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	GE Free New Zealand

In Food And Environment (RAGE) Inc.

PO Box 693, Nelson.                                      Ph/Fax 03 546 7966 


Truth in Food Labelling Bill 2003

Submission to : Australian Senate’s Selection of Bills Committee
From : GE Free New Zealand in Food and Environment (RAGE) Inc.

The Association is solely established to promote food and an environment in New Zealand that is free of genetically engineered substances.

I make this submission as a representative of GE Free New Zealand and on behalf of both our members and those members of the public – New Zealand citizens, who support our aims, this comprises of thousands of ordinary New Zealanders  (70%) who do not want to be forced to eat GE foods, are not satisfied that the labelling regime supports this intent or that the foods have been adequately safety tested. GE Free New Zealand states its opposition to the continued use of GE crops as human food.

Please consider our submission and if this bill is adopted, ensure Food Safety Australia and New Zealand fully implement the bill’s objectives with regard to New Zealand food labelling.

Our submission is in support of the bill in its entirety.

Sections 10-12 

GE Free New Zealand have continually, over the years, asked for a comprehensive GE labelling system in New Zealand that ensures full labelling of all foods derived from gene technology, not only foods with detectable levels of GE protein or remnant DNA left after processing.  As consumers we request the basic right to sufficient accurate, meaningful information on a label to enable informed food-purchasing decisions for our families. Current FSANZ labelling provisions do not provide sufficient information to allow choice of GE Free products. 

Accurate, truthful and meaningful food labelling is required by all the major national and international food standard agencies, including Food Standards Australia New Zealand (FSANZ) and the joint FAO/WHO Codex Alimentarius Commission, yet GE food seems to be exempt from such labelling, further decisions to relinquish country of origin labelling also denies choice of GE Free food. 

 New Zealand and Australia have consistently failed to label GE foods in response to consumers needs and continued requests. The European Union (EU) implemented a proper system, which allows informed choice, many years ago. 
Labelling the method of production is a recognised system within New Zealand, Australia, and internationally, through the provision of ‘Organic’ labels where organic certification is based on the method of production rather than presence or absence of any material in the resulting food. The same standard should be implemented for GE crops and the products thereof, if not to allow consumer choice then as a means of tracking the long term implications of the products on the human diet.
Section 13
GE Free New Zealand also support the inclusion of the labelling of animal feedstuffs in any labelling regime.  There have been varying reports of the effects of GE feed on animals and again basic tracking is essential to assist trace-ability, and allow producers of animal products to make informed choices and of GE material in the food chain.

Section 14
GE Free New Zealand would advocate the reduction of the threshold from 1% to 0.5% for exemption from labelling of foods that are inadvertently contaminated with GE material and support the threshold for non-approved GM material remaining at zero tolerance. This is technically achievable.
GE Free New Zealand support the introduction of a robust trackback system that ensures  labelling accurately reflects the presence or absence of GE food or feed ingredients.
FSANZ has no requirements in place to allow for tracking foods and verification of the origin thereof, this omission results in slack regimes by food manufactures and importers in New Zealand as revealed by the NZFSA’s June 2003 report “Assessment of Compliance with Standard 1.5.2:
·  42 % of manufacturers and 47 % of importers had current information on the GE status of their foods.
· Only 50 % of manufacturers and 32 % of importers had verification steps in place.
· 6 % of manufactures and 26 % of importers didn’t even bother to get assurances from suppliers about the GE status of their foods.
Trace-ability allows for quality control, verification of labelling claims, the monitoring of adverse effects to human health and emergency procedures to withdraw product if these occur. Monitoring of the potential effects of GEO’s on the environment can also be evalusted.  Traceability allows for consumers and livestock producers to exercise their freedom of choice, and their right to make informed decisions about the use of GE products.
Section 17-18
GE Free New Zealand support mandatory country of origin labelling for all packaged and unpackaged foods including meat, fish, cereals, fruit and vegetables.  Since GE labelling has been denied us over the years, country of origin information is crucial to allow the consumer to make informed purchasing decision. We believe it is a human right to allow us this choice in order to support ethical production.

