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HEADLINE: Treaty regulating biotech food trade to take effect in September

DATELINE: NAIROBI, June 15

      BODY:

      A treaty regulating trade in genetically-modified foods will come into effect in September, after the Pacific

      nation of Palau became the 50th country to ratify the pact, the UN Environmental Program (UNEP) said.

      The Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety will take effect beginning on September 11, 2003, the head of the UN

      agency Klaus Toepfer said Saturday, a milestone accomplished despite strenuous objections by the United

      States.

      Its enactment is likely to further aggravate relations between advocates of genetically-modified organisms

      (GMOs), led by the United States, and their opponents, led by several European Union members.

      The treaty requires exporters of genetically-modified organisms to provide a list of ingredients of these

      foods to recipient countries. 

      The recipients can then choose whether or not to accept the shipment.

      "The protocol is not blocking trade in GMOs, but making it more safer," Toepfer told a news conference.

      The treaty allows any country to reject GMO imports, even without scientific proof, if it feels that they could

      pose adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity or livelihood, Toepfer said.

      The tiny nation of Palau became the 50th country to ratify the treaty on Friday.

      The United States -- which has refused to ratify the document -- is a leading advocate and exporter of

      genetically-modified foods, which have had genes inserted into their DNA to confer specific qualities.

      Supporters of the biotechnology say it helps farmers increase yields, lower pesticide use, improve soil

      conservation and water pollution and help reduce hunger and poverty.

      But opponents, which include many western European nations and African countries, fear such foods could

      be harmful to health or the environment.

      The standoff between advocates and opponents of the foods has become increasingly more acrimonious.

      In 1999, seven of EU's 15 member states -- Austria, Belgium, Denmark, France, Greece, Italy and

      Luxembourg -- imposed a four-year ban on GMO products.

      Washington has repeatedly attacked the policy, saying it was not backed by scientific data. Last month, it

      filed a complaint with the World Trade Organization, saying the EU was excluding a growing portion of US

      farm trade.

      The rhetoric heated up before this month's Group of Eight meeting in Evian, France, with US President

      George W. Bush saying the ban hindered efforts to fight famine in Africa.

      The ban "has caused many African nations to avoid investing in biotechnologies, for fear that their products

      will be shut out of European markets. European governments should join -- not hinder -- the great cause of

      ending hunger in Africa," he said.

      The EU hit back, with EU Trade Commissioner Pascal Lamy calling the charge "unacceptable."

      "It is one thing not to have the same feeling on the level of precautions one must take over GMOs. We feel

      the need for more precautions than the Americans," he said.

      But "to accuse for example the EU of starving the Third World because we don't stuff them with GMO

      surpluses or to use this kind of argument, that is clearly going much too far, that is absolutely

      unacceptable," he said.

      Several African nations -- Malawi, Mozambique, Zambia and Zimbabwe -- have banned

      genetically-modified food, saying it must be proven to be safe, despite the threat of famine facing more

      than 13 million of their nationals.

      The French Academy of Medicine and Science, a leading opponent of genetically-modified foods, has

      cautiously approved the use of the organisms.

      In a report last December, it said no evidence had been found to date that GMOs presented any danger, but

      the technology should be introduced on "a case-by-case, prudent and reasoned" basis.

      It also called on the authorities to take up "the effective defense" of basic and applied GM research,

      including the field growing of novel crops -- one of the hottest environmental issues in Europe today.

      The EU in October issued new guidelines for the eventual cultivation of GMO crops, seen as a preliminary

      step to lifting the ban.
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Associated Press Worldstream

June 14, 2003 Saturday

HEADLINE: Ratification by tiny Pacific nation will put biosafety protocol days
      BODY:

      When the tiny Pacific nation of Palau became the 50th nation to ratify a biosafety protocol, it set in motion

      the process to turn the agreement on rules governing trade in genetically engineered products into

      international law in 90 days.

      The 300-island group in the North Pacific with a population of 20,000 ratified the Cartegena Protocol on

      Biosafety Friday, marking what Klaus Toepfer, head of the Nairobi-based U.N. Environment Program, called a   milestone.

      "It is not a protocol to ban genetically modified organisms but to make the use of these products safer,"

      Toepfer said Saturday. "It gives importing countries a better chance of being informed of what they're

      importing." 

      He said the 90-day buffer period was necessary to put in place the mechanics to monitor compliance.

      The protocol, one of several drawn up under the Convention on Biological Diversity adopted at the "Earth

      Summit" in Rio de Janeiro in 1992, was thrashed out under UNEP auspices between 1999 and 2000 and

      signed by 130 nations in Cartegena, Colombia in January 2000.

      Fifty signatory nations had to ratify the protocol before it could become law.

      The United States, Canada, Australia, Argentina, Chile and Uruguay - all grain-producing and exporting

      nations - initially objected to the protocol on the grounds it would restrict free trade. But they later signed

      it after major U.S. food producers like Archer Daniels Midland and Gerber either demanded that genetically

      modified products be segregated from other products or refused to use them altogether.

      None of the grain producers has ratified the protocol, and the United States is not even a signatory to the

      Rio biodiversity treaty that oversees it.

      The European Community, which ratified as an untallied executive body, and developing nations - more than

      30 of the 50 signatories fall into this category - argued that countries should be allowed to refuse imports of

      a genetically modified product, like corn, if little is known about its possible effect on the environment.

      The United States and its negotiating partners disagreed.

      Under current World Trade Organization rules, governments of importing nations can only block goods based

      on a scientifically proven assessment of risk.

      The new rules establish what UNEP calls "the first comprehensive regulatory system for ensuring the safe

      transfer, handling and use of genetically modified organisms," particularly across national boundaries.

      Firms seeking to export to signatories of the protocol grain used for food, animal feed or processing must

      henceforth declare whether the products have been genetically modified. The same goes for products like

      seeds, trees or fish that are to be intentionally introduced into the environment.

      Recipients have up to 270 days to accept or reject the products following an exchange of information

      through a biosafety clearinghouse based in Montreal, Canada, seat of the secretariat of the Rio convention.

      Decisions to reject are to be based on scientifically sound risk assessments, but when scientific certainty is

      lacking due to insufficient information about potentially adverse effects, the government can decide "based

      on a desire to avoid or minimize such potential adverse effects," UNEP said in what the organization calls the

      "precautionary approach."

      "We sincerely believe that this is not the basis for a clash between one or the other (the WTO and the

      protocol), but questions could come up later," Toepfer said when asked about possible challenges to

      rejections.
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Friends of the Earth International 

 June 13, 2003 Friday 

U.N. Treaty Regulating Biotech Crops To Become Law 

      BODY: 

      An international treaty that seeks to protect the environment from the potential risks of Genetically

      Modified (GM) organisms will officially become law in 90 days from today. 

      The United Nations treaty, known as 'Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety', or Biosafety Protocol, had to be

      ratified by fifty countries before entering into force. [1] 

      The 50th ratification, by the Pacific Island State of Palau, was announced today. The Protocol will enter

      into force in 90 days, on September 11, 2003. First discussed in 1992, it took more than ten years for the

      Protocol to become law. Friends of the Earth International welcomed the start of the countdown to the

      entry into force of the Protocol. It is the first treaty that officially seeks to protect biological diversity from

      the potential risks posed by genetically modified organisms. 

      It constitutes the first global environmental agreement of the new millenium. It is also the first international

      agreement which clearly says that Genetically Modified Organisms (GMOs) "are different and therefore

      require a different treatment". 

      The Protocol will require all exporters of GMOs to be released into the environment to take measures to

      prevent contamination of GM seed products by implementing an identity preservation system. 

      But many issues are still pending. One key issue is liability. Friends of the Earth International today repeated

      its call for the immediate establishment of an effective liability mechanism under the Protocol to ensure that

      corporations that harm the environment, for instance through contamination by GM crops, pay for the

      pollution they create. 

      At the same time the international notification system under the Protocol does not replace national

      biosafety legislation, so Friends of the Earth warned that enacting stricter national legislation on biosafety is

      still needed. 

      The Biosafety Protocol backs the approach of the European Union, asserting that GMOs need different

      treatment from non-GMOs. Therefore the Protocol stands in contradiction to policies held by some

      countries, such as the U.S., which affirm that GMOs are not different from the conventional plants and

      animals they derive from. 

      "The times of uncontrolled trade of GMOs are over. The Biosafety Protocol sets a new era for global

      regulation of GMOs. Exporters from all over the world should take adequate measures to prevent

      contamination of GM seed products," said Ricardo Navarro, Salvadorean Chairman of Friends of the Earth

      International. 

