REJECTED GE CORN DUMPED IN AUSTRALIA
Jan. 8/03
GeneEthics Network
Fifty thousand tonnes of US corn containing genetically engineered
(GE) varieties arrives in Brisbane today on the Ocean Emperor (into
Newcastle and Melbourne later) for use as chicken feed. The Gene
Technology Regulator licensed the cargo even though some GE lines have
not been assessed or approved in Australia.
"Japan and Europe reject US corn over environmental, human, and animal
health concerns, and India and Zambia will not accept it as food aid,"
says GeneEthics Network Director, Bob Phelps.
"We therefore call on the Australian government to send this ship and
its suspect load back to the USA," he says.
"US GE corn is not needed here as animal feed, even for drought
relief, as 350,000 tonnes of imported GE-free wheat and sorghum are
also approved and Australian grains are available," he says.
"GE corn also poses economic risks for Australian food exporters as
Europe and some Asian markets reject foods (meat, milk, eggs and
honey, etc) from animals fed GE grains," he says.
"Products from animals fed GE would be labeled in Europe but not
here," he says.
"GE corn imports affront the 68% of Australians who want to reject
foods made with gene technology," he says.
"And the 93% of Australian shoppers who want all GE foods labeled are
outraged by the lack of meaningful labels on any GE products here," he
says.
"Though the corn will be processed on arrival, so it may not
contaminate Australia, full public assessments of the animal and human
health issues should have been required before the licence was
granted," he says.
"For example, breeding sows in the USA fail to conceive when fed GE
corn containing insect toxin, which the Regulator is still assessing,"
he says.
"Send this GE corn back to the USA till it's proven safe and
saleable," Mr Phelps concludes.

GREENPEACE TO STEP UP FIGHT AGAINST GM CANOLA IN AUSTRALIA.
January 8, 2003
Australian Biotechnology News
Graeme O'Neill
Greenpeace Australia Pacific has signalled that it will step up its campaign
to block the introduction of genetically modified canola into Australia, by
advertising for a new anti-GM campaigner.
Selection criteria for the position, as described on the organisation's web
site, include "an understanding of the environmental, social and economic
impacts of genetically engineered food and crops", and "proven knowledge of
the food, biotech or agriculture sector."
Asked why the selection criteria did not specify a scientific understanding
of biotechnology, Greenpeace's Australian campaign coordinator, John
Hepburn, was cited as saying the appointee would be working as part of a
team that included several individuals with scientific training, including a
PhD in genetics, and several environmental science graduates. "Greenpeace
International also has a science unit." Hepburn was further cited as saying
Greenpeace's opposition to growing herbicide-tolerant GM canola in Australia
was based on the precautionary principle, adding, "We don't consider
geneticists had a sufficient understanding of genetics, biology and
ecosystems to predict the long-term impacts. Canola is a very promiscuous
crop, and the herbicide-resistance gene will spread very easily. It will be
impossible to recall if it is released into the environment, and we also
have some health concerns.  But we have broader objections to GM crops,
involving a range of political issues, patenting of genes, and the control
of agriculture by multinational corporations."
Hepburn said Greenpeace Australia Pacific would also oppose the release of
other GM crops in Australia, including GM wheat.
Asked if warnings about long-term human health impacts had been proven
baseless by the unblemished safety record of GM foods in the six years since
they entered Western supermarkets, Hepburn said that GM foods were not
labelled in the US, the world's largest consumer of GM foods, so it was not
possible to link adverse health effects to consumption of GM foods.

