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DON'T LET INDUSTRY UNDERMINE
THE BIOSAFETY PROTOCOL!

Civil society present at COP-MOP 4 in Bonn strongigndemn an attempt by six major biotech corporao-
BASF, Bayer CropScience, Dow AgroSciences, DuPontieer, Monsanto and Syngenta - to undermine
international negotiations on liability and redresegarding the payment of damage resulting from Glxbps.

Civil Society finds it unacceptable that under tha

called “Compact”, the industry would become at the

same time defendant and judge of the liabilityrokifor
damage. It cannot be up to the polluter to dicthte
terms of the compensation for any damages its jgtedy
may cause. Some of the main problems with the dot
industry proposal are the following:
There are so many exclusions from liability coverag
that the biotech industry would usually escape frg

having to pay any compensation.

The terms of reference created by the industrysarg
narrow that they would exclude most types

1%

The way the “Compact” proposes to handle claims is
not transparent and would prevent the right of the
public to know and patrticipate in the claims praces
when damage occurs.

It would deny the right of access to justice to any
farmer, consumer, indigenous and local communities
that may be affected by the GMOs.

mIn conclusion, the “Compact” is nothing more
than an empty gesture that will not provide any
redress for any actually occurring damage to
Df hiodiversity, human health and other impacts on

damages. For instance, the way “damage” is defifedhe social and economic livelihoods of affected
means that genetic contamination would not bepeople. It is extremely unlikely that industry would
compensatipnbe obligated to pay for any damage at all.
(Continued page 3)

covered under the Compact’s
mechanism.
Today's ECO

1. Statement against compact
2. PRRI Undressed

3. Message to JAPAN

4. Brazilian movements on the
Germany-Brazil deal

Unsustainable &
inequitable:
The Germany-Brazil

agrofuels deal
Signed today by Angela Merkel in
Brazil (see also article p. 4)
Demonstration

Tuesday 13 May 2008, 14.15
Near the stage in front of BMU (3 min

from Maritim)

Corporations are so helpful! What would the UN do vithout them?!




Un

How public are the

dressing PRRI

public research
PRRI?

lobbyists of

Nina Holland, Corporate Europe Observatory

The UN Convention on Biologicadl in Africa, and with the Europeal

Diversity's (CBD) biosafety
negotiations have been the target
biotech industry lobbyists and pr¢
biotech governments from the outse

For the past few years, the pro-G
lobby at UN biosafety negotiation
have seen a new actor on the sta
the Public Research and Regulati
Initiative (PRRI). Apparently|
independent from industry, this grod
claims to represent the “publi
research sector” - but how public
public research when GM
involved?

PRRI stated aims are to inform th

public and negotiators about tk
benefits of public research in mode
biotechnology, and to provid
scientific information to negotiator
on biosafety issues. However, ma

PRRI members are known to haye

close industry links.

PRRI's activities are clearly allie
with the private sector, and mar
meetings are jointly organised. Tk
regional meetings for example he

ahead of the upcoming CBD meetingvere rejected as being ‘naive’.

in Bonn were organised i

Federation of Biotechnology (EFB
oih Europe - a body which bring
-together companies, bioteg

t.associations, universities an
Mresearch institutions.
sOne of the former Steerin

g€ommittee members of PRRI, Willi
pwwan der Greef, has only just chang
his role of promoting public researg
pfor a position of Secretary General
c EuropaBio, the European biotec
slobby association. Steven Strau
5 PRRI's GE tree expert is director
the Tree Biosafety and Genomi
eResearch Cooperative (TBGRC
epreviously known as TGERC) &
rOregon State University. TGER
:}nembers have included Arborge
 the world’s biggest fores
P biotechnology company - currentl
1¥unning field trials with GM poplar
eucalyptus, pine, sweetgum a
cottonwood trees. Clearly, the agen
j of PRRI and that of biotech industt
yare not always that differen
eHowever, at Monday's PRRI sid
devent, questions on industry link

collaboration with AfricaBio, a Sout

Africa based biotech stakeholder

organi
sation

M In 2006, at the third Meeting of th
Parties to the Cartagena Protocol
SBiosafety (MOP 3),

in Curitibg

n (Brazil), PRRI brought more than 40
) representatives.

T]When parties meet for MOP4 and
dCOP9 in Bonn this month (12-30
May) PRRI lobbing efforts will target

any action taken by the CBD against
j genetic  technologies such as
e “Terminator” seeds and genetically
eanodified trees. They will also be
hhoping to influence negotiations on
Dfissues such as liability, agricultural
hbiodiversity and the consideration of
5SS0Ci0-economic concerns in biosafety
pfpolicy.

'?Previously, corporations, corporate

¢ related “NGO’s” (such as the

L. Syngenta Foundation) and

;governments were the main funders

t’backing PRRI. Now, however, the
European Commission has granted

Y 800.000 USD for a 3 year project,
jncluding both providing information

N i .

450 politicians an_d the_ pubI|c;_ and
involvement in international

ybiosafety negotiations.