      For further information please contact: 

      In Washington (U.S.): Larry Bohlen, Friends of the Earth US, Tel: + 1-202-783-7400 ext. 251 E-mail:

      lbohlen@foe.org 

      In Brussels (Belgium): Juan Lopez, Friends of the Earth International, Tel: +32-2-5420180 or

      +32-477-391496 E-mail: juan.lopez@foeeurope.org 

      In El Salvador (Central America) : Ricardo Navarro, Chairman Friends of the Earth International. Tel:

      +503-2200046 or +503-2206480 E-mail: foeichair@navegante.com.sv 
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The New York Times

June 14, 2003, Saturday, Late Edition - Final

HEADLINE: Trade Pact on Gene-Altered Goods to Take Effect in 90 Days
BODY:

      A new global treaty that imposes restrictions on exports of genetically modified seeds, animals and crops

      is set to take effect, injecting a new element into already heated international disputes over agricultural

      biotechnology.

      The treaty, known as the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, was agreed upon by more than 130 nations in

      January 2000 but could not take effect until formally ratified by 50 nations. The 50th, Palau, just gave its

      endorsement, so the protocol will go into effect in 90 days, on Sept. 11, the United Nations Environment

      Program said yesterday. 

      The treaty allows countries to bar imports of genetically engineered seeds, microbes, animals or crops that

      they deem a threat to their environments. It also requires international shipments of genetically engineered

      grains to be labeled.

      The United States reluctantly agreed to the treaty in 2000 after intense negotiations pitting it and a handful

      of other crop-exporting nations against everyone else. While Washington has not ratified the protocol,

      American exporters to countries that are parties to the agreement will have to abide by the rules, a senior

      State Department official said.

      This official, who spoke on the condition of anonymity, said the effect of the treaty would depend on the

      rules for carrying it out, which have not been written yet. He and others said that many countries were

      already putting into place their own rules regulating imports or requiring labeling of genetically modified

      products, making the treaty less significant than it otherwise might have been.

      The United States recently filed suit at the World Trade Organization challenging the European Union's de

      facto moratorium on approval of new genetically modified crops, arguing it is not based on sound science.

      The new treaty contains language that could bolster Europe's case, at least morally. It allows countries to

      bar imports of genetically modified products even if there is not enough information to prove scientifically

      that the products are dangerous.

      Recognizing a potential conflict with W.T.O. rules, the framers of the biosafety treaty were careful to state

      that it neither supersedes nor is subordinate to other agreements.

      L. Val Giddings, vice president for food and agriculture of the Biotechnology Industry Organization, a trade

      group, said the new treaty would have little effect over all and none on Washington's case against Europe.

      "There's no way you can possibly read it or construe it that would allow a trumping of W.T.O. obligations," he  said.

      Kristin Dawkins, vice president of the Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy, a nonprofit group in

      Minneapolis that opposes genetically modified foods, said the treaty bolstered opponents of biotechnology

      because it establishes that genetically modified foods should be treated differently from other foods.  

      http://www.nytimes.com

      LOAD-DATE: June 14, 2003 

__________________________________________________________________________________________

United Press International 

June 13, 2003 Friday 

HEADLINE: U.N. treaty addresses possible GMO risks 

      BODY: 

      Palau became the 50th country to ratify a U.N. treaty drawn to protect the environment from potential

      harms of bioengineered organisms. 

      Fifty countries had to ratify the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety for it to go into effect. In 90 days,

      exporters of GMOs that will be released into the environment will have to use a system to make sure GM

      seed products do not contaminate their non-engineered counterparts. 

      Some issues, such as liability, remain unresolved. 

      Also, the international protocol, which states GMOs "are different and therefore require a different

      treatment," does not trump national biosafety laws. For countries, such as the United States, that consider

      GMOs to be no different from conventionally bred organisms, the protocol could be moot. 

      GMO proponents say bioengineering will boost food production in developing countries and provide essential

      nutrients to the malnourished. Opponents respond that genetically modifying organisms is tinkering with

      nature, and the unknown effects could be damaging. 
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Reuters 

Treaty Regulating GMO Trade to Start in September                         

Sat June 14, 2003 11:17 AM ET 

By David Mageria
NAIROBI (Reuters) - The tiny Pacific nation of Palau has become the 50th country to ratify an international treaty regulating trade on genetically modified organisms, triggering the launch of the tighter rules in September.

The United Nations Environment Program (UNEP) announced the development on  Saturday, saying the treaty was not meant to block GMOs, which have become the  focus of a fierce row between their main promoter, the United States, and a  skeptical Europe.

"Palau has become the 50th country to ratify the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety,  starting a 90-day countdown to the agreement's entry into force," the Nairobi-based  agency said.

UNEP chief Klaus Toepfer said the protocol, designed to be realized within three   months of the 50th country signing up, was intended to inject more transparency  into the trade of GMOs.

Under the new rules, countries exporting GMOs will have to provide detailed  information, including descriptions of the organism, to recipient countries in  advance of any shipment to help them decide whether or not to accept it.

A country may reject GMO imports or donations -- even without scientific proof -- if it    fears they pose a danger to its traditional crops, undermine local cultures or reduce    the value of biodiversity to indigenous communities.

"It is not a protocol to block GMOs, it is a protocol to make the use of these products   safer," Toepfer told reporters.

"We have to slow down the importation of GMOs without the full knowledge of the  importing countries."

Palau, a group of islands east of Indonesia and the Philippines, has a population of    just 20,000, but imports U.S. beef and rice as well as sunseed and soya oils. It ratified the treaty late on Friday.

The United States, a fervent advocate of GMOs, has not ratified the protocol, and is  challenging a European Union moratorium on GMO crops at the World Trade  Organization.

EU lawmakers backed a bill earlier this month that brings the 15-member bloc into line with the protocol    and obliges the eight EU states which have yet to ratify it to adapt their national laws accordingly.

Many developing countries fear GMOs have not been fully tested for environmental or health effects.

Although most African nations are prone to food shortages, countries like Zimbabwe, Zambia,                  Mozambique and Malawi have expressed concerns about accepting donations of genetically modified   maize.

Proponents of GMOs argue that biotechnology will boost food security for the world's growing population   but opponents say it raises ethical, environmental, social and health issues.

Countries intending to trade in GMOs must register individual cargoes in a database in the Canadian city  of Montreal where the treaty was agreed. Any country considering importing material from that country can  access the database.

__________________________________________________________________________________________

UN News Centre

Treaty on trade in genetically modified  organisms to enter into force - UN
13 June – A treaty that sets out the first comprehensive   regulatory system for ensuring the safe transfer, handling and  use of genetically modified organisms (GMOs) is on a   90-day countdown to becoming international law, after Palau   become the fiftieth country to ratify the protocol, according to   the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP).

"This new regime promises to make the international trade in GMOs more   transparent while introducing important safety measures that will meet the  needs of consumers, industry and the environment for many decades to come," UNEP Executive Director Klaus Toepfer said, referring to the Cartagena   Protocol on Biosafety, which becomes international law in September.

Adopted in January 2000 by States parties to the 1992 Convention on   Biological Diversity, the Protocol features one set of procedures that deals    primarily with GMOs intentionally introduced into the environment - such as

seeds, trees or fish - and another with genetically modified farm commodities    such as corn and grain used for food, animal feed or processing.

Proponents argue that biotechnology will boost food security for the world's   growing population by raising sustainable food production and also benefit the  environment by reducing the need for more farmland, irrigation and pesticides,  UNEP said. For others, however, this rapidly advancing science is still new,  and much is unknown about how the products may evolve or interact with   other species.

"The Cartagena Protocol recognizes that biotechnology has an immense   potential for improving human welfare, but that it could also pose potential   risks to biodiversity and human health," Mr. Toepfer.

The Protocol provides countries with necessary information to make informed  decisions about whether or not to accept GMO imports. Governments will  have to adopt measures for managing any risks identified by risk assessments  and continue to monitor and control any risks that may emerge in the future.

This applies to traded as well as domestically produced GMOs.

​​​​​​​​_________________________________________________________________________________________

BBC

Doubts beset biosafety treaty
By Alex Kirby 

                A key international agreement on protecting the Earth's myriad   species against any risk from biotechnology will soon come  into force. 


The agreement, the Cartagena  Protocol, is part of the United   Nations Convention on Biological                Diversity (CBD). 

                 It will allow countries to reject  imports of genetically-modified  (GM) goods if they can cite valid

scientific reasons. 

                 But experts fear the protocol may   clash with World Trade    Organisation (WTO) rules. 

                 The protocol will enter into force   90 days after 50 signatories have   ratified it. So far 49 have done

so. 

