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PAN Europe staff is happy to send you its summer 2012 Newsletter with
information about its different projects concerning:

o  Bees collapse
« Endocrines Disrupting Chemicals in Food
o  The Week without Pesticides

And many others as well as the actions done by our members around
Europe.

Although the times are difficult for NGOs our staff is always full of motiva-
tion to take up the challenge for a more sustainable future.

Therefore we have some new recruits that we present to you in this newslet-
ter.

In addition to that we would like to invite our Brussels reader to collaborate
with us for street actions. If you are interested please contact isabelle@pan-

europe.info.

We wish you a happy reading with this latest newsletter, and kindly ask you
to send us comments and remarks allowing us to improve our work.

Henriette, Hans, Martin and Isabelle







NEW STAFF

PAN Europe’s Communication Officers
Since the beginning of 2012 PAN Europe welcomes in its office two new workers: Lucie Daniel and Isabelle Pinzauti.

Lucie has been working in PAN from January to June and started the EDCs campaign as well as organized the
workshop on Pesticides free gardening and Compost in Mundo B (further details about these projects in the news-
letter). Lucie is French but has a very international background since she lived in the USA as well as Germany.
Now she is a student in the Institute of Political Sciences of Grenoble, Communication Major. After her brilliant
work for PAN, she hopes she will be able to work for Women’s Right.

Isabelle arrived in April and graduated in May from the University of Gastronomic Sciences (founded by the
movement Slow Food). She has a background in Political Sciences with a Double Master in European Affairs
(SciencesPo-SGH). Her interest in sustainable agriculture as well as food policy and security made her decide to
work for PAN, mainly for the EDCs campaign.

Last but not least, PAN Europe welcomes Martin...

Last May, a new member joined PAN Europe central office in Brussels. His
name is Martin Dermine, he is 30 years old, a native of Belgium, and has just
finished his PhD in veterinary science. Lucie Daniel, a PAN Europe staff mem-
ber in Brussels, asked him to introduce himself and to tell us about his projects
and expectations with PAN for the years to come.

Lucie Daniel: Hello Martin. To start with, I am curious to know how did you get
to know PAN Europe? When did you first hear about us?

Martin Dermine: The first time I heard about PAN Europe, I was looking for
some information on the herbicide glyphosate. I wanted to investigate its damag-
ing effects on local farmers in Argentina.

Lucie: That’s good to know. Can you tell us a bit more about your position at
PAN Europe and your specific fields of work?

Martin: Sure. I work as PAN Europe’s « bee-expert ». Throughout the coming
years, this job will cover four different missions. First, I will help provide new
and current scientific material to support suits against the European Commission
decisions on pesticides. I believe that in this particular matter, the Commission
lacks scientific evidence to be able to authorise them. There is an urgent need for
a moratorium on neonicotinoid pesticides (i.e.: pesticides that are harmful to
bees). Secondly, I will be working on awareness-raising campaigns to get the
public involved in our activities. These campaigns may, for instance, focus on
pesticides residues in food. And finally, my mission will include lobbying activi-
ties at the European Commission and Parliament.




For the year 2012, we are preparing two court cases to be brought to the European
Court of Justice in Luxembourg. This is a common effort with Générations Fu-
tures (France), Global 2000 (Austria) and Apenet (Italy) — a network of Italian
beekeepers and researchers.

Lucie: That’s a great piece of work! Why did you choose to apply to this job?

Martin: Well, I was not fully satisfied with the type of research I was doing: fun-
damental research is very interesting, but the research process is very long and
does not provide you with a feeling of benefitting society. So I wanted to move on
to another kind of research. I was already informed about threats facing bees,
aware of the challenges faced by the European institutions, and knew a great deal
about their failures in the past.

To be honest, I think that my interest in this position also goes back to my child-
hood. When I was young, I used to go help my neighbour who was a beekeeper.
He taught me everything about beekeeping and it has become a true passion. I
have my own hives in Brussels on a platform behind my flat!

Lucie: Nice. You have been working in Brussels for a month now. What do you
think of the European Union landscape? Were you surprised by the lobbying prac-
tices in the institutions?

Martin: I think that there are some good things about Brussels. For instance, I was
surprised to see how many conferences and public hearings the Commission was
organising. It looks like the European institutions are much more accessible and
open than the citizens tend to believe. The problem is, no matter how hard the
Commission tries to improve regulation, the member states always have the last
say, and they often cancel all good initiatives out.







Lunch debate on crop rotation in the European Parliament, 29 May 2012

On the 29th May 2012 the IFOAM EU Group, Friends of the Earth Europe, and PAN Europe in coop-
eration with S&D MEP Karin Kadenbach and Green MEP Martin Hiusling organised a lunch debate on
“Crop Rotation and Legume Production: Cultivating a More Sustainable and Resource Efficient Farm-
ing Policy” in the European Parliament.

