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14th November 2003
Re: GMO legally binding mechanism

Dear Mr Wates,
In accordance with the outcome of the Second Meeting of the new Working Group on Genetically Modified Organisms, held in Geneva in October 2003, I would like to confirm the opinion of our Parliamentary NGO, GLOBE Europe, with a view to attaining a legally binding approach on the GMO issue.
We had stated in our letter sent to you on 5th June this year that we believed that the option to amend the Convention and Annex I with the specific GMO-related lines is preferential as it would take less time and resources and is more directly related to the Convention itself. 
However, at present and taking into consideration the opinions expressed by other delegations, we see as a better solution the other option, which is in effect very close to the first one, but is probably more acceptable as a compromise.
Amendment Proposal

1. to include New Article 6.1 (a) bis
“Shall apply the provisions of this article with respect to public participation in decision-making on GMO related activities listed in Annex I bis.”
…/.2

2. Deletion article 6.11
3. New Annex I bis
List of activities referred to in Article 6.1 (a) bis
(a) the deliberate release
(b) the placing on the market
(c) The contained use of a genetically modified micro-organism (GMM), except if
(i) it is not foreseen in large-scale industrial installations,
(ii) it does not involve a GMM belonging to risk category 3 or 4
(iii) contingency plans are not deemed necessary for the use of the GMM in a facility; and
(iv) The GMM has already been used in the same facility and under comparable conditions and been approved using a public participation procedure conforming to the requirements of article 6. para. 2 to 10
(d) The contained use of GMO other than a GMM, except if
(i) Contingency plans are not deemed necessary for the use of the GMO in a facility; and
(ii) The GMO has already been used in the same location and under comparable conditions and been approved using a public participation procedure conforming to the requirements of article 6. para. 2 to 10.
We therefore invite the New GMO Working Group to work in this direction.
Sincerely yours,
Ilona Graenitz
Director
13, rue Boduognat B-1000 Brussels, Belgium
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