                 It commits member states to ensure the safe transfer, handling   and use of what it calls LMOs, living modified organisms, known also as genetically modified organisms. 

                 At its heart is the concept of "advance informed agreement"  (AIA), a procedure designed to make sure countries have the  information they need before agreeing to import GMOs. 

                 The protocol will also establish a biosafety clearing-house, in the  Canadian city of Montreal, as a one-stop shop for information on   GMOs. 

                 Any country wishing to export GMOs has to notify the  clearing-house, so the recipient country can obtain the information it needs to decide the case. 

                 All-conquering ideology? 

                 It sounds simple enough, but there are real fears the protocol  could fall foul of the WTO. 

                 There was heated debate at the  Johannesburg World Summit on   Sustainable Development in 2002

over the relationship between  the WTO and multi-lateral   environment agreements like the   protocol. 

                 In principle they enjoy equal  validity, but campaign groups   believe the developed countries'

drive for trade liberalisation will   mean the WTO always triumphs in the end. 

                 One reason allowed by the WTO for the management of trade is   the existence of scientific evidence supporting an objector's case.

                 In contrast, the protocol emphasises a precautionary approach,   though it does say countries objecting to GM exports must do so on the basis of a scientifically sound risk assessment. 

                 Dr Klaus Toepfer, the executive director of the UN Environment  Programme (Unep), believes the protocol is compatible with the  WTO. 

                 Balance of evidence 

                 He told journalists in London: "I'm fighting for the idea that the   precautionary approach does not give carte blanche to refuse a   scientific assessment. 

                 "Precaution is not anti-scientific. All it means is, in future,  importers must be able to say no, even if their scientific   knowledge is not complete. 

                 "We need sounder science, but  we can never have full   knowledge. I may be too  optimistic, but I really believe this  will mean a huge change in the   way we handle the subject." 

                 Dr Toepfer told BBC News Online:

                 "The protocol puts the power of  refusal in the hands of countries

                 asked to accept imports. 

                 "In that sense, it's also going to  be binding on countries which don't ratify it. They'll have to accept

                 a scientifically-argued case." 

                 Changing its spots 

                 Konrad von Moltke, of the International Institute for Sustainable   Development, told BBC News Online: "The issue is the quality of   the legal work at the WTO. 

                 "If that's well done, then it will be apparent there's no question   of either the WTO or the protocol assuming priority over the   other. 

                 "There've been interesting developments in the WTO dispute  settlements procedure. I think there's a chance this will work, though of course there's always some uncertainty. 

                 "The situation in the WTO is markedly different now from what it  was five years ago."
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 EarthVision Environmental News

UNEP GEMS/Water Programme Helps Build Knowledge for Action with New Pathogen

 BURLINGTON, ONTARIO, June 15, 2003 - UNEP's GEMS/Water programme marked World

 Environment Day by launching a new tool for monitoring the quality of local communities' water

 supplies. 

 The GEMS/Water database on the distribution of waterborne disease-causing microorganisms

 known as pathogens (see www.gemswater.org) is considered the most up-to-date and

 comprehensive source of information of its kind and can be used to determine the most appropriate

 methods to treat water and to monitor human health and ecosystem impacts. 

 "Our new pathogens database represents a direct contribution to meeting an important global need",

 says Dr. Richard Robarts, Director of the water component of the UN Environment Programme's

 Global Environmental Monitoring System (GEMS/Water). "If we want to succeed in providing safe

 drinking water and sanitation for all, then we must have the right information on hand. Up until now,

 there has been precious little information on the distribution of viruses and pathogens, even in

 developed countries." 

 Pathogens enter water supplies from sources like municipal wastewater and agricultural wastes.

 Those found in surface or groundwater pose a threat to public health, and affect aquatic ecosystem

 health and biodiversity. 

 The purpose of the database is to provide a baseline dataset on more than 74 known factors that

 cause disease and death, and that are transmitted in water. The baseline data can be compared with

 information obtained locally and used as a "yardstick" for other drinking water treatment facilities. 

 The new database also illustrates the value of sharing information. The Office of Groundwater and

 Drinking Water of the US Environmental Protection Agency gave GEMS/Water their data and

 information on pathogenic organisms and organics in both water sources and treated water. The 74

 identified parameters include Gardia, Fecal Coli, E. Coli, protozoa and organics. The data were

 collected from 500 treatment plants in 290 geographic regions in the United States including island

 states and protectorates. 

 Water quality and human health linkages are an important issue in both developed and developing

 countries. UNEP, through its GEMS/Water Programme, is responding to the call made by the

 international community last September at the World Summit on Sustainable Development, for better

 links to be made between heath and environment issues. At Johannesburg, Governments agreed to

 "launch international capacity-building initiatives, as appropriate, that assess health and environment

 linkages and use the knowledge gained to create more effective national and regional policy

 responses to environmental threats to human health." 

 Each year, the main World Environment Day celebrations are held in a city at the invitation of the

 Government. This year it was in Beirut, the first time in the Arab world. Among activities there,

 UNEP launched a new report, "Groundwater and its Susceptibility to Degradation: A Global

 Assessment of the Problem and Options for Management". The report looks at the stresses being

 placed upon natural underground reservoirs, upon which some 2 billion people depend for drinking

 water and irrigation. For more information, see www.unep.org/DEWA/water/groundwater/. 

 Information on World Environment Day, can be found at www.unep.org/wed.

__________________________________________________________________________________________

Sunday Observer

BP hailed for introducing unleaded petrol
By  Peter Nyanje

                  BP Tanzania Limited has unveiled its ambitious plan complying with United  Nations Environmental Programme (UNEP) requirement of phasing out the use  of leaded gasoline by 2005.

                  The undertaking to that goal was launched in Dar es Salaam on Friday through   commissioning of a BP Petrol Station located along Ocean Road as the first  station to sell unleaded petrol..  The function was performed by the Chairman of the National Environment  Management Council (NEMC), Mr Reginald Mengi. 

                  Mr Mengi hailed BP Tanzania Ltd for being the first company to show the way   that other fuel companies need to follow to back the government and UNEP  resolve to do away with dangerous leaded gasoline.   This is because, he said, researches have established that unleaded petrol   was an environmentally friendly gasoline that does not produce harmful  emissions like leaded gasoline.

                  With the introduction of unleaded petrol in Tanzania, BP Tanzania has proven   once again that it is indeed a responsible corporate citizen, said Mengi, who is   also the Executive Chairman of IPP Group of Companies.

                  Mengi said that preserving the environment was everyone’s responsibility as it   was the greatest gift that can be passed on to generations.   Mengi also commended BP Tanzania Ltd for the commitment it has shown in  assisting environmental undertakings beyond petroleum. He noted that BP has  given tremendous support to the preservation of mpingo, the acclaimed African  Black Wood and one of Tanzanian’s national trees.

                  Mpingo was on the brink of extinction, and its conservation has been one of BP   Tanzania’s success stories in environmental protection, he said, adding that  BP Tanzania Limited has been supporting the African Blackwood Conservation  Project (ABCP) as part of its commitment to Green Tanzania.

                  Meanwhile, BP has donated substantial amounts of fuel to ABCP to facilitate  travel to various parts of the country for tree inspection, conducting of  educational programmes and transportation of seedlings and nursery   equipment.

                  In the light of support by BP, ABCP has gathered momentum, expanding its  activities year after year, Mr Mengi noted.    Speaking earlier, BP Tanzania Limited Managing Director, Muyu Muyumbana,  asked the government to waive certain duties on unleaded petrol as a way of  speeding the pace of phasing out leaded fuel in Tanzania.  “We in BP Tanzania are not launching this product merely for commercial   reasons but mainly as a result of our deep desire to save both human lives and  environment,” he said, when substantiating why the government should support  the initiative.

                  Elaborating on the rationale behind introduction of the unleaded petrol in  Tanzania, BP Tanzania Limited Retail Sales Manager, Kelvin Mwamukonda,  said in his presentation that leaded petrol has proved to be harmful to the  environment and human health. He noted that it is a known fact that emissions  from leaded petrol were poisonous and can cause a broad range of serious and  often irreversible health complications especially to children. “In children lead   can cause permanent brain damage, obesity and stunted growth,” he said. 

                “ In adults, lead poisoning leads to hypertension, heart disease and other   health complications,” he said.   The BP Tanzania initiative is a response to an agreement reached in June 2001 at the Dakar Conference in Senegal to launch national programmes to phase   out leaded motor gasoline by the year 2005.

