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Groups call for Commissioner Kyriakides to keep new GM regulated 

On 17 September 88 civil society and farmers organisations from across Europe have warned the EU 

Commission is turning a blind eye to new GMOs and demanding EU health and food safety 

Commissioner Stella Kyriakides keeps new GMOs regulated, in an open letter. 

https://www.foeeurope.org/sites/default/files/gmos/2020/gmo_letter_to_kyriakides_final.pdf  

The controversial new generation of food genetic engineering techniques should be subject to EU 

safety checks and consumer labelling, according to an EU Court of Justice ruling, but the 

organisations complain the European Commission is not implementing this ruling. 

“Genetically-modified seeds funnel money away from farmers into the hands of multinationals and 

increase pesticide use. Their ‘one-size-fits-all’ model is unfit for Europe’s highly varied farming.  

The EU Commission needs to stop trying to find loopholes to push a new wave of GM crops into our 

fields, and instead support farming systems and knowledge that is truly sustainable and adapted to 

local conditions. Commissioner Stella Kyriakides must keep them regulated and must assess their 

impacts on our nature and health.” 

 

First open source detection test for a gene-edited GM crop, Cibus 

The first-ever public detection method for a gene-edited crop has been successfully developed by a 

group of non-governmental organisations, non-GMO food associations and a food retailer. This 

caused some debate amon EU official. In an evaluation of the new detection method, the European 

Network of GMO Laboratories concluded that, while it “complies in many aspects” with the EU 

performance requirements for such methods, it “cannot identify the origin of the mutation in the 

particular [oilseed rape] line targeted and can therefore not prove that the detected mutation is 

caused by genome editing”.  

But there is no requirement under EU law that a GMO detection test must identify the origin of a 

particular genetic alteration. The conclusion that the new detection method cannot be used to 

enforce EU GMO law, because this element is lacking, has no legal basis as the German LawyerGeorg 

Buchholz laid this out in a letter to the EU Commission on behalf of the German Verband 

Lebensmittel ohne Gentechnik e.V.  

 

Belgium reach out to decision makers: 

From proactive media work on the joint letter to EU Commissioner Kyriakides  to various 

communication with decision makers from Cabinet of the walloon regional Minister for Health, as 

well  to Brussels Green Minister for Health and Environment and discussion on key positions on new 

GMO.  

 

https://www.detect-gmo.org/
https://www.natpro.be/nouveaux-ogm-demande-a-la-commission-du-respect-integral-de-la-legislation-sur-les-ogm/


Past and upcoming webinars: 

A video discussion provided an easy-to-

follow introduction to the issues around 

gene editing from an expert panel that 

includes molecular geneticist Dr Michael 

Antoniou, crop genetics/virology expert Dr 

Jonathan Latham, Dr Vandana Shiva of 

Navdanya, Jim Thomas of ETC Group, 

GMWatch editor Claire Robinson, and 

Megan Westgate of the Non-GMO Project. 

The discussion was hosted by youth activist 

Rachel Parent.  

And if you want to listen to a recording of 

another webinar with Michael Antonio 

Watch the video here: Myths and Truths of Gene-Edited Foods 

https://twitter.com/ETC_Group/status/1326103007

168237569?s=20  

You can register here for the upcoming webinar on 

24 November 

More background reading here 

 

 

 

 

Surveys on regulation of new GMOs in UK 

Beyond GM has conducted three surveys in the UK that may be of interest  of food/farming NGOs, 

citizens and conservation groups. The purpose was to explore the key strands around sustainability, 

regulation and co-existence which we believe are the main themes to be addressed in the new 

narrative around genome editing. 

 The citizen survey revealed: 

 Most of the respondents whatever their beliefs about genome editing, showed a nuanced 

awareness and a willingness to engage in deeper discussion; 

 The overwhelming agreed that product labelling and ongoing environmental and health 

monitoring post-release was necessary; 

The NGO survey revealed: 

 A new dynamic is at play which is less cohesive, less engaged and more hesitant to speak out 

against GM, than in the past;  

 The largest number of respondents favour a moratorium rather than an outright ban. 

https://gmwatch.org/video/Dangers_of_Gene_Edited_Foods.mp4
https://twitter.com/ETC_Group/status/1326103007168237569?s=20
https://twitter.com/ETC_Group/status/1326103007168237569?s=20
https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJ0oc-uvpzIrGdTl3RTD8vBqsSRT1OgYAovz
https://itforchange.net/digital-new-deal/2020/10/30/food-for-all-or-feeding-the-data-colossus-the-future-of-food-in-a-digital-world/
https://abiggerconversation.org/survey-citizens-attitudes-to-genome-editing-in-food-and-farming/
https://abiggerconversation.org/survey-genome-editing-in-food-and-farming/

