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ATTENTION:

GM Canola Review Pane! Secretariat
Department of Primary Industries
Level 19, 1 Spring Street

GPO Box 4440

Melbourne VIC 3001

Additional important relative information to the economic impacts faxed last Friday 17th
August: being the submission made by David R Brain to the panel review.

PRACTICAL EXPERIENCE:

It is important 1o have safe, heaithy, progtessive regional development without unsavoury
centralized decisions being forced on us. It is vital to have the knowledge and practical
onground grassroots expenence in all types of agricultural methods of erowing food and
fibre, in making the decisions on the releass of genetically modified organisms eg seeds.

I wrote this submission mziniy because it is important to take note of experienced food

growers like myself who have farmed for many vears both ways.

1 Practising chemical input reliant type farming to a degree 1967-1987

9 Practising farming witbout reliance on toxic, synthetic herbicides, pesticides, fungi-
cides or synthetic fertilizers 1987-2007.

Growers and farmers have grown Brassica crops for centuries without the need for Gly
phosphate Herbicide Resistant. Any weed control can be carried out by proper assessment
and evaluation methods, that being:

1. Health of the soi] and why the weed is growing. Weeds are an indicator, quite otten,
of a deficiency in the soil.

2. Proper annuel and bi-annual planning to stop weed seed set.

1. The casy process is thoughtful assessment and planning ahead for healthy rotations.

ECONOMICS:

There are two ways you can wterpret the word (economic).

i, Economic growth at any cost-—-short term.

2. Safe cauticnary short term and long term economic growth.

The reference review has to take into consideration all aspects which affect the economic
equation cg efficient, sustainable communities. The basic principle of economics is a safe
healthy society and community without any unnecessary insidious toxic inputs.

THE MORATORIUM MUST BE KEPT IN PLACE.,

1. Because of major economic reasons, risks and health impacts.
5 Overall economic impacts and connected relative economic consequences: we can-

qof have a sustainable healthy economy without safe and healthy sustenance, food
and the environment. This must always be part of the majors factors in making eco-
nomic decisions. OF course, our leading edge G.M. free processors, exporters, indus-
tries and overseas markets require a G.M. free, clean and green image. This will be
Jost if we go down the unsustainable track of G.M. manipulated, monopolised food.
Tts detrimental effect to Victorian Communities as a whole would be catastrophic 10
the long term safety and well being of us all.


al48
Carls long stamp


20 RAug 20407

HEALTH:

Taking into carefud consideration the important quality values especially for human con-
sumption and their sustenance, major flaws in this technology and every varying type of
genetic modification has to be propetly analysed. Rushing Lo release has no place in any
new technology. G.M. canola should be completely removed {rom any food items or proc-
essed food. '

For progress without pollution, we must encourage and support efficient. Local, clean and
green, G.M. food and fibre growers and processors. T here is no justification for releasing
any more (7. M, seeds us and the environment because of major health safety and ethical
and contamination problems and other issues not properly addressed.

All health, safety, environmental and ecological consequences wiil be felt, Consequences
are directly related to future healthy economic growth and ethical standards and our part of
sustainable healthy economic growth. Processors markets domestically and overseas wish
to stay G M. free, because of ceonomic health and safety concerns with G.M. fast tracked
releases.

State governments administer health sarvices and are also responsible for prevention of'ill
health, sickness and overall wellbeing. There are no benefits to .M. technology, it is actu-
ally detrimental to us and {he total environment. Not all technology 1s safe.

The Moratorium must be extended till at least 2013, What sort of legacy are we leaving
our children and following generations in releasing this unsafe technology. Better to be
safe than sorry. Please acknowledge this cautionary principle rather than pursue risky
scenarios.