With this event we wanted to make it clear that although the Commission’s proposed measure on crop
diversification is a positive step, it does not have the potential to bring about the array of positive envi-
ronmental and socio-economic effects that basic crop rotation practices and more advanced systems can
deliver.

We had asked a few experts to give presentations on the topic, including:

MEP Martin Héusling, who in 2011 made a report on the protein deficit in the EU explained that
over the last decades crop rotation has become an exception rather than the rule on farms in many coun-
tries across the EU. Referring to the report he outlined that in the last 10 years the production of legumi-
nous crops in the EU had dropped by 30% and today represents only 3% of EU crop land. Instead the
EU imports 40 million tons of protein crops, mainly soy, every year, equalling 20 million hectares of
arable land, to meet its demand for protein livestock feed (http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/
getDoc.do?type=REPORT &reference=A7-2011-0026&language=EN). He stressed that it was essential
to ensure long-term viability of EU farming by designing effective CAP greening measures that make
agronomic sense for farmers.

Christine Watson (Leader of the Soil Team at the Scottish Agricultural College) explained the envi-
ronmental benefits of crop rotation and legume cultivation. She highlighted that policymakers need a
more temporal approach (crop rotation) to cropping systems rather than the spatial approach (crop diver-
sification) as envisaged under the current proposals. She emphasised that with good planning and knowl-
edge exchange crop rotation cannot only decrease input costs, but reduce the risk for farmers by contrib-
uting to weed control and limiting dependency on inputs. She advised policymakers to place long term
benefits rather than short term gains at the heart of farm policy.

Anouk Cormont (Researcher at Wageningen University) illustrated the potential of domestic legume
cultivation for livestock feed on arable and mixed farms in four regions in the Netherlands and Ger-
many. She outlined that a study conducted by her team looking at the income of farmers in these regions
found that allocating 20% of arable land for grain legume cultivation could deliver many benefits. More-
over, in two of the regions cultivation would lead to increased income for farmers, while in the other two
regions the loss of income would require relatively small compensation of about 19 euro per hectare
through CAP support. She explained that current CAP direct payments were not taken into account in
the income calculation. She added that their study clearly demonstrated the fact that legume cultivation
can reduce input dependency.

Christoph Dahlmann (Project manager with the German small farmers association ABL in North-
Rhine Westphalia) argued that if Europe is going to respond to the current challenge of filling the gap
of Europe’s protein feed deficit, crop rotation and increased legume cultivation need to be fully em-
braced. He said it is now time for the EU to shift towards more sustainable cropping systems under the
new greening component within the CAP, and support farmers who incorporate legumes into their crop-
ping systems by encouraging more research, breeding programmes and training in order to develop even
more sophisticated systems in the future.

Henriette Christensen, Policy Officer, PAN Europe




IFOAM, Friend of the Earth Europe, PAN Europe and APRODEYV, has since then also
elaborated a joint briefing on crop rotation illustrating that:

Firstly, crop rotation can help significantly to respond to current environmental challenges
faced by European food and farming in terms of protecting and enhancing our water re-
sources, securing soil fertility, reducing our dependency on external inputs, such as syn-
thetic nitrogen, and pesticides as well ascontributing to action to climate action.

Secondly, studies have found improved yields using crop rotations. Therefore implementing
crop rotations does not have to mean compromising profit in the medium term.

Finally, crop rotations could have the added benefit of reducing Europe’s dependence on importe
Proteins for animal feed, with leguminous cultivation as a part of a strong crop rotation measure
leading to win win’

effects for the farmers and the environment, and could be a guarantee for ensuring EU's long term
food security.

To see the factsheet go to: http://www.pan-europe.info/Campaigns/agriculture.html




The debate on indicators beyond GDP also relevant to the EU debate on
resource efficiency

As a contribution to this debate Connie Hedegaard, member of the European
Commission responsible for Climate Action, made a remarkable contribution,
see:

http://ecocouncil.dk/index.php?
option=com_content&view=article&id=1745:eu-commissioner-on-climate-
action-connie-hedegaard-sends-her-greetings&catid=109:economy-and-
politics&Itemid=208

Connie Hedegaard, Commissioner for climate action, repeat the message on
the need to stop considering business as usual, recently in 15th June 2012
where she again said:

« It is not possible to continue the business as usual ...make it expensive to be
stupid and get the right targets for what to reduce. It is not easy but the alter-
native is much worse »

This debate is not only relevant for the OECD, Rio and others it is also rele-
vant for the reform of the Common Agricultural Policy and the use of pesti-
cides.

As©

The ‘business as usual approach’ in the agricultural sector, has been esti-
mated by David Pimentel (2009), as annual economic and environmental
losses due to the application of pesticides in the USA to be:

public health, $1.1 billion/year

pesticide resistance in pests, $1.5 billion;

crop losses caused by pesticides, $1.1 billion;

bird losses due to pesticides, $2.2 billion; and

ground water contamination, $2.0 billion.

