, Poland. A New Hope: The RePlanet Sessions 2022, by explaining how science
has guided his beliefs about how to save nature. Here's the transcript of his talk:




November 2022 — George Monbiot teams up
with RePlanet to “Reboot food”

George Monbiot teams up with Mark Lynas and the ecomodernists to

GMWatch
@GMWatch
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The environment 'cannot
sustain ~ genetically  engl-
neered crops. Science Imis-
trusts them. The pubh.c
doesn’t want them. Isn’t it
time the Government stopped

forcing us to eat them, and fed

us, instead, with the truth?

George Monbiot was the first
British journalist to draw attention
to the hazards of genetic
engineering in the national press.
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Botched genetic technology bill will upend English

Articles » agriculture
B Published: 07 February 2023
Donations
[ share |
Videos » Peers’ concerns echoed those of three government agencies - but the bill will likely pass into law

1mnamandnAd

What happens next?

According to Science Minister George Freeman, the UK will soon become “a global testbed” for
agritech, gene-edited crops and synthetic biology, among other technologies.
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Parliamentary Bills

I\/I a rC h 2 3 UK Parliament > Business > Legislation > Parliamentary Bills > Genetic Technology (Precision Breeding) Act 2023 3\ Bill feed
" Genetic Technology (Precision
enetic

Breeding) Act 2023 Commons Final stages
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See full passage
Originated in the House of Commons, Session 2022-23
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P re C | S I O n Last updated: 27 March 2023 at 17:17

: GM
Breeding act FREEZE
for a responsible, fair & sustainable food system
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Genetic Technology Act

The Westminster Government’s Genetic Technology Bill became law on 23 March 2023,
setting up mechanisms that will impose untested — and unlabelled — GMOs on the entire

UK food chain. The Genetic Technology (Precision Breeding) Act only applies directly to
England but that won't stop it having an impact in Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland.




G U a rd | a ﬂ A p I'I ‘ Fighting giants: eco-activist Vandana

Shiva on her battle against GM

2 O 2 3 multinationals

Shiva is scathing of this renewed push for GM organisms, arguing that much
of the gene-editing process is still “dangerously unpredictable” and calling it
“ignorance” to think climate-adapted crops can only come from industrial

labs.



131 Dr. Vandana Shiva Retweeted

'\/I 2 O 2 3 . &> - CEO @corporateeurope - May 22
a y . .j Today @TimmermansEU is in @Europar|_EN to discuss #NewGMOs. They
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e 25 years ago, the world was extremely worried about
GMOs, but now

* In the UK, no media interest;

* Very little public scientific debate;
e Little public awareness;
Even some originally opposed are now for it;

Closing The industry, like oil and nukes, plays a long game —
thoughts relies on public inertia or ignorance;

But much remains unknown of dangers and safety:
And the corporate control of key technologies; ’d
irt

* In the words of Arpad: “I find that it’s very, very un
use our fellow citizens as guinea pigs.” ,

o

* Lets not be those guinea pigs...
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