Very Concerned

For heakthy Food Growing

sth Generation Australian Farmer

Family and Community Farmers

Certified Organic Growers for 17 years

No need for toxic petro chemicals, they are actually detrimental to health overall.
David R. Brain
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DR &SD Brain
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5. International News

GREECE EXTENDS BIOTECH BAN
Greece has exiended {or iwo more years a2 ban on GM maize seed MONBA0
hitp:/fwww. amwatch org/archive 2.asp?arcid=8057

CYPRUS WANTS TO BE DECLARED GM-FREE
Cyprus wants to declare itself a GM-free zone, its agriculture minister sald. The country has
just passed legiskation to place GM food on separate supermarket sheives. A previous
attempt to introduce such legisiation led the US to threaten Cyprus with the WTO.
htip/fwww gmwatch.orglarchive 2 asp?arcid=7974
hito:/fwww aomwatch.org/archive2.asp?arcid=8017

BRAZIL: JUDGE BANS BAYER'S GM CORN
A faderal judge has banned the use of Bayer's GM corn 508285 .BY a month after federal
hiosafety agents approved the product for reiail sale. The judge also blocked the official
biosafety agency, CTNBio; from approving Monsanto and Syngenta GM com.
hitp: /Awww.gmwatch.org/archivez. asp?arcid=8029
httpArwww . gmwatch.org/archive 2. asp?arcid=R8065

RUSSIA'S DUMA DRAFTS GM FOOD BAN BILL
The Security Committee of the Russian Duma (tha lower house of the Federal Assembly}
has drafted a bill banning the production and sale of GM food
nip:Awww gmwalch.org/archive? .asp?arcic =803 1

CANADA: GM FOOD - NO MORE SECRETS

A Canadian MP has tabled a till that calls for mandatory labeliing of GMOs in food
hitp/leww.gmwatch.org/archive 2. asp7arcic=8014

U.8. DAIRIES TO REQUIRE FARMERS TO QUIT rbST
Swiss Fremiumi Dairy (formerly Wengert's) and Ruller's Dairy now reguire all farmers o
supply milk without using Monsanto's GM hormone rbST. Rutter's and Swiss Premium cited
nressure from retailers as their reason for going rb5T-free.
hitp/fwww.gmwaich.org/archive? asp?arcic=8048

MORE EU STATES WARY ON GM MAIZE
Germany's government is introducing & de facta ban on MON 810. Austria banned the
Monsanto maize back in 1999. Hungary outlawed the planting of MON810 seeds in January
2005, The same year, Greece and Poland pul restrictions in place against MON 810.

Bulgaria's parliament has also indicatad support for national restrictions on growing MON
810 maize.

_htte/iwww gamwatch.erg/archive? asp?arcid=7871
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“Many

__scientifically

* walid

- CONCEINS art.

raised by

RN ‘independent

~ scientists worldwide about the

* safety of these foods. GM foods
were initially approved as gaie
as a result of e political directive
which ‘overrode 10e warnings of
the 17S Food and Drug

- Administration’s OwD experis.”

P %iEpii:lgmiologisr D Judy
L CarTar z;"nld;medical
- practitioner Dr Kate

Clivich-fones

¢ “The numbET
- . of scientists

¢ " who are ot
F convinced

- aboui the
genetically engineeted foods 15

. eubstantial enough to prevent
~ the existence of 8 general

recognition of safety. I am not
aware of any study in the peer-
reviewed scientificliterature
that establishes the safery of
even one specific genedcally
engineered food let alone the -

- safety.of thesg foods as 2
general class.”

— Geneticist and. Emerinss
meassor_'Rishard Lacey, M.
‘ ' .. PRD.

“The real '] view the
threat to the Food and
fature is the Drug Admin

' 4rrespousible istration’s
y and : policy an
i Al remalure 3 Aehgups practices
releases of the first generation regarding geneticaily engl-
of GMOs that are fuit of nesred food to be irresponsiblie -
ansound scientific and the consequent risk posed
assumptions, rife with careless  for public health to be substan-
cotence, and arrogantdy tal.” o
dismissive of valid corcerns. - Professor Philip I Regal,
The technology is inadequately College of Bio Ingical Sciences.:
developed tc ensure its - University af Minnesota
— Professor Patrick Browit, (St Paul) -
College of Agriculture & S
Environmental Science
University of California
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Scientist Sacke

