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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0305/2010 by Carola Twardella (German), on her recommendation 
for the Parliament to review its decision to authorise large-scale planting of 
GMO potatoes by BASF and sale of GMO maize by Monsanto

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner asks the Parliament to reconsider its decision to authorise GMO potato and 
maize varieties, citing the 'no reservations' approach to the use of GMOs in general.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 29 June 2010. Information requested from Commission under Rule 
202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 2 September 2010.

A first aspect of the petition is related to the authorisation related to the cultivation of the 
Amflora potato.

In order to inform the public of the main aspects related to the authorisation of the Amflora 
potato, the Commission published on 2 March a document entitled "Questions and Answers 
on Genetically Modified Organisms (GMOs)"1. In this document, the Commission justifies its 
decision as follows:

"The favourable European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) opinion on the cultivation of this 
starch potato was issued in February 2006. This opinion confirmed the favourable opinion of 
                                               
1 MEMO/10/58, 
http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=MEMO/10/58&format=HTML&ag
ed=0&language=DE&guiLanguage=fr
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Sweden of 2004. Since that time, the Commission has been very carefully and very seriously 
reflecting on the situation. In particular, the Commission decided, during its College meeting 
of 8 may 2008, to request a new EFSA opinion. The objective was to obtain a new and 
authoritative opinion on the Antibiotic Resistance Marker (ARM) gene. The College also 
indicated that in case of a new positive EFSA opinion, decisions would have to be taken 
accordingly.

On 11 June 2009, EFSA, in collaboration with scientists from EMEA and ECDC, provided a 
new positive opinion. When the analysis of this opinion was finalised, the Commission was 
already in the transitional period brought about by the delay in the implementation of the 
Lisbon Treaty. It was, therefore, decided that it would be more appropriate to proceed with 
this authorisation when normal business would resume under the new College.
Given the high scrutiny that was devoted to this dossier, given the fact that there are presently 
no new scientific issues which merit a further assessment and in view of the repeated 
scientific opinions, it is now appropriate to proceed with this authorisation. This is also in line 
with the principle of responsible innovation."
The authorisation for cultivation of Amflora potato (Decision 2010/135/EU) establishes 
further risk management and monitoring measures to ensure that any potential adverse effects 
on the environment are closely monitored and addressed. 

In the framework of this petition, it is also worth mentioning that the Commission had already 
the opportunity to inform the Parliament on various aspects of these authorisations by 
replying to several parliamentary questions (see in particular the replies provided to written 
questions 1956/10 and 2754/10).

A second aspect of the petition is related to GM maize varieties from Monsanto
It is worthwhile to clarify that, by contrast to the information inferred in the petition, the only 
GM maize that is currently commercially cultivated in the EU is the GM maize "MON 810". 
Its genetic modification aims to protect against the European corn borer and is not related to 
resistance to the herbicide Round Up.
It was authorised in 1998 and today there are more than 150 different varieties of this GM 
maize that are registered in the EU common catalogue of varieties. These varieties are 
registered by different seed companies. This information shows that seed companies do 
introduce through conventional breeding the genetic modification in different varieties that 
are adapted to the diverse agronomic conditions of the regions where they are cultivated.
In 2009, MON810 maize was cultivated in 5 Member States: Spain, the Czech Republic, 
Romania, Portugal, and Slovakia. Spain cultivates around 80 % of the total EU area used for 
the cultivation of MON810 (circa 100 000 ha). By contrast, 6 Member States (Austria, 
Hungary, France, Greece, Germany and Luxembourg) adopted safeguard measures and 
prohibited the cultivation of the GM maize MON810 on their territories.
The procedure to renew the EU authorisation is currently ongoing. EFSA adopted a 
favourable opinion in August 2009 and the Commission is considering the next steps in 
accordance with the comitology procedure.
A third aspect of the petition is related to the negative effects that the cultivation of GMO 
cultivation may have on conventional or organic production

The need to ensure to allow consumers and producers a choice between conventional, organic 
and GM production is a key aspect of the EU policy. This has been recently illustrated by the 
adoption of the Commission Recommendation on guidelines for the development of national 
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co-existence measures to avoid the unintended presence of GMOs in conventional and 
organic crops1 on 13 July 2010.