EA new article is available for

SMOP4/COP9 in Bonn giving

examples of PRRI members’ industry
elinks, and highlight their agenda at
0|l¥|0P4/COP9.

The full article can be found on
WWW.corporateeurope.org

c

Canadian squirrel in Bonn?
What is this Canadian squirrel doing
in Germany? And why is it against
Genetically Modified Trees? Find ouf
in coming editions of ECO, with
exclusive interviews with the furry

reature.




JAPAN: Don’t Let Consumers Down

Make

Liability a Reality!

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ _________________|
Friends of the Earth International welcomes all degations attending the "4 COP-MOP in Bonn and wishes to
every delegate a fruitful negotiation that advancdge cause for a planet Earth better protected frany damage

arising from the release of Genetica

Citizens around the world want to &
ensured that GMOs will not caus
any damage to our biodiversity
environment, health and our soci
and economic livelihoods. A
comprehensive liability mechanism
a key mechanism ensuring that a
damage caused by the release
GMOs into the environment wil
have to be covered by the pollut
who will have to assume ful
responsibility for the restoration cos

and the compensation to the victimg.

Japan will be hosting COP-MOP 5.
At COP-MOP 4 in Bonn it has not
yet demonstrated the qualities of &
future host.

Japan is the next host of the Meeti
of the Parties in 2010 in the city (
Nagoya, and therefore shou
demonstrate in the Bonn negotiatio
to be a model of high moral groun
behaviour. Unfortunately, until nov
the Japanese delegation has b
blocking negotiations  regardin
almost every element of the liabilit
negotiations, so far. It has adopt
the most extreme deregulatin
positions, which are usually onl
voiced by non-Parties such as t
United States.

We hope for political will in Japan t

change this and take into account thgnd 2005L

perspectives of most of the parties
the Cartagena Protocol. Japan sho
stop playing the lonely samurai i
these negotiations and should resp
the positions of the majority of th
developing countries delegations w
express their need for a strong 4
legally-binding liability regime.

The authorization exemption: why
does Japan want to weaken the
regime?
The liability mechanism will be
triggered in cases where there
damage to biodiversity and huma

health. An exporter, i.e. potential
polluter may not like the pollutert

pays-principle to be applied. It is ve

[ly Modified @anisms (GMOs).

eJapan, which is a major importer, i.
ea potential victim, is so adamant
,opposed to a solid liability regime.
al

The Japanese delegation has fierc
sadvocated an exemption fro
nyiability in all cases where a GM(
dfas been officially authorized in
country. This contradicts preceden
pin  other  technologies  wher
| authorizations do not put an end to
tsliability. Such an exemption woul
severely weaken the function of
liability regime. Liability is a
mechanism especially designed
cover damage that isinexpected
The unexpected damage can hapj
even if an authorization was granteg
n

ngake for instance the case
dStarLink, which was authorized fa
héelease into the environment only f
danimal feed in the United States, b
yin - 2000 was found to D
hggpntaminating a large part of the fog
nand seed supply. It was supposed

gsupposed to be in just one se

released in the United States, buf]
was detected in Japan, South Kor
p Guatemala and Bolivia in 2001, 20(

of
uldiability should not be restricted t

e consumers need to have a protect
ndanechanism

y be only in yellow corn seed, but jt
pended up in white corn seed. It was

y variety and it contaminated up to §Q,,,
hdélifferent seed varieties of corn. It wa

Nunauthorized events, as its essencgundacion
egiould be emptied of content. All

in case any damagg
Narises, be a GMO authorized or not

eJapanese and other countries’

ybiodiversity and citizens.

. -SIDE EVENT-
"Y' Who is liable for the socio-
y economic and environmental

a damage caused by GM
cemonocultures in Latin America
i and Europe?
o TODAY
a 13:15 - 14:45

Saal Schumann, Maritim
to

peCompact continued from p 1
- International negotiations to fulfil the
commitment in article 27 of the
PlProtocol are almost complete after
"four years. This last-minute industry
P'broposal should not be allowed to
Ubistract the government delegates
eqfrom the task of developing the
iability and redress regime within the
®onvention on Biodiversity
framework. Privatization instead of
ternational protection must not be
EQllowed to create a bad precedent
ithin the whole United Nations
Sif':,ystem.