Reprinted from The Age

Caroline- Milburn
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‘sryenes exist

‘networks
" ‘which'havea

L pos ogic of thelr
awn. And the fact thatthe
industry folks don't dea!l with

these networks is what makes
their science incomplete and
dangerous. Ifyou send these
new gengtit structures out into
the world, into hundreds of
- thoisands of acres, you're gOINg
into the world with a premature
_appilication of 2 scientific’
?rinciple."
.1 -— Emeritus FProfessor Richard
: Srohman, Deparsment of
Moiecuilar and Cell Biology,
- Uriversity of Crlifornia at
Berkelay

L

sACEED FOR SPEAKING OUT:

d for Queryi‘ng Food Safety

1_5th February

' London: Debate over the safety of ge'net:ic'alij‘r‘ ;ﬁgineaieﬁ food has flared again -with the sacking of a

scientist in Britain. Moves by the Blair government (o asSUTE the British public thal:sene

food is safe were dealt blow that report that the scientist was

'quesﬁoning'theﬁfood’s safety
In Australia it

modified ingredients usually imported fo

tuffs such as soya

etically modified
sacked from a ‘staté Funded institute for

ig estimated that many supermarket—packaged. food may contain some genetically

beans, maize and cotten seed oils.

" Twenty scientsits from 13 countries have endorsed the findings of Professor Avpad Pusztsai, whose

suggestion of the potential dangers from genetically modified crops led to his dismissal last year.

suspended in August
problems, including a W

genelicaﬂy modified crops, the

ite €S
the grant fad nothing to do with genetically moqiﬁcdfood. |

Professor Pusztai, who worked in the government funded Rowal . nsi;‘_xtur,te,in
after proving that rats fed with genetically engineered potaloes
smed immune System. ' ' -

The Mail on Sunday said the

Aberdeen was
suffered health
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mxmn:e.é Symmary

In May 2003, 45 Gender for Food Safety mém Wmm an a project to determine
the extent to which Ametican mm:éw.m #mqm w«g E:;Q& oy litigation arising
fram the use of patented genatically- nmmEﬁ.«& crops. After exteasive
recearch and nunwesous interviews with farmers and lawyers, CFS found that
Mnnsanto, the world's teading agrieultusat hiatechnology company, has used
* heavy-tunded zE&cmmxo:m and ruthless prosecutions that have Fundamentatly
changed the way many American farmers farm. The result hay beevl nothing
*fess than an agsault on the mommmmﬂamm 'gf Farming practices and tragitions
that have-endured for centurles in this noE:.Q and miftenniz around the
werld, incluging one of the oldest, the ﬂm#» to save and reptant crap seed.
Monsanta’s positionasa ﬁw&m—. in mdn.m.hn_.m of zgriculture! biatechnalogy
and its success in, contractually’ ww.,&sm Farmers to its genetically enginceted
seedsresult from E Bnnm:& effort tacontrc) ﬂuSwG on genetic engineering
technologY, mmma mm_.n,?muﬂ. and. Faimer's use of is mﬂm:;n?m seed..
KEEWE wn%:m the process of selzing oznq.wm.am farmers" practices by ge tting
them to sign the wannS. 5 Enrﬂo,omw u_wamw?mf upon purchasing ﬁmﬁﬁ&
geeds, This agr vement allows. _Soam:a ! ,nozmsﬂ 18"53 mvestigations,
..,l.ﬁ%omnm the farmer tohuge firiancial :ua.w ‘bisids the fimer to Monsanta's
oversight for rultiple years, and includes a variety ‘of other conditions that
© have ammmn:_nﬂw&mwna hat im&ﬂ a farmer aoaw and does nothave in ﬁ_u_:%m.
—harvesting, and mmzﬁm mmﬂmzﬁm@ gmﬁaﬂ.& seed. e e
I mmﬂaﬂm Mensanta’s mmcﬁw to prosecute mu::mﬂm can be mE mj

into three’ stages: Scmmsmmzowu of mﬁaﬁm. apvom.ao:n settlemeats, and

rﬁmucg mm.:m& farmers Kodumﬁ*o ‘believes are in breach of contract or
enpgaged | in ﬁm.nmﬁ E?Smﬁsm& z_.ammwnﬁo -itself admits to aggressively

