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eofMonsanto?sGeneticallyEngineeredPotato</h3><p>ByLucySharratt,CanadianBiotechnologyActi
onNetwork<br/>fromtheSummer2003issueofEcoFarm&Garden,themagazineof<ahref="http://
www.cog.ca"target="_self">CanadianOrganicGrowers</a></p><p>TheCanadiangovernmenthasa
pproved5varietiesofBtpotatoes-
potatoesgeneticallyengineeredwithgenesfromthesoilbacteriumBacilusthuringiensis(Bt)toberesistant
totheColoradopotatobeetle-
allofwhichareownedbyMonsanto.ButnoneofthesearecurrentlyonthemarketinCanadaortheU.S.-
Monsantosaystheystoppedsellingthepotatoesbecausetheycapturedlessthan5%oftheNorthAmerica
nmarket.</p><p>GoneButNotForgotten</p><p>Youmightrememberthatin1999theNewBrunswickc
ompanyMcCainsdeclaredthattheywouldnotusetheBtpotatoesbecauseitwasclearthatconsumersdidn
otwantthem.Butconsumerprotestandslimmarketsharearenottheonlyreasonsthegeneticallyengineer
ed(GE)potatohasdisappearedfromthefield.</p><p>Infact,amajorproblemwasenvironmental.Theeve
ntualityofinsectsdevelopingresistancetotheBttoxinhasalwaysbeenaconcernwiththeintroductionofBtc
rops,butthiswasviewedbytheCanadianFoodInspectionAgency(CFIA)asariskthatcouldbe?managed?
ratherthananenvironmentalhazardthatshouldkeepBtpotatoesfrombeingapproved.However,a1998C
FIAauditofMonsanto?stestsitesfortwonewBtvarietiesrevealedthefailureofthisstrategyandintheendM
onsantocouldnotmanagethisriskoraccuratelyfollowtheguidelinesforcommercialgrowing(FromAcces
stoInformationdocumentsobtainedbyKenRubinfortheCanadianHealthCoalition).Forexample,Monsa
ntowassupposedtoinformfarmersofthemeasurestheyneededtotaketominimizetheriskofinsectsdevel
opingresistance.Farmersshouldhavebeenaskedtomaintain?refuges?whichareareasplantedwithnon
-GEpotatoesdesignedtoslowresistancebygivingthebeetlesomewhereelsetogo,butinthiscasemanyref
ugeswereactuallybeingsprayedwithinsecticides,defeatingtheirverypurpose.Inthefaceofthesewidesp
readproblems,Monsantotookthepotatooffthemarket.</p><p>SecretDealsWithMonsanto</p><p>Wh
athappenedtotheBtpotatocantellusalotaboutthepoorplanningandarroganceofcompaniesintryingtopu
shGEfoodacceptanceonconsumersaswellascorporations?recklessattitudetowardstheenvironment,
buthowtheBtpotatogottomarketinthefirstplacealsorevealsagreatdealaboutcorporatepoweranditsinflu
enceinsidegovernment.</p><p>Intheend,ittookasecretdealbetweenMonsantoandtheCFIAandHealt
hCanadaforthetwonewBtvarietiestobeapprovedin1999.WhentheCFIAdiscoveredthe?extremelypoor
?fieldteststheyaskedMonsantoformoredata-
butMonsantorefused.HealthCanadastated,?Monsantoobjectedtotheserequests;believingthattheird
ataadequatelysupportstheirconclusionsthattheseproductspresent?nosignificantenvironmental,feed
orfoodsafetyrisk??.ToobtainthedatafromMonsanto,thedepartmentsstruckadealwiththecorporationw
heretheypledgedtospeedilydecideontheapprovalofthepotato-
within30daysofreceivingtheinformation.InternalmemosshowthatJohnDoessetor,thesenioradvisortot
hethenMinisterofHealthAlanRock,waskeptuptodateonthesenegotiations-
ahighlyunusualsituationsincetheMinister?sofficeisnotsupposedtobedirectlyinvolvedinproductreview
s.Butthisisnottheendofthestorysincetwoyears,afterthesecretdeal,JohnDoessetorwashiredbyMonsa
ntotobethecorporation?stoplobbyistinOttawa,?responsibleforthedevelopmentandimplementationof
Monsanto?sgovernmentaffairsstrategiesinCanada.?</p><p>Fordocumentsfromthisstory:www.heal
thcoalition.ca/gmo-archives.html</p><p><ahref="/Ressources/Topics/Regulation-and-
Policy"target="_self">ClickhereformoreinformationonhowthegovernmentregulatesGEcropsandfood
s</a></p>
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