Point 1.1 of this Recommendation outlines the views of the Commission on this matter:
"The cultivation of GMOs in the EU has implications for the organisation of agricultural 
production. On the one hand, the possibility of the unintended presence of genetically 
modified (GM) crops in non-GM crops (conventional and organic), raises the question as to 
how producer choice for the different production types can be ensured. In principle, farmers 
should be able to cultivate the types of agricultural crops they choose - be it GM crops, 
conventional or organic crops. This possibility should be combined with the wish of some 
farmers and operators to ensure that their crops have the lowest possible presence of GMOs.

On the other hand, the issue is also linked to consumer choice. To provide European 
consumers with a choice between GM food and non-GM food , there should not only be a 
traceability and labelling system that functions properly, but also an agricultural sector that 
can provide the different types of products. The ability of the food industry to deliver a high 
degree of consumer choice goes hand in hand with the ability of the agricultural sector to 
maintain different production systems.

The adventitious presence of GMOs above the tolerance threshold set out in EU legislation 
triggers the need for a crop that was intended to be a non-GMO crop, to be labelled as 
containing GMOs2. This could cause a loss of income, due to a lower market price of the GM 
crop or difficulties in selling it. Moreover, additional costs might incur to farmers if they have 
to adopt monitoring systems and measures to minimise the admixture of GM and non-GM 
crops.

However, the potential loss of income for producers of particular agriculture products such as 
organic products is not necessarily limited to exceeding the labelling threshold set out in EU 
legislation at 0.9%. In certain cases, and depending on market demand and on the respective 
provisions of national legislations (e.g. some Member States have developed national 
standards for different types of "GM-free" labelling), the presence of traces of GMOs in 
particular food crops –even at a level below 0.9%- may cause economic damages to operators 
who would wish to market them as non containing GMOs.
Moreover, the admixture of GMOs has specific implications for producers of particular 
products such as organic farmers3, impacting also the final consumer4. Since such production 

                                               
1 OJ C 200, 22.07.2010, p. 1.
2 In accordance with Articles 12 and 24 of Regulation (EC) No 1829/2003, the labelling 
obligation does not apply to foods/feed containing material which contains, consists of or is 
produced from GMOs in a proportion no higher than 0.9% of: (i) the food ingredients 
considered individually; or (ii) food consisting of a single ingredient; or (iii) the feed and of 
each feed of which it is composed, provided that this presence is adventitious or technically 
unavoidable.
3 In accordance with Article Regulation (EC) No 834/2007 on organic production and 
labelling of organic products, GMOs shall not be used in organic production, including as 
seeds, food or feed (Article 9(1)). The aim is to have the lowest possible presence of GMOs in 
organic products (see recital 10).
4 COM(2009) 153 - Report from the Commission to the Council and the European 
Parliament on the coexistence of genetically modified crops with conventional and organic 
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is often more costly, stricter segregation efforts to avoid GMO presence may be necessary to 
guarantee the associated price premium In addition, local constraints and characteristics may 
render these particular segregation needs very difficult and costly to be met efficiently in 
some geographical areas.

It is therefore necessary to recognise that Member States need sufficient flexibility to take into 
consideration their particular regional and local needs with regard to GMO cultivation in 
order to achieve the lowest possible presence of GMOs in organic and other crops, when 
sufficient levels of purity cannot be achieved by other means."

Conclusions
The Commission wishes first to reiterate that it considers the protection of health and the 
environment as a top priority and is committed to ensuring that genetically modified (GM) 
seed, food and feed are authorised only after an extensive and thorough risk assessment 
allowing to conclude that they are not likely to have adverse effects on human health, animal 
health or the environment. The EU legislation has also established monitoring and other risk 
management requirements to ensure that potential adverse effects on health and the 
environment are properly identified and handled after the marketing of a GMO.

On 13 July 2010, the Commission introduced a new EU approach on GMO cultivation 
through a legislative proposal combining the EU science-based authorisation system with 
freedom for Member States to decide on the cultivation of GMOs on their territory. A new 
Recommendation recognising the need to allow consumers and producers a choice between 
conventional, organic and GM production is a major part of this new approach. 
The Commission will continue to seek for improvements on the assessment and follow up of 
GMO cultivation in the coming months and years. The Commission will soon work with 
member States on improvements of the environmental safety assessment on the basis of 
revised EFSA guidelines that should be published in November 2010. The Commission is 
also analysing how to further reinforce the post-market environmental monitoring of GMO 
crops.

                                                                                                                                                  
farming. 