Section 20 

GE Free New Zealand supports full public disclosure of all information gathered by the government or required to be gathered by the government on methods of production, residues in foods from pesticide, heavy metals, industrial chemicals or by-products, veterinary medicines and any other contaminants.  This information is vital for making informed purchasing decisions and families have a basic human right to know what contaminants may be found in food and thus protect their children from those they feel might put them at any risk to their health and well-being.
We hope you will support our submission by supporting the thousands of ordinary New Zealanders that support the use of GE Free food and wish to protect our environments from GE pollution and contamination.

Background

In light of reports around the world, many of which we have sent over the past few years in submissions to ANZFA, the need for more adequate regimes to determine nutritional differences, allergen and toxin identification and post sales monitoring has never been greater.

Dr. Vyvyan Howard, medical toxi-pathologist, Liverpool University, "current risk assessments are still totally inadequate.”
Pesticide residues

The additional burden on our health of increased herbicide residues consistent with the use of pesticide resistant crops is also one that most people do not wish to be exposed to. FSANZ’s continued approvals are based on information of questionable quality and validity, usually given by companies who own patents on GE products. FSANZ regulatory agency does nothing to support public health or consumer choice.

Dr. Arpad Pusztai, formerly of Rowett Institute, Aberdeen, Scotland, concurred. “Science is able to provide the tools for conducting thorough risk assessments on GM foods, yet this is not being done adequately. It leads one to ask, ‘Who is responsible for not ensuring that GM foods are properly assessed, and why?’”
Antibiotic resistance has long been raised as a potential result of eating GE foods by the British Medical Association and GE foods may well cause resistance to a number of antibiotics including ampicillin. This is unacceptable. Any foods that potentially remove safe and effective antibiotics like ampicillin from our use should not be approved.

Cauliflower mosaic virus has long been used as a promoter in the production of GE crops. Dr. Mae wan Ho and Joe Cummins have consistently pointed out the dangers of the cauliflower mosaic virus and other toxins found in GE foods.

“… companies are allowed to test the natural toxins instead of the toxins from the GM plants, as they would be eaten by animals and human beings.” Said Joe Cummins, Emeritus Professor of Plant Genetics from University of Western Ontario, Canada.
Proteins produced as a result of genetic engineering are normally proteins which the human body has never before encountered which have not been tested to investigate toxic or allergenic reactions, safety assessment cannot possibly produce this type of information which may well lead to unanticipated reactions as was the case with Starlink corn. However, regulatory agencies including FSANZ refused to acknowledge this type of problem exists, apparently requiring the ordinary man on the street to provide the scientific proof.

Peter Saunders, bio-mathematician, King’s College, London, “Precaution is the key, and precaution is inseparable from good science.....The current practice is anti-precautionary, for the burden on proof is misplaced, as it is left up to the public to prove something “harmful” before it could be withdrawn."
GE crops are considered dangerous to farmworkers and laboratory workers and the inherent instability of GE crops has been identified as the potential cause for health problems.

Additional gene constructs are gained during production and after approval can impact on the safety of any approved food. Government regulators should not be allowed to ignore the consequences of changes in approved crops. DNA sequences can turn up unexpectedly in commercial crops and thus be sold as unlabelled food to unsuspecting people. 

Various contamination incidents have already resulted from GE ‘pharm’ crops in the US. People do not want to become the unwitting guinea pigs for new vaccines or serums grown in food crops. Yet regulatory agencies still have no emergency regime proposals in place to facilitate the immediate retrieval of food resulting from such accidents.

 ANZFA, at the Royal Commission into GM in NZ, said that any changes in the gene constructs of approved crops would need to be tracked by the Ministry of Health, this is  inadequate and irresponsible and blatantly  ignores one of the premises for approval which is that crop lines must be stable. 

Toxicology issues

The testing carried out must preclude any allergy or toxicity, ensuring full testing over a longer period of time, allowing for assays to be taken and analysed. Once approved humans may be consuming this food in various forms and differing products over a period of several years. Insufficient testing has been done to date to prove that GE foods are safe.

Nutritional issues

There is insufficient evidence to prove that there are no problems with nutritional issues, it is apparent that even small changes can result in impaired nutrition. Many scientists support further study on nutrition.

