UPHOLD THE R GHTS G THE CONSUMERS TO SAFE AND HEALTHY FGOD

ENFCRCE MANDATCRY LABELLI NG ON FOCD PRCDUCTS W TH GVDs!

MAGSASAKA at SIYENTIPIKO para sa PAG-UNLAD NG AGRIKULTURA (MASIPAG)

The Codex Alimentarius Commission, thehighest international body of food quality and safety standards, has
recommended that governmentstest and gpprovethe safety of food stuffs derived from genetically modified
organismsbeforethey are put onthemarket. Yet the Philippine government did not conducted such testswhen
Monsanto’s Bt-corn (Deka b 818Y G) was approved for commercialization. Therewere no feeding studies,
no teststo check for environmental riskssuch asgenetic contamination and effectson non-target organisms,
and no socio-economic risk analyses undertaken.

There hasbeen no thorough independent study doneanywhereintheworldto determinepossblerisksassociated
with theconsumption of foodstuffscontaining genetically modified ingredients. Infact, thereisgrowing scientific
evidenceto suggest itisunsafe'. GM food can potentialy giveriseto arange of health problems, including:
food alergies; chronictoxic effects; infectionsfrom bacteriathat have devel oped resistanceto antibiotics; and
possible ailmentsincluding cancers, some of which areyet difficult or impossibleto predict because of the
present state of risk assessment and food saf ety tests?.

Hereinthecountry, thesmall farmers experience on Bt-cornwasnot at al positive. First therewasthereport
from Sara, I1oilo whereafarmer planted M onsanto’sDekalb 818 Y G but then suffered alosswhen hiscrops
wereaffected by stalk rot. Almost 40% of thefarmer’s cropswere damaged dueto the funguswhich caused
the stemsand the stalk to dry and rot.

Then on July 2003, theresidents of Sityo Kalyong, Polomol ok, South Cotabato complained of respiratory
illnessesalegedly experienced during theflowering of Monsanto’sBt-corn. . Theresidents, mostly indigenous
peoplefromthe B’ laan tribe, suffered headaches, bouts of dizziness, sscomachaches, difficulty in breathing,
vomiting and diarrhea. About ayear later, at |east two more corn-farming communitiesin the Sultan Kudarat
provincereported the sameillnesses. It isimportant to note that this could not possible be apsychological
thing, sincethe farmerswere not informed by thetechniciansand theland owner (the affected personsare
mostly tenants) that what they planted was Bt-corn. Itisvery suspiciousand darming that theresidents of three
separate communitiesexhibit almost the sameillnesses during the flowering of the Bt-corn.

The casesof illnessesin thefarming communities, while not yet conclusivethat the causewasthe Bt-corn, only
demondtrate the possible effects of GM Osamong humans. To protect the people from worse cases, products
containing GM Os should belabeled properly so astoinform the consumers.

Asidefrom the possible health effects on farmersand consumers, we believethat it will not economically
benefit the Philippinesto allow genetically engineered productsto begrown. All over theworld, marketsare
closing to genetically engineered products. The gatesto Europe and Japan for GM commoditieshaveall but
closed and countries such asNew Zealand and Australia, Brazil, South Korea, Saudi Arabiaand othersare
following suit. Saudi Arabiahasd ready banned 17 GM O-tainted Philippine Productsind uding popular children’s
snacksand meat products®.



In addition to the health and safety concernswea so seemgjor problems associ ated with commerciaisation of
GMOsincluding:

- genetic privatization (through patenting and plant variety protection);

- genetic contamination (wheregenesfrom GM O crosswith conventional and traditiona varietiesaswas

thecasein Mexico);

- possiblemarket rgection of GMOs(GM O-freeisincreasingly amarket advantage);

- threatstofarmers rightsthroughincreasing monopolizationinagriculture; and,

- consumers right to know what they areeating.

Asaauitablealternativeto GM Os, MA SIPA G focuses on the promotion of sustainableagriculture. With high
yields, low pest infestation, and increased biodiversity, MASIPAG’ swork provesthat even without the use of
dangerous GM Os, farmershave ameans of producing safe, clean and nutritiousfood with yieldsexceeding
those of conventional farminginamanner that isprofitablefor them.

MASIPAG firmly assertstherightsof thefarmersand the consumersaswell. We should not put intorisk the
livesof peoplewith uncertain technology that isnow being promoted in the country. We should uphold the
consumers rightsto know, and most importantly their right to asafe and healthy food by requiring mandatory
labeling on food products containing GM Os or processed through genetic engineering.

(Footnotes)

! Technical report on the Food Standards Agency project G010008, 2002, Evaluating the risks associated with using
GMOsin human foods, University of Newcastle

2Third World Network 2002, Open letter to the Government of the U.S.A, the World Food Programme, the World Health
Organisation, and the Food and Agriculture Organisation, 20 September 2002.

3 Greenpeace, 2002, Pressrelease, Philippines