__________________________________________________________________________________________

ENS

Treaty on Trade in Biotech Organisms to Become   Law 

                      MONTREAL, Canada, June 13, 2003, (ENS) - The small Pacific   island nation of Palau today became the 50th country to ratify an  international treaty that seeks to safeguard the Earth's biological                      diversity, triggering the treaty's entry into force. It is the first treaty that   formally protects biological diversity from the potential risks posed by  genetically modified organisms. 

                      The United Nations treaty, known as the Cartagena Protocol on  Biosafety, or the Biosafety Protocol, will enter into force in 90 days,   on September 11. 

                      The protocol is a supplementary agreement to the Convention on  Biological Diversity (CBD), a wider international treaty that protects   the variety of life on Earth, including the genetic differences between

species and within each species. 

                      In a U.S. Agriculture Department  greenhouse, plant physiologist Autar    Mattoo examines tomato plants   genetically modified to enhance nutrient  content and longevity of the fruit. 

(Photo  courtesy USDA)

                      Governments that are Parties to the   CBD adopted the Cartagena   Protocol on Biosafety on January 29,  2000 in Cartegena, Colombia. 

                      The Biosafety Protocol seeks to  protect biological diversity from   potential risks that may be posed by  living modified organisms (LMOs) resulting from modern   biotechnology. LMOs are also known as genetically modified  organisms (GMOs). 

                      The protocol establishes an advance informed agreement procedure  for ensuring that countries accepting shipments of LMOs are  provided with prior written notification and information necessary to                      make informed decisions before agreeing to the first import of LMOs  that are to be intentionally introduced into the environment. 

                      Those shipments will have to be identified in accompanying  documentation as LMOs with specification of the organisms' identity  and characteristics and with a declaration that “the movement is in

conformity with the requirements of the Protocol.” 

                      “The Cartagena Protocol recognizes that biotechnology has an  immense potential for improving human welfare, but that it could also  pose potential risks to biodiversity and human health,” said Klaus                    Toepfer, executive director of the United Nations Environment

                      Programme, under whose auspices the Biodiversity Convention was   adopted in 1992. 

                      "This new regime promises to make the international trade in GMOs  more transparent while introducing important safety measures that will   meet the needs of consumers, industry and the environment for many  decades to come,” Toepfer said. 

                      The Biosafety Protocol deals primarily with GMOs that are to be  intentionally introduced into the environment, such as seeds, trees or   fish, and with genetically modified farm commodities, such as corn                      and grain used for food, animal feed or processing. 

                                      Hamdallah Zedan heads the Secretariat of the  Convention on Biological Diversity. (Photo courtesy IISD)

                                      “With the science of biotechnology advancing at  such a rapid pace, it is vital that developing  countries and countries with economies in   transition have the human resources and                 institutions they need for promoting biosafety,”  said Hamdallah Zedan, executive secretary of the                                  Convention on Biological Diversity. 

                      Friends of the Earth International welcomed the start of the  countdown to the entry into force of the Biosafety Protocol. It  constitutes the first global environmental agreement of the new   millenium, and the first international agreement which clearly says that  genetically modified organisms "are different and therefore require a  different treatment." 

                      The Biosafety Protocol backs the approach of the European Union,  which asserts that genetically modified organisms (GMOs) need   different treatment from other organisms. The protocol stands in                    contradiction to policies held by some countries, such as the United   States, which hold that GMOs are not different from the conventional   plants and animals from which they are derived. 

                      "The times of uncontrolled trade of GMOs are over," said Ricardo   Navarro of El Salvador, chairman of Friends of the Earth   International. "The Biosafety Protocol sets a new era for global                  regulation of GMOs. Exporters from all over the world should take  adequate measures to prevent contamination of GM seed products,"  he said. 

                      The international notification system under the Protocol does not   replace national biosafety legislation, so Friends of the Earth warned  that enacting stricter national legislation on biosafety is still needed. 

                      The United States did not directly comment on the Biosafety  Protocol, which it has not signed, but Thursday Andrew Natsios,  administrator of the U.S. Agency for International Development  (USAID) told a House of Representatives Science subcommittee that  the United States and the international community should continue to  invest more in the development of new agricultural technologies -  including biotechnology - to prevent millions more Africans from  becoming malnourished and vulnerable to disease and infection. 

                      "Africa presents the highest potential for realizing major benefits from   biotechnology" because the continent has the world's lowest   productivity of staple food crops, said Natsios. 

                      Natisos pointed to Kenya, Uganda, Nigeria and South Africa as the  leading African countries that support biotechnology. 

                      Genes for vaccine production can be   inserted in food plants such as potatoes or   bananas like these. This may provide a   means of delivering immunization to remote  populations. (Photo courtesy U.S. Botanic Garden)

                      Natsios refuted some of the criticisms   of biotechnology that have been spread  in the past few years, including that it is  a tool for "forcing" Africans into  accepting unwanted food. 

                      "U.S. food aid makes the difference   between life and death for millions of   people in Africa," he said. U.S. food aid is made up of the same safe   food we consume here [in the United States] and export to Canada,  Japan and dozens of other countries that purchase it." 

                      Upon entry into force, several provisions of the Biosafety Protocol   will take effect immediately in addition to the advance informed  agreement. 

                      Shipments of LMO commodities intended for direct use for food,   feed or processing will have to be identified in accompanying  documentation as "may contain" LMOs and as “not intended for                intentional introduction into the environment." 

                      Countries will be required to use the Biosafety Clearing-House to  fulfill a number of obligations. Specific information that must be made  available through the clearing house includes - national biosafety laws,

risk assessment summaries, and final decisions by importing countries  with supporting reasons. 

                      Any country Party to the protocol that approves for domestic use and   marketing LMOs intended for direct use as food, feed or processing   that may be exported will be required to communicate this decision

and details about the LMO to the world community via the Biosafety  Clearing-House. 

                      The pilot phase of the clearing house, which is largely Internet based,   has been developed by the Secretariat of the Convention on  Biodiversity and is available online at:                http://bch.biodiv.org/Pilot/Home.aspx. 
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The International Herald Tribune 

June 13, 2003 Friday 

HEADLINE: Genetically modified morals ;  A global food fight 

      BODY: 

      The dispute over whether countries may decline imports of genetically engineered seeds and foods, long a

      point of contention between the United States and developing countries, is straining relations between

      America and Europe as well. 

      The battle reflects an intensifying struggle between government-backed U.S. agribusiness and farmers

      worldwide. It is often portrayed as a debate about science, but also at stake are issues of environmental risk

      and economic and cultural sovereignty. Will countries and farmers in a globalized economy retain any choice

      over what they eat, what they produce and what kind of agriculture systems they employ? Present European

      Union policies restrict imports of genetically modified food and the release of genetically engineered living

      organisms into the environment. Revisions under discussion would allow modified imports, but require that

      they be labeled as such. 

      In Europe, where agricultural landscapes and local products are highly valued, experience with mad cow

      disease has heightened distrust of large-scale, industrialized farming. U.S. officials contend that such

      attitudes are irrational and that EU regulations are not based on scientific evidence. 

      On May 13, to the dismay of diplomats on both sides of the Atlantic, the United States announced that it will

      file a complaint against the EU moratorium that has kept genetically modified food off store shelves in

      Europe. A week later, President George W. Bush accused the EU of contributing to hunger in Africa by

      blocking imports from the United States of "high-yield bio-crops," which he called "more productive." The U.S.    trade representative, Robert Zoellick, has called the EU policies "Luddite," "immoral," and an unfair trade   practice harmful to America. 

      U.S. officials charge that current European attitudes force developing countries that want to export to

      Europe to adopt policies that are against the interests of their own peoples, as when southern African

      governments rejected famine relief in the form of American genetically modified corn late last year. 

      Actually, few African exports to Europe would be affected by current EU rules. When they declined U.S.

      genetically modified food aid, southern African governments had other concerns. One was the possible

      health risk of consuming unprocessed modified corn, which is not a major part of U.S. diets. The other was

      the unknown consequences of releasing modified corn into ecosystems in southern Africa, where corn is the

      main staple grain. 

      Until these concerns could be addressed, African governments asked the United States to follow World Food

      Program guidelines by providing funds to purchase locally preferred and appropriate foods, as other donor

      countries did. 

      The U.S. argument that such policies are "immoral" takes as a given that modified crops have been proven

      to be free of health or environmental hazards. It also presumes that modified crops would reduce African

      hunger because they yield more than conventional varieties. 

      In fact, average yields from currently available modified food-crop seeds are slightly lower than yields of

      comparable nonmodified varieties. This is not surprising, because modified crops have been designed mainly

      to deal with pest problems, not to produce more food. Crop genetic engineering is a long way from

      developing varieties that could produce more food under African conditions. 