Safety assessments

Safety assessments are subjective and involve value judgements being made by the assessor, or the board of assessors. FSANZ and other regulatory bodies highly manipulative process of 'consultation' with 'stakeholder' groups and carefully selected individuals supports both industry and governments but fails to support the public interest.  

In 1999 ANZFA passed over its responsibility for receiving submissions on GE food labelling to the Ministry of Health in New Zealand and although 5713 submissions were received on GE foods, mostly fully against their use, ANZFA failed ever to contact those submitters again in respect to their decisions on GE food labelling. The New Zealand public have lost all faith in the regulatory farce imposed upon them by FSANZ and concerns have been expressed to our representatives around New Zealand continuously over the past 5 years.  We are asking the Australian government to support the New Zealand public and the Truth in labelling Bill

No evidence exists, that has been peer reviewed, as proof of any stringent and rigorous testing of the safety of GE foods. No thorough understanding is yet available on the effects of either the process of genetic engineering nor its products-the science is in its infancy and the results as with other major contaminants/pollutants may not become evident for 30 years. FSANZ have consistently stated that no potential public health and safety concerns have been identified in their assessments. We will hold them responsible in their decision to judge these products safe for human food. FSANZ is letting NZ consumers down because there is no labelling thus we don't have choice and consumer rights have been violated.  Consumers are unable to choose the process of food production for religious, moral, ethical and health reasons.
Labelling

A sham of a labelling system has been implemented that will undoubtedly allow many GE products in the form of corn syrup, oil, additives or processing aids to remain unlabelled and unseen. People want adequate labelling so that they may make an informed choice in both the type of food and the method of production and ensure their future health is protected.

Public submission

Continuing public submissions have demonstrated the justified concern that GE foods are unsafe, irrespective of the modifications. Unfortunately the condescending attitude held by the regulatory agency shows scant regard for public submissions. Despite the use of a science in its infancy FSANZ appear to ignore continuing evidence that demonstrates problems with GE foods and shows that consumers do not wish to eat them. 

FSANZ is charged with protecting New Zealanders health, at present they let consumers down as the desire (we believe) to protect trade relations has over-ridden this priority.

FSANZ only assesses the product documentation and research of the biotech company wanting GE products approved there is NO independent testing or independent scientific viewpoint sought.

ANZFA claimed at the bottom of P. 13 of their June 2000 publication "GM Foods and the Consumer" :"There is no reason to suspect that the long-term safety of GM foods will be any less than that of conventional foods."  This means that no other scientist would have legitimate reasons to view the foods as more hazardous, and clearly hundreds of experts do. The Canadian Royal Society has stated that to ignore the potential for unexpected negative side effects is “scientifically unjustifiable”.

· The FDA internal files reveal it has been deceiving the world about the hazards of GE for a decade, this came to light in a lawsuit bought against them when the FDA were forced to divulge 44000 pages where the FDA's own scientists acknowledge the unique health hazards (GE Free NZ presented this evidence at the Royal Commission into GE -see Steven Druker witness brief www.gefree.org.nz)

New Zealand’s national interest is compromised over food issues and the particularly in regard to health and safety. Under Australian law, New Zealand has rights of consultation but no rights to debate, vote on or make legislative changes. Issues such as GE, novel foods and irradiation, and public health risks from inadequate regulation of the food /medicine interface, are issues which it is felt should not be left to Australia to make decisions on our behalf. 

Maximum profit margins depend on lowering standards to unacceptable and dangerous levels, ministers with agriculture, free trade or economic interests on the ministerial council, may be lobbied to compromise health and safety issues.

This leaves the public perspective unsupported and their consumer rights and health undefended. The focus of food safety and public health previously inherent in the treaty can now be compromised and influenced by globalisation and profit.
A ministerial council of health ministers is preferable when dealing with food issues and any new board have must have expertise primarily in food safety, public health, consumer affairs, nutrition, food allergy. Tangata whenua and minority, ethnic interests must also be supported. Any New Zealand position must include explicit reference in the FSANZ treaty to our unique cultural concerns with particular reference to the Treaty of Waitangi. The board must recruit members with environmental expertise to uphold the protection of our environment as GE ‘pharm’ crops are already being produced and nutraceuticals may well threaten our longterm food security.

In all good faith

Susie Lees

On behalf of GE Free New Zealand In Food and Environment
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