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Neil J. Carman, Ph.D. (United States)
Comment: I strongly support a global ban

on GE trees and keeping GE trees out of the
Kyoto Protocol and UN treaties. I work for the
Sierra Club and serve on a Sierra Club Ge-
netic Engineering Committee which opposes

GE trees in the USA.

Sue Edwards, Institute for Sustainable Devel-
opment (Ethiopia)

Comment: GM trees is THE most damaging
Jorm in which to inflict the hazards of genetic
engineering on the rest of the biological world.
We do not even know the full complement of
living organisms that live with, in, on and
under trees, but GM would impact all.

BarbaraJoy Bogorad,Vice President, GMO-
FREE MAUI com (United States)

Comment: GMO-Free Maui.com We have
more experimental fields of phameceuticals
and industrial chemicals growing on our
islands than anywhere else in the world.
“THEY” are growing blood thinners and
blood thickeners and spermicides spliced right
into some corn growing right in the open air.
Antibiotic resistance breed into all of it.
TetraCyline.....in the papayas. SO SO
SAD..... Total disraspect for beautiful, gener-

ous, gracious Nature®

Anna Fraser, The-Tree Community (United
Kingdom)

Comment: The science involved is no doubt
interesting to many people, bur we should
never forget just how little we still know. We
are only just beginning to suspect the vastness
of the complicated interrelations natural
habitats. In any experiments something will
always go wrong.

Applying GM tree technology now will with-
out a doubt bestow yet more life-threatening
problems on future generations of humans
and other creatures. Why do this when there
are excellent alternative methods to

solve our many problems?

Yuri Buivolov (Russian Federation)
Comment: GM-forest on our planet - great
problem for our children. I love my planet and
my children.

Rajesh B. Shrestha (Vietnam)
Comment: No body has a right to decide on
others behalf.

Steven Harrington (United States)
Comment: Many foresters have demon-
strated that they can produce wood and other
products just fine without transgenic trees.
Moreover, late succesional forests storeds
carbon better and is infinitely more beneficial
in terms of diversity, etc, than transgenic
monocultures.

Malik Mubammad Khan, Forester (Pakistan)
Comment: GM technology is undue inter-

Open letter for parlamentarians on The Earth

NO RIGHT FOR CONTAMINATION

Global Ban on GM Trees

n behalf of 2 608 individuals and 286 organisations and groups who

have signed the petition for a global ban on GM trees

(http://elonmerkki.net/forestforum), we ask all the parliaments to
work actively within the UN towards the urgent introduction of international
legislation banning all efforts to contaminate trees and forests in other coun-
tries with GM releases.

The main reasons for this are:

Wi
\%’Introductlon of GM trees in open air growing involves serious risks

\
\*’These risks extend over national borders and across generations and

can be irreversible.

W
*’Introduction of GM trees violates the precautionary principle agreed to in

the Biodiversity Convention and several other international legal instru-
ments, as well as the Cartagena Biosafety Protocol.(Art.1,10.6,16.1,16.3,16.
4,17.1 and 17.4)

Wi
\*’Through inevitable contamination over the boarders, releasing

GM trees violates the national sovereignty of each contaminated country

W
\;’We also ask every national parliament to make the necessary decisions

and legal changes which assure that genetically modified trees are not used
in open air growing which could cause irreversible contamination to other
countries.

Global Ban on GM trees
http://elonmerkki.net/forestforum

Hannu Hyvonen
GM tree coordinator
Union of Ecoforestry

Leo Stranius
chair

Friends of the Earth Finland

Mikko Vartiainen
lawyer
People’s Biosafery Association

Open petition
for the United Nations
WE THE SIGNATORIES

ish to point out that

in the Rio Convention on Biological Diversity world leaders

declared they were conscious “of the intrinsic value of biological
diversity and of the ecological, genetic, social, economic, scientific, educa-
tional, cultural, recreational and aesthetic values of biological diversity and
its components,

Conscious also of the importance of biological diversity for evolution and for
maintaining life sustaining systems of the biosphere,

Affirming that the conservation of biological diversity is a common concern
of humankind.”

