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A 15-member committee has been established to monitor compliance with the protocol, while a group of
legal and technical experts will develop regulations by 2008 covering liability and redress for damages
resulting from trans-boundary movements of genetically engineered organisms.

Olson also criticized the Bush Administration for lobbying almost exclusively on behalf of the biotech
industry at the expense of many U.S. farmers who oppose further expansion of GE crops.

“Many U.S. wheat farmers oppose the introduction of Monsanto’s GE wheat out of respect for their
customers in Europe and Asia who have said that they don’t want it,” Olson noted.  “Additionally,
organic farmers face being put completely out of business from unchecked GE contamination of their
crops, and they represent the fastest growing agricultural sector in the United States.  The Bush
Administration failed to represent the interests of these farmers in its all out effort on behalf of
multinational biotech corporations to undermine this landmark protocol.”

The treaty appears to give the European Union some cover in a World Trade Organization (WTO) case
filed by the U.S. regarding genetically engineered foods. That case, expected to be decided sometime this
summer, challenges the EU's tough regulatory system for GE foods. The Biosafety Protocol re-asserts
nations rights to regulate and reject GE foods for import.

More information on the Biosafety Protocol can be found at the United Nations Environment Program
web page: http://www.unep.org/

The Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy promotes resilient family farms, rural communities and
ecosystems around the world through research and education, science and technology, and advocacy.


