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Sharratt<info@cban.ca><p>Opinion,WesternProducer,March25,2010<br/>LucySharratt,co-
ordinatorfortheCanadianBiotechnologyActionNetwork,providesanotherviewonGMbillproposal</p><
p>BillC-
474isnot,asRickWhiteoftheCanadianCanolaGrowersAssociationarguedinthisspaceMarch18,a?sign
ificantthreattothefuturecompetitivenessofourindustry.?Theissuehereisnotthefutureofcanolabutofoth
ercropsthatdon?tincorporategeneticallymodifiedtraits.</p><p>Thethreattocompetitivenessintheseot
herindustriescomesfromGMcropsthemselvesifwedon?tstartconsideringtherealityinourexportmarket
s.</p><p>BillC-
474wouldrequirethat?ananalysisofpotentialharmtoexportmarketsbeconductedbeforethesaleofanyn
ewgeneticallyengineeredseedispermitted.?ThebillrespondstothefactthatifGMcropsarecommercially
releasedinCanadabutarenotalsoapprovedforsafetyinourexportmarkets,farmerswilllosethosemarket
s.</p><p>TheglobalrealityisthatGMiscontroversial.Thiscontroversyisnotgoingawayanddirectlyimpa
ctsthestateofourexportmarkets.ThecontroversyoverGMtranslatesintotheundeniablefactthatapplying
GMtechnologytosomecropscanseverelydamagethoseindustries.Wehavetheunfortunateevidenceof
Canadianflax.</p><p>Inlastweek?sHouseofCommonsdebateoverBillC-
474,sponsorAlexAtamanenko,anNDPMP,spoketothefactthatGMflaxwastakenoffthemarketatthebeh
estofflaxfarmerspreciselytoprotectexportmarkets.</p><p>ButConservativeMPandagriculturecommi
tteememberDavidAndersonaccusedAtamanenkoofmisleadingfarmersandCanadianswithhisdescript
ionoftheflaxcrisisandsaid,?Ithinkheisdoingthatinordertoscarethefarmcommunity.?</p><p>BoththeLi
beralsandConservativesarguedthatthebillwouldnothavesavedtheflaxindustry.Theyseemtobebasingt
hisconclusiononincorrectinformationthatGMflax?wasneverapprovedforsaleinCanada,?asstatedbyM
PFrancisValerioteinaMarch17debate.</p><p>ButTriffidwasapproved,firstforhumanconsumptionan
denvironmentalreleaseandthenforcommercialreleaseviavarietyregistration.Triffidwasderegisteredin
2001.</p><p>ItwasderegisteredfortheexpresspurposeofprotectingCanada?smajorflaxexportmarket
ofEurope.ThefactthattheGMflaxwasderegisteredbeforefarmershadachancetogrowthecropisamootp
oint.</p><p>ThefactremainsthatfarmerswerereproducingtheGMflax,200,000bushelsofwhichwerecr
ushedin2001,forthemarketbecauseTriffidwascommerciallyapprovedandthiscommercialapprovalres
ultedinwidespreadcontaminationthathasdamagedflaxexportmarkets.</p><p>Tenyearsago,flaxfarm
ershadtheforesighttoknowthatGMflaxwouldruintheirlargestexportmarket.Shouldwenotaskthegovern
menttoincludethisquestionbeforeapprovingGMtraitsinothercrops?</p><p>Canolaisnotatriskhere.C
anolaisarguablynotevenrelevanttothisquestion.</p><p>Thecanolaindustrydoesnotneedtoworryabo
uttheoutcomeofmarketassessmentsbecauseasWhitesays,?theCanadiancanolaindustryhasbeenabl
etodoubleexportsinthelastdecade.?</p><p>Thefactisthatsomefarmers,wheatandalfalfagrowers,for
example,havealottolosefromtheintroductionofGMtraits.</p><p>Whatgovernmentintheworldwillriskt
heirfarmersbeingsweptawaybyinappropriatelyappliedGMtechnology?</p><p>Lastweek,DavidAnde
rsoncalledthisbill?anti-
farmer,?butitseemstomethatintroducingGMcropsthatwilldestroyexportmarketsis?anti-
farmer.?</p><p>TheCCGAarguesthatBillC-
474wouldintroduce?subjectivecriteria?intotheseedvarietyapprovalprocess.However,surveyingexpo
rtmarketacceptanceforGMwheat,forexample,isnotasubjectiveexercise.Norislistingtheregulatorystat
usofGMcropsinothercountries.</p><p>AllowingthecommercialreleaseofGMcropsthatweknowwillclo
seordamageourexportmarketsunderminesallotherattemptstopreserveandexpandourmarkets.</p><
p>TheCCGAmay?encourageindustryandgovernmenttoworktogethertodevelopinternationallow-
levelpresencepolicies?butthisiswishfulthinkingratherthananactionableplan.</p><p>Zerotoleranceis
ascientificdecisionthatwouldbeextremelyhardforanycountrytojustifyoverturning.</p><p>IfCanadianf
armersforeseeeconomicdisasterwiththeintroductionofaGMcrop,thenthegovernmentshouldhaveame
chanismavailabletoaddressthatbeforefarmersarelefttodealwiththefallout.</p><p>It?snottoolateforth
efederalgovernmenttorespondtotheflaxcrisisbymakingsurethisscenarioisnotrepeatedinothercrops.It
isonlyresponsiblethatMPssupportBillC-
474forfarmersandforCanada?seconomy.WeshouldallurgeourMPstosupportthisbill.</p>
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