We recognize that forests are a key factor sustaining the climate and the
composition of the atmosphere.

We state that forests, along with the oceans, are key to the diversity of life
on the planet - this diversity being the result of millions of years of evolu-
tion enabling the species to adapt to their surrounding ecosystems and the
ecosystems to adapt to the surrounding climate.

We further wish to point out that genetic diversity within a species is part of
the evolutionary original capital helping the species to survive in changing
conditions, while species diversity within ecosystems is part of the capital
helping the ecosystems to adapt to climate change.

We state that the decision made in the context of the UN-lead Kyoto process
to allow the use of genetically modified trees to tackle climate change is in
contravention of the principles of the Convention on Biological Diversity.
Trying to fight climate change by growing GM-trees would lead to the crea-
tion of vast plantations of cloned GM-trees on our planet. It would

mean enormous losses in terms of diversity, while exposing these GM mo-
nocultures to disease, pests - and the effects of the ongoing climate change
itself.

We believe that the risks for biosafety involved in the introduction of
genetically modified trees are such that they extend over state borders as
well as generations, and should therefore not be taken at the present state

of knowledge. Studies in population genetics show that genetic exchanges
between trees can extend over whole continents. There is a real risk that

by introducing GM-trees we would trigger a series of GM-contaminations
spreading all over the forest cover on our planet. Other dangerous ecological
scenarios include the potential metabolic incompatibility of GM-trees with
their ecological surroundings, as well as genetically modified material being
transferred to viruses and bacteria.

On the grounds of what has been stated above, we demand that the world
reject the introduction of genetically modified trees.

In our view, we should be heading in the opposite direction. Instead of
establishing plantations of genetically modified trees, we should striveto re-
store the forest cover of our planet towards its former riches and abundance.

Diverse, healthy and vital forests can best safeguard the ability of our living
planet to adapt to the ongoing climate change. They also form the best basis

for a diverse, healthy and vital forest economy, now and in the future.

Jfrence in natural reproduction. We can assist
nature but should not hinder the process. GM
tree production is hazardous and full of asso-
ciated risks. GM seeds in agriculture and GM
trees in Forestry can serve the vested interests
only. So big “NO” to GM

trees.

Jim Diamond, M.D., The Sierra Club (USA)
(United States)

Comment: We oppose carbon credits granted
to any sort of tree plantation, but genetically
uniform monocultures are worst of all. Sierra
Club is America’s largest grassroots conserva-
tion organization with over 750,000
members.

Bertin KOUADIO (Ivory Coast)

Comment: I strongly agree for banning every
GM tree plantation on our planet. Those who
think to breed and plant GM trees should
consider finding humanistic strategies to save
endangered species, fight agains deforestation
and poverty, use that money to fight against
wars and diseases.

Joachim Ecker, ZEGG, Center for experimen-
tal societal design (Germany)

Comment: It is like playing with the fire. The
earth needs to be reforested now with natural,
unmanipulated trees.

Celia Wilson (New Zealand)

Comment: For my children and my children’s
children I wholeheartedly endorse the above
comments. We are crazy to be even thinking
about GM trees.

Jan Beeton (South Africa)

Comment: I am strongly supporting Non-GM
Global Greening. I want to live in a natural
world and I want my children and their chil-
dren to inherit a natural world.

john button (Italy)

Comment: Please do whatever is needed

to halt the use of GM trees, and call for a
moratorium on the introduction of geneti-
cally manipulated species in general. Having
worked for many years in extremely harsh
conditions in environmental regeneration and
productive land management, I have adequate
experience to attest that there are more than
sufficient ecologically sound ways of respond-
ing to all the world’s environmental problems,

and feeding the world abundantly.

Michael Sackin (United Kingdom)

Comment: I oppose GM trees just as I oppose
any GM organisms: the result is (1)umnpredi-
catable and (2) irreversible

Jodo Vale-Serrano (Portugal)

Comment: Only questions: What will be
next? What will be last? An entirely artificial
world? It’s weird, isn’t it? Will we be part of
it?..



