NO GMOs: A CHOISE THAT IS GOOD FOR CONSUMERS’ PROTECTION AND THE GROWING OF OUR ECONOMY

1. GMOS: RISKS AND ECONOMIC IMPACT

GMOs subject is widely discussed in scientific and socio-economic environments and has a growing importance relating to the period of our country engaged as Europe, to give a new deal to the economy and to return trust and welfare to citizens.
Until today, the disastrous experiences about GMOs crops have demonstrated that transgenic is a technology more oriented to producers than to consumers  that give serious problems of  environmental and food safety; moreover, it doesn’t represent an opportunity for the economic growing in our country.

There is an important scientific literature that shows is opposition to the introduction of GMO?S in human and animal food chain, because the social and economic costs to pay are not foreseeable  in the case GMOs cause a damage.
It’s necessary to adopt precautionary and responsibility principals that means having the due to inform and  stop keeping secret the dates and research about risks for health and environment that can be caused by transgenic crops.  

So the opposition to GMOs doesn’t come from a no scientific ideology, as people who is favourable to gmos’s say, but it’s a position taken, according the assumption that it’s necessary to be favourable only to scientific knowledge and technologies that can give a contribution to society without radically changing the ecologic, economic and social systems.

Anyway if the opinion of scientists is essential, when we cope the problem of innovation, that is the application to society of new instruments, the speech has to be widen to other subjects non only of  the same sector and widespread interests.
It’s necessary to clarify the socio-economic impacts of GMOs to verify these new kind of food are not able to answer to consumers’ needs.

In fact, GMOs cause a food homologation because they make it free from environmental conditions and they push to the delocalization and to the loss of links with territory . Therefore the competition for our country and made in Italy mark are  threatened because the leadership of our production is founded on tradition and quality linked to territory a process opposed to homologation and biotech.
It can’t be allowed that the more famous food production in the world is homologated and contaminated for a false progress that match more  the companies than to consumers’ interests.
The effects due to the use of GMOs could be terrible for food chain which is founded on the valorisation of made in Italy because for the consumer is important the geographic identity of products.

The supporters of transgenic food have thwarted the proposals, now become European rules directed to introduce a system of labelling that allow to consumers to know the territorial origin of food for doing conscious and informed choice of purchasing. The  challenge for agriculture is the traceability and origin respecting identity and quality of production.
It’s necessary to consider that in addition to all doubts of science about danger of GMOs and negative effects about our economy consumers have not  obtained advantages because to nutritional aims they don’t have any benefit compared to those not modified. The loss of variability in quality cause a modification and homologation of consumers’ tastes that risks not to be able to distinguish traditional testes from technologic testes.
Consumers have a strong opposition to buy GMOs products that is justified  by the growing doubts about health and environment. They5 need of eating safe, territorial and quality food  that the transgenic can’t offer.

2. GMOs AND PATENTS
Market has already failed GMOs considering them as the result of a unreliable technology, dangerous for environment and for health and diseconomic except those who have patents.
One of the most serous aspect relating genetic modified seeds is to be protected by patent obtained by famous companies while the public research is of minor importance.
Il would be important to modify the rules relating the patentability of transgenic products that allow  to companies to have the monopoly of products.
In the last 20 years the relation between genetically modified product and patent whose rights are paid at every productive cycle or reseed it has been a financial  success for biotech companies, not for farmers and citizens instrument of a new way of colonization. This thing explains those who have interest to insist to impose transgenic food:
even if GMOs have until today delayed all the promises about productivity, sustainability and the capability to eat the world:
even if they are revealed to be dangerous for environment, health, food sovereignty and the protection of human rights;

even if they have been catastrophic for the economy of poor countries;

even if they are a menace for countries as Italy  that invest on quality products.
3. TRANSGENIC CONTAMINATION IS A NOT SOLVED PROBLEM
In the sector need serious controls and new rules .
It need to defend quality products making free the food chains from transgenic contamination otherwise there is the risk that the imagine of all Italian food chain is compromised that traditionally links its products to territory and origin .

The other important aspect of the problem is the contamination of traditional crops that obstacles the freedom of the main farmers and citizens to have their owns territory free from transgenic crops.

The diffusion of genetic pollution caused by transgenic crops is a serious problem to which is not possible to find a solution.              

So, the impossible coexistence between GMOs and GMOs free causes irreversible damages to conventional and organic agriculture and to quality systems (DOP; IGP ecc) with a big increasing of costs of those farmers or breeders that want to take a food chain free from GMOs. The impossibility to adopt coexistence measures is between the reasons that have push Commission to  work out new guidelines about GMOs cultivation with the proposal to modify the actually rules about it.                       
4. New European guidelines about gmos
The new European guidelines about GMOs wants to modify the authorization rules to recognize to Member states the possibility to forbidden the cultivation on their fields. Then it must be recognized State members freedom to  exclude the GMOs cultivation for health and environmental reasons and food sovereignty too as a right of community and a healthy food culturally suitable produced with sustainable and ecological ways.
The prohibition to cultivate must be there over recognized for reasons linked to environmental policy considering factors linked to the use and planning of territory and considered the socio economic peculiarities of a country as our, that has agro systems culture tradition and a developing model which aren’t compatible with the introduction of transgenic crops.
After the freedom of Member States to forbidden GMOs crops cultivation it should follow other actions modifying European  rules about labelling of  products derived from GMOs which is seriously missing considered the absence of information directed to consumers when the breeding for animals is made with transgenic feed.
