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Date: 20.10.2016, New Delhi

Press Release

Ban GM Sarson and Scan the GEAC

Mustard used in India as leafy vegetable, edible oil, for massage, medi-
cine and even as fertilizer and pest control and animal feed as well. Now a
day GEAC (genetic engineering appraisal committee) is in a hurry to give
permission to GM mustard for commercial cultivation. This GM mustard test-
ing application was rejected by the same GEAC in 2002. What again hap-
pened that now the GEAC is in hurry to give permission and under whose
pressure.? The producer scientist first declared that it is High yielding .When
they caught red handed that no testing was done for high yielding-now talk-
ing for HT (herbicide resistance). The chemical usually used in herbicide tol-
erant was glyphosate, later declared, after the use of more than decades
that it is Carcinogenic by the WHO. Now in this GM mustard HT hybrid the
chemical to be used will be Glufosinate, as said by the scientist and the relat-
ed MNC. Whether this chemical is carcinogenic or not is yet to be tested, yet
to be assed, until that many years the GM mustard has to go through seri-
ous tests with all transparency, because it deals with long term human health
concerns. If the entire GM technology is against Chemical farming, then
what is this HT GM technology which is entirely depends on huge chemical
spraying that is mandatory with this technology. Who knows what this
chemical will create-cancer/male sterility/infertility/what? Nobody
knows. GM propagaters have announced that this technology will reduce
chemical spraying. What is this? This GM mustard will mandatorily use
heavy amount of spraying. To whom they are making fools.?

The first GM crop was cultivated in India was BT cotton in 2002. It failed
in 2005.2nd stage Bt cotton introduced with more toxin releasing bacteria
gene in 2006. It also failed in 2009-10. This GM technology already failed.
Why GEAC is so interested in introducing it in food crops is a big question.
During myth regime of Bt cotton this GEAC did not allow our seed testing
laboratories to test the accuracy and efficacy of these GM (Bt) seeds for
some unknown reasons. It is a known fact that some people advocating for
GM food crop wrongfully not knowing that neither it is high yielding, nor it is
sustainable. It proposes monoculture that enhances malnutrition and risks
seed sovereignty of our country. The predatory pricing of these seeds is
another issue that was tried to solve by Agriculture ministry, is now under
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threat from unknown sources, yet to be identified. This technology is altq—
gether a failed one, not correctable, not reversible and nc?t controllgble as it
is a living technology. Who will take the responsibility if something goes

wrong (it is proven fact that it is wrong), neither the GEAC nor the develop-
er is talking.

The parliamentary standing committee is against it. The technical expert
committee of Supreme Court as well as, non manageable independent sci-
entists are against it Government of India put a moratorium on this technol-
ogy still the so powerful GEAC is pushing this -really this is the mystry to be
explored. Neither it is high yielding nor does it give more oil content. Report
are there that where ever GM Mustard Cultivated it did one thing that it has
abolished the entire polulation of honey bee from that area. The result of Bt
cotton experience was the huge suffering of farmers, huge public money as
compensation to the farmers (in 2014 in Karnataka there was a loss 235 cr.
and this year only in raichur district the loss is 278 cr.) and the company mov-
ing with its business- free, without any responsibility. Karnataka Government

is burning the entire failed crop to eradicate the left over pink bollworm above
and under the soil.

The entire relevancy of GM mustard is under question. Why should we
need this GM mustard without any need for that? When we have plenty of
mustard varieties performing much better ahead of the claimed one of GM
mustard. And the GEAC is also under scanner of doubts that why it did not
allow our designated seed testing laboratories to test the BT cotton seeds
along with its lunching. Suspiciously acting in favour of some spurious MNCs
for unknown reasons. So, it became priority to examine the role of GEAC in
relation to allowing GM crop against the moratorium of Govt. of India and
against the report of Technical expert committee of Hon Supreme Court and
against the large number of doubts about its origin and genesis.

That's why Bharatiya Kisan Sangh appeals to ban the introduction of
GM mustard with immediate effect and to have and transparent internal
enquiry about the sole existence of function of GEAC and its mandatory
relevance with the safety assessment of any introduction.
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