F&igned by,
2Friends of the Earth International;
Washington  Biotechnology  Action

Council (United States); Evangelischer
h Entwicklungsdienst (Germany); Ecoropa;
Sociedades  Sustentables
|(Chile); Greenpeace International; Gen-

y&thical Network (Germany); Third World

authorized. If Japan is completely

need exemptions. If they are not

consciously risk the interests
is

AN

Friends of the Earth International. 2002.
GMO Contamination around the world.
yhttp://www.foei.orq/en/puincations/pdfs/con

puzzling, however, that a country likeamination2eng.pdf

etwork;  Econexus; No! GMO
J ampaign  (Japan); Institute  for
PlSystainable Development  (Ethiopia);
Canadian Biotechnology Action

sure that there will be no damageNetwork; Grupo de Reflexion Rural
ever arising from GMOs, they do not(Argentina); Red por una America Latina

dibre de transgenicos

sure and go for such exemptions theyRALLT); Pesticide Action Network

f(PAN); Red de Accion en Plaguicidas y
sus alternativas para America Latina
(RAPAL); 49th Parallelum




Unsustainable & inequitable:
The Germany-Brazil agrofuels deal

Social movements and organisations in Brazil areofesting against the bilateral energy cooperatiograement that
is to be signed today between Brazil and Germareue®al organisations have produced a statementirsgtout their
objections to the agreement. Several German NGORettet den Regenwald / ROBIN WOOD / FDCL / KoBra /
BLUE 21 - have sent an open letter to Chancellor gela Merkel on 9 May asking her to stop the deahaother
letter with the similar content was sent by largef@an development and environment organisationgabn 9 May.

“social movements and organisations do not accey &

xport of ethanol and other

agrofuels (from Brazil) and say that the productiaf ethanol in Brazil is not sustainable”

(The following is an excerpt from
letter written by Brazilian social
movements and organizations, it is

athe chain of production of ethanol
Brazil, as well as the impacts ¢
diodiversity. Recently a group @

translation from Portugues¢ German organisations (FIAN
compliments of Helena Paul o¢fMisereor, EED, and Bread for th
Econexus) World) carried out an internationa

investigation in Brazil to verify the
denunciations, and alert
agovernments and people of Europe
n

Brasilia, 06/05/2008

On the eve of the signing of

bilateral energy cooperatio
agreement between Germany andhe government of President Lula
Brazil, Minister Marina assured tﬁ'l'etrying to exclude sugar cane ethar
German Minister of the Environmentfrom the world debate on the price

that criteria exist for guaranteeirjgfood and the impacts of competitia
that ethanol production in Brazil is between food and energy. We belie
sustainable. that the Brasilian government shou

But Brazilian Civil Society is at the present time — instead

£ th ot ; ﬁ‘,upporting the sugarcane sector
unaware ot the existence ot any SUcly,qertake the essential democr
criteria supposedly adopted by Braril

for the production of agrofuels, an

ddebate on the serious impacts of
expansion of agribusiness for ener

does not know in what_ form they n  peasant populations  ar
have been adopted or implemen (giodiversity
by the government. In addition, '
according to the declaration producedVe, the movements an
by the national conference gnorganisations of Brazilian civi

agroenergy (Curitiba, Oct 2007)society named below, say that t
social movements and organisationsoot of the problem should b
from all over the country reject theaddressed — the model of producti
production for export and the and the unsustainable consumption
worldwide expansion of agrofuelsenergy — and that the agrofuels arg
and repeated their denunciation of théalse solution to climate change. W

the

nfor the people, agrarian reform, local
nand agroecological peasant
f production as the true solution to the
, global food, environmental and
eenergy crisis.

lISignatories to the final document

of the national conference on

agroenergy:

Via Campesina Brasil: Movimento dos
. Trabalhadores Rurais Sem Terra (MST),
ISVlovimento dos Pequenos Produtores
O[MPA), Movimento das Mulheres
DfCamponesas (MMC) e Movimentos dos
nAtingidos Por Barragens (MAB),

vé&astoral da Juventude Rural (PJR),
[gComissdo Pastoral da Terra (CPT), a
frederacéo dos Estudantes Agronomia do
Brasil (FEAB); Conselho Indigenista

.Missionario (CIMI); CUT, REBRIP,

h BOMS, GT Energia do FBOMS, Terra
Be Direitos, Amigos da Terra- Nat
U¥rasil, FASE, Plataforma DHESCA

dBrasil, IEEP, REPAS, Cooperbio, Rede
Ecossocialista, Fetrasp, Feraesp,
dSindPetro.

Signatories to this declaration
'9-IAN Brasil — Rede de Informacdo e
€ Acdo pelo Direita a Se Alimentar, Centro
DIECologico, Inesc — Instituto de Estudos
abocioecondmicos de Rede Social de
b Justica e Direitos Humanos

e

violations of human rights througholituphold food and energy sovereign

ty

ECO is published by the civil society community at

It is currently being published at fourth meeting o
the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety
Alliance. The opinions, commentaries, and articles
or organisations, unless otherwise expressed. SUBMISSIONS: Welcome fro
gura@dinse.net_and jdempsey@interchange.ubc.ca

many International Enviro

ECO thanks Project “COP 9 preparation” supported by
with funds of the Federal Ministry for the Environm
and Hivos-Oxfam Novib Biodiversity Fund.

f the Conference of the Parties serving as the meet
(COP-MOP 4) in Bonn,
printed in ECO are the sole opinion of the individu

the German Federal Agency for Nature Conservation
ent, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety, Swedbi

tions.
ing of
Germany coordinated by the CBD

al authors
m all civil society groups. Email to

nmental Convention negotia
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