      Meanwhile, transnational companies that have patented much of the current genetic-engineering technology

      as well as genes have little incentive to invest in developing crops for countries where farmers are too poor

      to buy premium seeds and agrochemicals. 

      In any case, lack of quality crop varieties is not the major obstacle to African food production; the bigger

      problems in Africa are poor roads and storage facilities, lack of credit and fertilizer, degraded soils, labor

      shortages and farm prices depressed by imports of cheap food from the United States and Europe, where

      agriculture is heavily subsidized. 

      In addition, the question of environmental risk is proving more vexing than enthusiasts of genetic modification   first thought. Some scientists worry that synthetic genes and their products may contribute to the loss of   vital maize genetic diversity, or that they may damage soil microbes and other organisms that keep  agro-ecosystems productive. 

      Until such ecological problems have been solved, countries may reasonably prefer not to accept genetically

      modified seeds. The U.S. Department of Agriculture, the U.S. Agency for International Development and the

      trade representative's office have nonetheless made the promotion of genetically modified crops a policy

      priority. The United States has fought hard against the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, a global treaty

      that will give countries the option to decline genetically modified seed imports if they are shown to pose

      ecological or socioeconomic risks. 

      Promoters of U.S. farm exports argue that low-income countries that are losing their food self-sufficiency as

      markets become global are actually better off because their farming systems are inefficient. 

      But flooding world markets with the products of U.S. agriculture creates dangerous patterns of dependence,

      puts farmers in developing countries out of business, undermines rural communities and rarely helps the

      hungry. Until the United States is prepared to offer Africa what it really needs to overcome famine support

      for infrastructure, inputs, marketing, fair pricing, and farmer-centered research on sustainable farm

      management and local crop improvement it should stop lecturing anyone about morality. 

      * 

      The writer is an assistant professor of geography and sustainable development at the Yale School of

      Forestry and Environmental Studies. This article is reprinted with permission from YaleGlobal Online

      (www.yaleglobal.yale.edu). 

      [Not to be reproduced without the permission of the author.] 
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The International Herald Tribune 

May 14, 2003 Wednesday 

HEADLINE: U.S. takes food dispute to the WTO 

      SOURCE: The New York Times 

      DATELINE: WASHINGTON: 

      BODY: 

      The Bush administration filed a suit Tuesday at the World Trade Organization to force Europe to lift its

      moratorium on genetically modified food, a move that was threatened this year but postponed during the

      debate over the war in Iraq. 

      The suit was expected to further increase trans-Atlantic trade tensions after several recent rulings against

      the United States in cases brought by European Union at the WTO over U.S. steel tariffs and tax shelters for

      American overseas corporations. 

      The administration was backed by the House speaker, J. Dennis Hastert, Republican of Illinois, and other

      Republican and Democratic lawmakers who have been pushing the lawsuit for months. U.S. farmers have led

      the drive for the complaint, saying they have invested in the expensive technology to raise genetically

      modified crops only to see one of the biggest markets, Europe, closed to their products. 

      In announcing the case, the U.S. trade representative, Robert Zoellick, said the administration was not

      trying to counter WTO decisions in favor of the European Union. "I'm absolutely denying that," he said. 

      He said that the administration had simply run out of patience waiting for the European Union to lift what he

      called a five-year-old moratorium that blocked several hundred million dollars' worth of U.S. exports and that

      the moratorium was spreading fears in developing countries that could most benefit from the increased yield

      of genetically modified crops. 

      "In developing countries, these crops can spell the difference between life and death," Zoellick said. "The

      human cost of rejecting this new technology is enormous." 

      European officials said that they were dumbfounded by the suit and that there is no moratorium on

      genetically modified food. 

      "The U.S. claims that there is a so-called moratorium, but the fact is that the EU has authorized GM varieties

      in the past and is currently processing applications," the European commissioner for trade, Pascal Lamy, said.

      "So what is the real U.S. motive in bringing a case?" Lamy asked. 

      At the center of the debate, if not the suit, is a growing disagreement between the United States and

      Europe over what steps are necessary to protect public health and the environment. 

      European consumers are far more wary of genetically modified food than Americans and many object to

      what they consider aggressive U.S. promotion of the foods. 

      The European Union is demanding that genetically modified food be labeled as such. They also want to be

      able to trace the origins of the food back to the producer. Both measures are in place in Europe for a variety

      of food products. 

      The United States opposes such labels and tracing mechanisms, saying they are too costly and impractical.

      The administration made similar arguments last week against a European proposal to test industrial chemicals

      before they are put on the market as a precaution to protect public health and the environment. 

      Margot Wallstrom, the European commissioner for the environment, said the European legislature would

      complete its rules requiring labeling and methods for tracing food and animal feed that is genetically

      modified. 

      "This U.S. move is unhelpful," she said. "It can only make an already difficult debate in Europe more difficult."

      The U.S. secretary of agriculture, Ann Veneman said that the case was brought to protect U.S. farmers and

      ranchers who want to expand the market for genetically modified crops. 

      "With this case, we are fighting for the interests of American agriculture," Veneman said. "This case is about

      playing by the rules negotiated in good faith. The European Union has failed to comply with its WTO

      obligations." 

      Joining the United States in the complaint are Argentina, Canada and Egypt, with nine other countries

      expressing support as third parties without direct commercial interest. They are Australia, Chile, Colombia, El

      Salvador, Honduras, Mexico, New Zealand, Peru and Uruguay. Many of the countries are negotiating

      free-trade agreements with the United States. 

      Chile is waiting for the administration to sign off on its accord after a delay driven in part by disappointment

      that Chile refused to side with the United States on Iraq at the United Nations. 

      Zoellick promised European officials last week that trade would bring the allies together after the arguments

      over Iraq, not further apart. 

      But trade is becoming divisive especially since the end of the war in Iraq. Countries like Chile fear that trade

      will be used to punish those nations that failed to support the United States. 

      European officials lashed back at the Bush administration Tuesday, refusing to be blamed for blocking food

      aid to Iraq and reminding the United States that it had refused to join 100 other countries and sign the

      Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety that established rules for exporters and importers of genetically

      modified crops. 

      Several African farmers and scientists joined Zoellick and Veneman in praising the United States for pushing

      the Europeans to fully open their markets to genetically modified crops. 

      "We believe it is better to give a person food to eat today than wait 10 years to be sure it is safe," said

      Darin Makinde, dean of the school of agriculture at the University of Venda in South Africa. 

      "Two elephants are fighting," Makinde said, "the United States and Europe, and it is Africa that is suffering." 
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France's Chirac says not yet ready to  accept GMOs
FRANCE: June 16, 2003

                PARIS - French President Jacques Chirac last week  said the conditions for his country to accept

genetically modified organisms (GMOs) were not yet   fulfilled and that each country should be left free to

accept or refuse them. 

                GMOs are a sensitive issue in the European Union. The  bloc has a moratorium on the growing of GMO crops, which   has now been challenged at the World Trade Organisation   by the United States.

                At the end of May, ahead of the Group of Eight summit in   Evian, U.S. President George W. Bush had urged the   European Union to drop its opposition to GM crops   pioneered by U.S biotechnology firms.

                Chirac said it was to early for that.

                "We have to make sure that GMOs answer real needs and   that the precautionary principle is respected," Chirac told   an international meeting of young farmers in Paris.

                "To me, these conditions do not seem to be fulfilled today."  He also rejected the idea that a policy be imposed on  France in this matter.

                "Each country should be able to make the choice (of  adopting GMOs) as a sovereign nation and in a responsible   way," he said.
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THE DAILY TELEGRAPH(LONDON)

June 14, 2003, Saturday

HEADLINE: Meacher a loss to GM crop debate
BODY:

      TONY Blair's sacking yesterday of Michael Meacher as Environment Minister removes the Government's safest  pair of hands in the debate over genetically modified crops.

      Meacher, as amanuensis to John Prescott during his environment and transport superministry, played an

      important part in the negotiations on the Kyoto protocol, the first agreement on cutting greenhouse gas

      emissions. He led a charmed life until dented by the debacle over the fridge disposal ban which officials

      brought to his attention too late to do anything about it.

      The environmentalists stood by Mr Meacher yesterday. Patrick Holden, of the Soil Association, said:

      "Meacher going in the middle of the GM debate leaves the Government without a credible voice on the

      subject."

      Tony Juniper, of Friends of the Earth, said: "No 10 has been trying to marginalise Michael for some time now.   But Mr Blair may find that his removal leaves this Government's poor green record apparent for all to see."

