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Part I: Cultivation

a)

b)

f)

g)

h)

Ministers and representatives highlighted the new challenges we are facing worldwide
and which agriculture is facing in a changing environment.

Both the opportunities that GMOs could represent in terms of increasing agricultural
competitiveness, productivity and fighting hunger in the world, as well as concerns
relating to seed diversity, access to knowledge and food security were expressed.

Many ministers and representatives underscored the need to make a distinction
between authorisation of GMO products and cultivation within the EU. They highlighted
the need to maintain the current authorisation criteria in the field of human, animal and
plant health, including the science based risk assessment. The crucial and important role
of EFSA was clearly stated.

Ministers and representatives expressed support for the concept of granting Member
States and/or specific regions the right to decide on cultivation of GMOs on their own
territory. Some representatives expressed reservations.

In this context, several participants referred to subsidiarity, proportionality and the right
of self determination as important concepts to respect when considering EU GMO
policies, taking into account regional agricultural, ecological, geographical, co-existence
and other legitimate factors.

It was pointed out that this approach could improve the effectiveness of the GMO
procedures in the EU,

It was noted that GMOs in food and feed should be treated differently from GMO
cuitivation. The EU should remain in a position to not only import, but also produce
GMOs. In this respect attention was drawn to the issue of zero tolerance in the EU for
non-authorized GMOs,

Different views were expressed as to how a framework could be developed to
encompass this issue.

In this regard, it was pointed out that it is important to take into account practical and
legal considerations and to ensure a firm international and European legal basis.



j)

k)

It seemed appropriate to first assess whether solutions could be found within the current
framework for GMOs. if this would prove impossible, changes to the framework as
proposed by several Member States could be considered.

In any case, the implementation of the current framework should be improved, including
the safeguards therein for environmental, food and feed safety. In this context, several
participants emphasized the importance of maintaining the science-based Risk
Assessment of GMOs.

Different participants considered it desirable to include in such a framework the
possibility for member states to base their decisions on cultivation of GMOs on their
territory on socio-economic considerations. Some representatives wanted these
discussions to enrich also the process of authorization.

However, other participants described the taking into account of socio-economic aspects
as opening Pandora’s box, raising many new questions. In this respect they underscored
the need to comply with international treaties and agreements, especially WTO.

Given the broad desire for a swift solution and the need to accelerate the process for
coming forward with proposals, participants called upon the European Commission to
put forward as soon as possible proposals to encompass the issues raised.

Part li: socic-economic aspects

a)

b)

h)

As a second and clearly separate issue, the Roundtable exchanged views on socio-
economic implications of GMOs in European agriculture.

A number of ministers and representatives expressed support for the nine criteria as
identified by the Netherlands. Others stated reservations or the need to have more time
for study.

Other issues mentioned included plant breeding, patent rights, ethical criteria and
threshold levels for adventitious presence of GM seeds in conventional seed batches.
Some participants pointed to the generally negative public opinion on GMOs in general.
In this regard it was suggested that consumers should be made more aware of the
thorough scientific risk-assessment that underpins market authorizations of GMOs.
Several participants agreed that a further analysis of socio-economic consequences of
GMGOs, including possible adverse effect but also socio-economic benefits and
opportunities to stimulate innovation, would be worthwhile,

In that regard, it was recommended to promote independent socio-economic and
agronomic impact studies of GMOs,

Furthermore, involvement of all affected stakeholders in the discussions on this issue
was considered essential.

Views diverged as to whether and how socio-economic aspects could be included in EU
policies and authorization procedures. Some participants were in favor of including such
aspects. Others expressed reservations, pointing for instance to a possible increase in
administrative burdens or complicating the process of authorization.



p)

q)

In any case, the EU should comply with international agreements such as the WTO
agreements. Also the issue of non-trade concerns under the WTO should be taken into
account.

Some participants considered that appropriate and transparant methodologies for the
assessment of socio-economic criteria might be required.

Also, any efforts in the context of socio-economic aspects should not jeopardize the
scientifically based risk-assessment procedure.

Some ministers and representatives pointed out that the relevance of specific socio-
economic aspects can differ between Member States.

Different opinions were expressed on the issue whether it would be appropriate to have
a policy for import in relation to the policy for cultivation within the EU.

Establishment of GMO free regions in the EU could be considered, eg. to preserve
traditional cultivation methods. A GMO free status was considered by some
representatives to be a market advantage.

Mention was made of difficulties arising from the increasing number of incidents with
GMOs cultivated outside the EU, but not authorized in the EU and the high dependency
of the EU on imported feed.

Ministers and representatives noted that the current procedure aliows for the exclusion
of specific regions from GMO authorizations for scientific reasons. The challenge seemed
to be to find the scientific data that allows for such exclusions.

When considering any changes to the legislative framework, it was recommended to
strive for a very limited change to the current EU legislation.