:Emmgmﬁ_sm fargiers it Emmanz of "Enmmﬂnmmsi and pvidence suggests
Fding to farmers intarviewed by

‘:ﬁ purmbers Eunr 38 nﬁ ﬁﬂmwm.aﬂlwn
ons mﬂmnﬁmnp—w FR to the second stage:
art ot an. ci_mnﬁ%m

suin a& omsﬂ. t

© " For some farmiers, Monsan
8::89:..6 mﬁﬁ;arwgsr m__ mm 1
The lawstits involve 147 avmers and k] u.aam businesses or fatm companies,
and have been directed at farmers Bm&_nm 1n half of the states In the U5, The

odds ave clearty slacked against the farmer: Monsantd has an annual budget

ta) uﬂmﬁ% .yamn_u.s farmers.

prosecuting farmers.

of Sio wiltion dollars and 3 staft om 7% devated anlely to lnvestigating rad,

.?.mionu

The largest wmnﬂamm?mmﬂ:mimaw% thus far in favor of Monsanteas
2 recalt of a farmer lawsuit {5 $3.052,800.00- Total recorded judgments
grated to Monsanie for E.zmm:m amaunt o $15.253.602.82. Farmers have
paid a mean of $412,259.54 for cases with recorded judgments.

Startling though these nurmhars are, they do not begis to tell the whole
story. Many Farmers have to pay additional court and atloraey feos and are
sometimes Bven torced to pay the costs Mansanto incurs while investigating
them. Final moTiekary awards are ot available for a majerity of the 90 lawsuits

CFS researched due to the nozmmma,& nature of rdany of the settlements.

Mo Farmer is safe from the long reach of Monsanto. Farmers have
been sued after their field wad nnnﬁnﬁ.mnmn by pollen or seed from someone
else’s mﬂﬁﬁ»f %m_pmmq& £rop; when geneticaily engineered soed from a
year's crop hias mﬂqoﬁmn. or *volunteered,” in fietds planted with
non-genetically m:m_ﬁm.ﬂnm ﬁmﬂgm “the Tollawin) g year; and when they
never signed Suﬁmuﬁo 5 emnw,mznﬂ._ agreement but still pianted the patented
crop seed. In alFof thése cises, _umammmm of the way patent law has heer

_apptied, farmers are Enfanm._:__ Hable. Tt does not 92.5_1 to matter if the use

was unwittingor 2 nou»mmnniua never signed.

‘Bince the introduction of mgmznm_z mbw._:mm..& CTops, mpa:ma for
gamuuﬁ& & America’s farmers has been fundamentally altered; they have
been forced into mm:mmﬂo:w and uncharted toviitory and have found they are
the worse moq it As growing mtisahers of farmers hecome subject to harassment,
5<nﬂﬁmﬁ§; #nd Eomnnﬁncs .3. Mons2utn over supposed E?:mﬁﬂgp of its
seed patents Exm Enmze_amw mmam_amun sherevill have to be Incréased pressure
to reverse the weﬁ:—sgﬁ ﬂ_o:ﬂm“ “that are allowdrg Fhis persacution. Varlous
policy omﬂonm S_L:nm ‘passing tocal, m,.a “stéte-wide bans of moratoriumes on
) ticall 3%22& érops; amending the Patent Act 5o that
Allr "oﬁm..m« bi patentable subject matter and

plantings of ms
genstically mam_am_&ﬁ_ Em nts.
50 that seed vwﬁsm is wot’ E.&mﬂ& uﬁ%n infringement; and fegislating to
prevent farmers from wm_amrmw_, gt pa .@zn.m.:?_:mmsﬁ it through biological
ex E.a avariety of other options discussed in

ﬁozcmoa. mﬁvﬂnamauﬁan of th
more detafl in the reporl, is s Criticaki z&znm less than the future of America's

faemers and farming communities is at stalke.
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