      Elliot Morley will be given Mr Meacher's brief, according to Government sources.

      [PS]News: [ES]
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Fish nets threaten whale species, WWF  seeks action

GERMANY: June 16, 2003

                BERLIN - Around 300,000 whales, dolphins and   porpoises die each year when they become entangled

                in nets designed to catch fish, the World Wildlife Fund   (WWF) said. 

                The WWF said the new figures came from scientific experts  for the International Whaling Commission (IWC) which will   hold its annual meeting in Berlin on June 16-19 to review   policy.

                "This level of bycatch is significantly depleting and  disrupting many populations of whales, dolphins and  porpoises which will lead to the loss of several species in   the next few decades if nothing is done," said Andrew  Read, co-chair of the WWF's Cetacean Bycatch Task  Force, in a statement.

                Read, who jointly led the study into marine mammals, or   cetaceans, said experience had shown it was possible to  reduce mortality of endangered species while keeping   fishing viable.

                The WWF said it supported an initiative at the IWC meeting  to limit so-called bycatch as well the "Berlin Initiative" - a   broader resolution to form a conservation panel. The WWF  said both would help alleviate the bycatch problem which   particularly hits smaller cetaceans, too weak to break free  from nets.

                However, whaling nation Japan threatened last week to walk   out of the IWC meeting if the initiative was backed.  The "Berlin Initiative" might look like a positive, feel-good  development for the International Whaling Commission, but  ultimately will be the final blow to the already polarised and  dysfunctional IWC, destroying its purpose, Japan said.

                Minoru Morimoto, Japan's Commissioner to the IWC, said   adoption of the "Berlin Initiative" was a devious strategy to  end all sustainable use of whale resources for food.

                The annual meeting of the IWC has long been the scene of  bitter battles pitting conservationists against those such as  Japan, where whale meat is a pricey gourmet food.

  __________________________________________________________________________________________

Reuters

UK environment dept's Meacher out of   government

UK: June 16, 2003
                LONDON - Britain's environment minister Michael   Meacher confirmed that he was leaving his post in the  government. 

                Meacher's departure removes the most outspoken critic   within the administration of commercial production of  gene-modified crops - just 11 days into a  government-sponsored debate on whether it should be

allowed.

                "I am leaving the government," Meacher told Sky Television.

                Prime Minister Tony Blair is reshuffling his government  line-up and, having made the major changes last week, is  now finalising middle ranking appointments.

                In a news release, organic farming campaign group the Soil   Association, said Meacher's departure - if confirmed - would  raise questions about the government's policy on  introducing commercially grown genetically modified crops  into Britain.

                "It now appears that there is maybe no one left in the   Government on the side of the public and organic farmers in  opposing the commercialisation of GM crops," Soil   Association director Patrick Holden said.

                Meacher said he would still be "fully active" in championing   green issues and remained defiant on his stance towards   gene technology.

                "There have in fact been no health trials on the impact of   GM food on human health at all and this is a reason why   we need to be duly cautious," Meacher said.

                Britain, which is in the final stages of a three-year field trial   of GM crops, is to decide later this year whether or not to   grow them commercially.

                But the public debate has already been dismissed by  consumer groups as a public relations exercise.

                "Prime Minister Tony Blair's decision to sack environment  minister Michael Meacher is yet another sign that the  government is failing to take green issues seriously,"  environmental pressure group Friends of the Earth said.

                Meacher has criticised GM crops in the past and promised  a cautious approach until the science is clearer.

                Blair is much keener on the technology.

                In February, a government spokesman was forced to  dismiss a newspaper report suggesting that Meacher might  have to resign for his views on GM food as expressed in a   magazine interview.
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ENS

House Panel Slams EU For Biotech Food Ban 

By J.R. Pegg

                      WASHINGTON, DC, June 13, 2003 (ENS) - Citing a new report   that Sudan has rejected U.S. food aid that contained genetically   modified (GM) food, House Speaker Dennis Hastert told a   Congressional panel Thursday that the action is the direct result of the  European Union's "unconscionable" ban on biotech crops. Sudan's  decision is the latest evidence that the EU's ban on approving new  biotech crops is contributing to the hunger problem in Africa, Hastert   said, and is spreading baseless skepticism about GM food across the

world. 

                      The EU's policy is illegal and "not based on sound science," said  Hastert, an Illinois Republican. 

                      "One would think that the European Union, and any country that has   adopted similar protectionist policies, would embrace a technology    with such promising advantages," said Hastert, an Illinois Republican.

"Sadly, they have not. 

                      Hastert spoke at a hearing of the House Subcommittee on Research,   scheduled to discuss plant biotechnology research and development  in Africa. 

                      The hearing contained a range of positive views about how biotech -  often referred to as genetically modified - crops could help African   farmers overcome drought and poor soil quality to increase yields and

decrease pesticide use, but the EU ban loomed large over the  discussion. 

                                     Speaker of the House Denny Hastert is a leading voice   in favor of WTO action to remove the EU moratorium.

                                     (Photo courtesy Congressman Hastert's Office)

                                     The panel heard proponents of biotech explain   how it will boost food security for the world's   growing population by raising sustainable food   production and also benefit the environment by

reducing the need for more farmland, irrigation and pesticides. 

                      Africa, because it has the world's lowest productivity of staple food  crops, "presents the highest potential for realizing major benefits from   biotechnology," according to USAID Administrator Andrew Natsios.

                      Natsios explained that USAID is supporting biotechnology research  for Africa, using the money to link Africans with the international  community as well as to build African leadership and decision making

about the science of biotechnology. 

                      The USAID Administrator says his agency is aiding African  organizations and research institutions in Kenya, Uganda, Nigeria and  South Africa to develop their own biotechnology strategies. 

                      Natsios pointed out that Nigerian President Obasanjo publicly  endorsed biotechnology and that South Africa has approved two new   crop varieties. 

                      "It is encouraging to see Africa's two largest economies embracing  these new technologies," said Natsios. "We can hope their example is   emulated elsewhere." 

                      Yet while the development of biotechnology within African nations is   hampered by the lack of functional, science-based regulatory system,  Natsios told the House panel, there is no question that the "irrational

fear of biotechnology in the European Union" has affected  development of biotechnology products in Africa. 

                      The EU ban is causing a "hysteria" that is prompting African nations to  reject food aid for fear it could contaminate food exports, which then   could be banned by the EU, Natsios said. 

                      Genetically modified  crops continue to make   many people nervous  about the health and                    environmental  implications. (Photo  courtesy Monsanto)

                      USAID reported the  rejection of food by  Sudan, which joined  Zambia, Zimbabwe and Mozambique as African nations that have   refused U.S. food aid that consisted of biotech corn. 

                      Zimbabwe and Mozambique reversed their decisions and accepted  the aid, but only after ensuring the corn was first milled in an effort to  limit the chance it could be grown or fed to livestock. 

                      The EU has refused to grant import licenses for biotech food since  October 1998 because many Europeans are worried about possible  health and environmental risks. Prior to October 1998 the EU had

                      approved nine agriculture biotech products for planting or import. 

                      EU officials say the WTO allows members to develop their own   approval procedures and this is what they are doing. 

                      "We have been working hard in Europe to complete our regulatory  system in line with the latest scientific and international developments,"   EU Commissioner for Health and Consumer Protection David Byrne

said in May in response the WTO action. "The finalization process is   imminent. This is essential to restore consumer confidence in GM  [food] in Europe." 

                      The EU is moving forward with legislation on traceability and labeling,  two issues that have irked Bush administration officials and some  supporters of biotech foods who believe these requirements would

scare consumers and result in higher food costs for consumers and  producers. 

                      Hastert noted that China has developed new rules for the approval  and labeling of biotech products, a move he believes will needlessly  stunt the growth of the biotech industry. 

                      "What is different is not the content of the food, but the process by  which it is made," Hastert said. "Even labeling genetically modified  products would only mislead consumers and create an atmosphere of

fear." 

                      Natsios stressed that European scientists have agreed GM food  poses no health risks to the public, and added that "the President eats   it." 

                      And President George W. Bush is by no means the only American   eating GM food - 38 percent of U.S. corn and 75 percent of U.S. soybeans are genetically modified. 

                      But it is clear this debate is about more than the safety of existing GM  food, which primarily consists of corn or soybeans modified to be   resists pests. The science is still new, critics say, and nations must be

allowed to decide for themselves what benefits and risks of biotech   crops present. 

                      The United States has become "the bully in the world playground,"  said Liana Stupples, UK Friends of the Earth policy and campaigns  director. 

                      "The Bush White House and American business interests should not   have the right to make decisions about what people in Europe get to   eat," Stupples said. 

                      And critics say the argument that the EU ban is increasing starvation   in the Third World is disingenuous and is being used by the   biotechnology industry and its supporters as a means to sell biotech

crops to Europe. 

                      Officials with the EU note that of the commercially available biotech  crops, 75 percent are herbicide tolerant and 17 percent are insect  resistant, neither of which are of particular use to developing countries  in need of more stable food supplies. 

                      "They are playing on the guilt of the First World," according to Jane  Rissler, a senior scientist with the food and environment program at   the Union of Concerned Scientists, a nonprofit environmental    advocacy group of scientists and citizens. "People are not starving for  lack of biotechnology." 

                         Biotech holds great  potential for the developing    world, but when or to what  degree that potential is  realized remains to be seen.   (Photo by A. Conti courtesy UN   Food and Agriculture                                                      Organization)

                             Hastert admitted that   economics are at play,  citing that the United States is costing U.S. farmers some U.S. $300 million in corn exports  each year. Canada, who has joined the United States in its WTO

appeal, says the ban has lead to the collapse of its $290 million  canola export business. 

                      "This is a non-tariff barrier based simply on prejudice and   misinformation, not sound science," Hastert said. 

                      Yet EU officials insist the organization's regulatory system will be driven by science, not economics, and say that the U.S. decision to   challenge its policy through the WTO will prove counterproductive. 

                      Those who accuse the United States of being a "biotech bully" note   that it does not support the United Nations' Cartagena Protocol on   Biosafety, which is designed to ensure that countries, exporters and

importers have the necessary information to make informed choices about biotech foods. 

                      The EU supports the protocol, which will enter into effect in 90 days. The nation of Palau today ratified the agreement, becoming the fiftieth  nation to do so, therbey activating the trigger that will put the protocol  into effect. 

                      "The Cartagena Protocol recognizes that biotechnology has an  immense potential for improving human welfare, but that it could also   pose potential risks to biodiversity and human health," said Klaus Toepfer, executive director of the United Nations Environment Programme. 

                      The United States fears the UN accord could lead to labeling - it   pulled out of negotiations on the agreement in 1999, under the administration of President Bill Clinton. 

                      And Thursday's hearing reflected growing support for the Bush  administration's WTO action and the increased acceptance of the  argument that the hungry in Africa are unduly suffering because of the   EU ban. 

                      "It is absolutely unconscionable that misguided special interest groups are spreading blatant lies and falsehoods about the safety of plant   biotechnology while thousands of Africans, particularly young  children, die," said California Congresswoman Zoe Lofgren, a   Democrat. 

                      Earlier this week, Lofgren joined 338 of her colleagues in voting for a   nonbinding resolution voicing the House's resolution supporting the Bush administration's efforts to use the WTO to attack the EU's ban

on biotech crops. 

                   Copyright Environment News Service (ENS) 2003. All Rights Reserved.

__________________________________________________________________________________________

Reuters

Stinging smog hovers in Indonesia's  Sumatra, Borneo
INDONESIA: June 16, 2003

                JAKARTA - Skies above Indonesia's western  Indonesian province of Riau were hazy last week with

                smoke from slash-and-burn forest clearing, pushing air  quality above hazardous levels, officials said. 

                The thick smoke spread to Malaysia's capital Kuala Lumpur   last week and cut visibility to as little as five km (three   miles) from the normal 10.

                The pollution index in Riau has crept to 356 micrograms per   cubic metre, categorised as a hazardous level. "When I went to town the smoke made my eyes sting," one   resident in the Riau provincial capital of Pekanbaru told  Reuters by telephone.

                Riau on Sumatra island is across the Strait of Malacca from    Singapore and Malaysia.

                Visibility in parts of Riau was 800 metres last week but  business and schools were continuing to operate as usual  and flight schedules remained unchanged.

                "Visibility gradually drops every day. It was one kilometre    before and this morning was seen at 800 metres," said    Drajat Bintoro, an official from the Meteorological and   Geophysics Agency in Pekanbaru.

                "There are around 52 hotspots seen in the whole Sumatra    island today," Bintoro added, referring to areas showing   high levels of heat caused by burning.

                Haze also covered parts of Borneo island, east of Riau, last  week.

                Environmental groups say the slash-and-burn problem is  not restricted to small farmers but involves large agricultural  corporations that clear forests to make room for commercial   plantations to grow products like palm oil.

                Drought caused by the El Nino weather phenomenon   contributed to Indonesia's forest fires in 1997 and 1998. The   smoke spread to Singapore and Malaysia, causing major  health problems and costing $9 billion in damage to  tourism, transport and farming.

                Conservationists have criticised Jakarta for failing to protect   its natural resources while Indonesian sources have cited  weak laws, limited government budgets and difficulties in  enforcing national policy at the local level as among the   problems.
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UN or UNEP in the news

International support for GM rules
NZoom (New Zealand), June 16, 2003 - A treaty regulating trade in genetically modified foods will come into effect in September, after Palau became the 50th country to ratify the pact, the UN Environmental Program (UNEP) said.
The Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety will take effect from September 11, 2003, the head of the UN agency Klaus Toepfer said, a milestone accomplished despite strenuous objections by the United States.
http://onebusiness.nzoom.com/onebusiness_detail/0,1245,198182-3-397,00.html 

General environment news

Stinging smog hovers in Indonesia's Sumatra, Borneo
Reuters, June 16, 2003 - JAKARTA - Skies above Indonesia's western Indonesian province of Riau were hazy last week with smoke from slash-and-burn forest clearing, pushing air quality above hazardous levels, officials said.
The thick smoke spread to Malaysia's capital Kuala Lumpur last week and cut visibility to as little as five km (three miles) from the normal 10. 
The pollution index in Riau has crept to 356 micrograms per cubic metre, categorised as a hazardous level.
http://www.planetark.org/dailynewsstory.cfm/newsid/21192/story.htm 

Haze from Indonesia shrouds Malaysia capital
Reuters, June 16, 2003 - KUALA LUMPUR - Thick smoke from forest fires in neighbouring Indonesia blanketed parts of Malaysia last week and cut visibility in the capital, Kuala Lumpur.
A government official said at least 25 hot spots were detected in Sumatra, just across the Straits of Malacca, said the official from the Malaysian Meteorological Department, who added that southwesterly winds had blown the haze to the peninsula.
http://www.planetark.org/dailynewsstory.cfm/newsid/21178/story.htm 
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13 June 2003

DAILY PRESS BRIEFING BY THE OFFICE OF THE SPOKESMAN FOR THE SECRETARY-GENERAL

Following is a near-verbatim transcript of today’s noon briefing by Fred Eckhard, Spokesman for the Secretary-General.

Good Afternoon.

**Statement Attributable to the Spokesman

The following statement is attributable to the Spokesman, regarding the Quartet meeting in Amman, Jordan.

“The Secretary-General will participate in a meeting of the Quartet Principals in Amman, Jordan, on 22 June.  The meeting follows the recent Aqaba summit at which both Israel and the Palestinians agreed to begin implementing the Quartet’s “Road Map”.

“The Secretary-General believes the Amman meeting will be a timely opportunity to discuss what the Quartet might do to help generate further momentum in the difficult search for peace.  He believes very strongly that the parties should not allow themselves to be deterred by acts of violence and terror.  They should show restraint in their words and actions, so that a revived peace process can gain traction through implementation of the Road Map.”

**Security Council

This morning, Under-Secretary-General for Political Affairs Kieran Prendergast updated the Security Council on the situation in the Middle East, as part of its periodic briefings on this issue.

The past month, Prendergast said, has witnessed the most promising openings in the political process since the autumn of 2000.  The personal engagement of President Bush and the successful summit at Aqaba were developments of the highest significance, which generated enormous hopes and expectations.  Yet, at the same time, we also witnessed the continuation of the sort of violence, by both sides, that has snuffed out every previous effort to renew the peace process.  

In this situation, it is essential that the parties choose the road to peace.  “Violence only leads down the abyss”, Prendergast added.

Israelis and Palestinians need to stay the course, he told Council Members, and to do so they will need help.

“With this objective uppermost in our minds”, he said, “the Quartet principles will meet in Jordan on 22 June”.

He also briefed them on the humanitarian situation of the Palestinians, which, he said, had not improved despite the tentative steps towards renewal of the political process.  In fact, the situation has worsened due to tightening of the closures, which is also severely hampering the work of the UN agencies in the Gaza strip.

The full text of his briefing is available upstairs.

Council members have now left the open briefing and are continuing their discussions on the Middle East in closed consultations.

**Iraq
Today, in Baghdad, the Secretary-General’s Special Representative, Sergio Vieira de Mello, met Hamid Majid Musa, Secretary-General of the Iraqi Communist Party as part of his continuing consultations with various political leaders in Iraq. 

Mr. Musa stated that his party always believed that there was an essential role for the United Nations in Iraq, both before the war and after.  They discussed the current transition and explored how to advance the political process. 

De Mello stressed the importance of the role of women in peace, reconciliation and development.  Musa agreed that they should be given a greater role in the new Iraq. 

Tomorrow, de Mello will travel to Basra.  This is the start of his visits to the provinces.  In Basra, he will meet with political figures and representatives of civil society.  He will also visit a UN Quick Impact Project and meet the staff of UN agencies operating in the region.

**Iraq -- Humanitarian  

On the humanitarian front, the UN Children’s Fund (UNICEF) said today that there had been a flurry of news reports indicating an increase in the number of children on the streets in Baghdad. 

UNICEF considers this situation ripe for the exploitation of children.  In the chaos of the post-war environment in Iraq, UNICEF says, normal community networks for the protection of children were not fully functioning.  In this regard, UNICEF strongly supported getting all Iraqi children back to school as a way of protecting them from exploitation and injury.   

**Liberia
The various factions involved in the Liberian Peace Talks are expected to meet face-to-face for the first time today in Akosombo, Ghana.

It is expected that the meeting will iron out the differences on the draft ceasefire agreement.

The UN Representative at the Peace Talks is the Secretary-General’s Representative for Liberia, Abou Moussa.

On the humanitarian front, the World Food Programme said if security conditions permit, the resumption of food distribution to refugees and internally-displaced people in camps near the capital Monrovia would be done soon by a team of nine national staff with the help of non-governmental organizations.

The Office of the UN High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) says it remains extremely concerned about the chaotic and dangerous security situation in Liberia and its humanitarian impact.  UNHCR fully supports the ongoing efforts to reach a cease-fire and the High Commissioner has urged the subsequent deployment of a peacekeeping force to monitor it and to allow the rapid resumption of humanitarian activities for Liberia’s suffering population and refugees.

**Security Council Mission 

The Security Council mission led by French Ambassador Jean-Marc de la Sablière is now in Bujumbura, Burundi, where they have meetings scheduled with Vice President Alphonse Marie Kadege and with President Domitien Ndayizeye.

Upon arrival in Bujumbura yesterday, Ambassador de la Sablière made a statement in which he expressed his congratulations to the Burundian people and the various political parties and groups for the successful conclusion and signing of ceasefire agreements.  He also expressed the Council’s support for the peace process and invited armed movements, which have not yet done so, to join that process.

Tomorrow, the Council delegation travels to Kigali to meet with President Paul Kagame of Rwanda. 

We also just received a report on the Council’s three-hour visit to Bunia yesterday.  During the visit, the delegation received a briefing on the deployment of the Emergency Interim Multinational Force by its commanding officer, French General Jean Marie Thonier. 

The meeting with the members of the Ituri Pacification Commission (IPC) was to reinforce the support of the international community to that democratically elected body.  The third meeting was with the NGOs and the humanitarian community.  They raised fears that Bunia could become a big camp for displaced people if the mandate of the Multinational Force is to exclusively secure that town and its surroundings.  They encouraged the United Nations to put an end to impunity in Bunia as the only way to discourage further violence and human rights violations against civilians.

**Cameroon-Nigeria 

The Cameroon-Nigeria mixed commission considering ways to follow up on the boundary ruling of the International Court of Justice of October 2002 has concluded its fourth meeting.  The meeting in Abuja, Nigeria, discussed the progress towards the planning and implementation of the demarcation exercise of the land boundary as well as other issues.  We are expecting a communiqué of the meeting, which was chaired by the Secretary-General’s Special Representative for West Africa, Ahmedou Ould-Abdallah.

**Korea
The Secretary-General met yesterday afternoon with Maurice Strong, his Personal Envoy.  Mr. Strong reported on his recent consultations and activities particularly with regard to the humanitarian situation in the People’s Democratic Republic of Korea (DPRK), including a recent meeting of the World Food Programme in Rome on its projects in that country, and on other relevant issues.

They also discussed further steps in pursuing the Secretary-General's initiative to support the current efforts to achieve a negotiated settlement of the impasse on the Peninsula.  They noted that recent visits by the Swiss Foreign Minister [Micheline] Calmy-Rey and a U.S. bipartisan congressional delegation led by Representative Curt Weldon [R-PA] to the country have been helpful in contributing to this process.  

The Secretary-General is keeping in close touch with these efforts as part of his role to support and facilitate a peaceful resolution of the situation. 

**Human Rights
We have upstairs a statement from the Acting UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, Bertrand Ramcharan, expressing his grave concern at the recent murder of a Guatemalan human rights activist, José Israel López. 

**WFP

The World Food Programme (WFP) today welcomed its first ever donation from the Russian Federation, an $11 million contribution to WFP’s emergency operations in the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and Angola.  We have a press release on that. 

**SARS

The World Health Organization (WHO) today is removing its recommendation that people should postpone all but essential travel to Hebei, Inner Mongolia, Shanxi and Tianjin regions in China due to the outbreaks of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS) there.  The latest statistics on SARS indicate a total of 8,445 probable cases, including 790 deaths.

In other news, WHO and the International Labour Organization have launched new measures on controlling tuberculosis in the workplace, which could protect millions of workers from the disease.  We have press releases on all those items.

**UNEP

From the UN Environment Programme, Palau has become the 50th country to ratify the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, starting a 90-day countdown to the agreement's entry into force in September.  We have a press release on that.


**Marrakesh Meeting


Over 100 participants from about 70 countries will meet next week in Marrakesh, Morocco, to take the first steps towards implementing one of the key commitments made by the world’s leaders at the 2002 Johannesburg Summit; that is, to develop a 10-year framework of programmes for sustainable consumption and production.

**Press Conference on Monday
On Monday, at 11 a.m. in this room, the Canadian Mission will be sponsoring a press conference by Watchlist, a network of non-governmental organizations working to protect the security and rights of children in armed conflict.  They’ll be talking about their latest report, and about the impact of war on children in the Democratic Republic of the Congo.

**The Week Ahead at the United Nations
And as usual on Friday, we have the Week Ahead next week at the United Nations to help you plan your coverage.

That’s all I have.  Serge? 

Questions and Answers

Question:  Fred, there was some report that the intention of the United States was to remove some troops from the DMZ in North Korea.  Did the question come up with Mr. Strong?

Spokesman:  I had no indication that that subject had been discussed.  All they gave me was the paragraph I read here.  I suggest that you perhaps ask 

Mr. Strong directly.  I can also ask for you to see if I can release any more details of their discussions.

Question:  Is that item an important item for the Secretary-General?

Spokesman:  I think the security implications of such a move are considerable and I am sure he is looking at that issue closely.  I can’t say though, whether it has been discussed with Mr. Strong.

[The Spokesman later announced that the proposed deployment of troops had not been discussed in Mr. Strong’s meeting with the Secretary-General.]

I am losing my voice, I am sorry.  Mohammed, No?

Okay, thank you very much.

* *** *




UNEP and the Executive Director in the news





� HYPERLINK  \l "Treaty" ��AFP - Treaty regulating biotech food trade to take effect in September�


� HYPERLINK  \l "tiny" ��AP - Ratification by tiny Pacific nation will put biosafety protocol days�


� HYPERLINK  \l "Biotech" ��Friends of the Earth - U.N. Treaty Regulating Biotech Crops To Become Law�


� HYPERLINK  \l "Trade" ��The New York Times - Trade Pact on Gene-Altered Goods to Take Effect in 90 Days�


� HYPERLINK  \l "possible" ��UPS - U.N. treaty addresses possible GMO risks�


� HYPERLINK  \l "GMO" ��Reuters - Treaty Regulating GMO Trade to Start in September�


� HYPERLINK  \l "Genetically" ��UN News Centre - Treaty on trade in genetically modified  organisms to enter into force - UN�


� HYPERLINK  \l "Doubts" ��BBC - Doubts beset biosafety treaty�


� HYPERLINK  \l "Water" ��Earth Vision - UNEP GEMS/Water Programme Helps Build Knowledge …….. Pathogen�


� HYPERLINK  \l "Petrol" ��Sunday Observer - BP hailed for introducing unleaded petrol�


� HYPERLINK  \l "Law" ��ENS - Treaty on Trade in Biotech Organisms to Become   Law�














Reuters - Treaty regulating GMO trade to start in September
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