Numbers of the business as usual approach also exists in the EU, where an-
nual economic, environment and health consequences caused by pesticide are
estimated to:

Studies in the UK and Germany US$257m and $166m, respectively, paid by
sufferers of pesticide-related poor health, the environment and citizens
(Pretty & Waibel, 2005).




UK water companies spent £189 million removing nitrates and £92 mil-
lion removing pesticides from their water supplies between 2004-
2005 and 2008-2009 (National Audit Service, 2010) (+/- 350 M €)

To change this paradigm change in European agriculture is indispensable.
The European model of farming based on diversity is broken, and an ever
increasing amount of the European farming is producing standard products
for supermarkets giving very little attention to production methods, heavily
relying on external inputs (covering not only pesticides and fertilizers but
also antibiotics).

As a result farmers are increasingly being squeezed by supermarkets offer-
ing low prices for standard products to farmers and by input industry. The
way forward for European farmers is getting out of this dependency, and
start a conversion from input intensive to knowledge intensive agriculture,
producing with nature not against it.

The way forward for the EU debate on resource efficiency and the debate on
the Common Agricultural Policy is targeting at a paradigm change putting
crop rotation for arable farmers at the centre, which over time, can help
farmers save money.

For instance Katsvairo, 2000 concluded that rotated low chemical manage-
ment increased net returns for continuous corn under high chemical manage-
ment by:

* 70 USD/ha or even more in moldboard plow and

*120 USD/ha or more in chisel tillage.

For more information on the entire debate on resource efficiency and inno-
vation in the agricultural sector see PAN Europe paper on innovation on:
http://www.pan-europe.info/Campaigns/agriculture.html

Henriette Christensen, Policy Officer, PAN Europe with Karin Ulmer Senior
Policy Officer Trade, Food Security and Gender APRODEY.

(more information about this subject at the end of this newsletter)




CHEMICALS

Historical court decision granting access to court for NGO’s.

PAN-Europe -and its member Stichting Natuur en Milieu in the Netherlands- in 2008 asked the Com-
mission for a review of Commission Regulation 149/2008 allowing for a massive relaxation of pesticide
residue standards in food. Instead of reviewing the regulation, the Commission but responded that the
NGO's had no standing to ask for an internal review because such a request would qualify as a legisla-
tive act that cannot be reviewed on the basis of the EU-legislation, that only foresees the internal review
of ’administrative acts’ of ’individual scope’. The European Court of Justice in Luxembourg now rules
that the criteria of "individual scope” is not part of the Arhus convention and is an invalid application of
the convention. The right of access to justice is also about decisions of general scope like most of the
environmental regulations of Commissions. The court further stated that the Aarhus convention takes
precedence over secondary community legislation, all implementing rules, and decisions made by Com-
mission. This means that the possibility of asking for the internal review of Commission Regulations is
now open for environmental NGO’s such as PAN-Europe.

PAN-Europe will now ask Commission to start the review of Regulation 149/2008 following the request
already sent to the Commission in 2008 and put an end to the massive relaxing of the food standards. In
the meantime, the Food Authority EFSA has decided to lower again the range of relaxed standards be-
cause of high health risks for humans, proving that PAN-Europe had good reason to ask for a review.

The court verdict is a historical one because NGO’s have been denied standing in court for over 15
years. Several attempts have been made by PAN, Greenpeace and others but had all failed until now.
The court decision will create a fair playing field because industry has always been able challenge deci-
sions in court and the finding will now improve the lobby power of NGO’s.

Hans Muilerman, Chemical Officer, PAN Europe.




New PAN Europe report, Twisting and Bending the rules.

EU Member States and Health DG SANCO allow data gaps on a massive scale in the approval process
of pesticides. This is what PAN-Europe learned in its analysis of one of the major derogation systems
(case by case revocation) of regulators called ‘Resubmission’ (PAN report on resubmission).

In a sample taken from the resubmission-pesticides, in ten
out of ten cases of approved chemicals studied, it turned out
that an environmental risk assessment was not possible for
lack of data. In eight out of ten cases, consumer risk assess-
ment was not finalised due o a lack of data. For the pesticide
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Resubmission is a new process developed behind the cur-
tains of the Standing Committee of national representatives

and Commission in 2007 which grants the pesticide industry i ¥ G "~ MEET
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massive numbers of court cases from chemical industry and
the political desire to “finalise” the much-delayed evaluation
of pesticides most likely caused this strange ‘deal’ with in-
dustry. Industry could not resist such an advantageous offer and in the end applications for 87 different
active substances were done, completely paralysing the evaluation system of SANCO and Food Author-
ity EFSA now for more than 3 years.

The ‘friendly’ evaluation of this group of pesticides not only allowed approvals with data gaps, PAN-
Europe’s new study “Twisting and bending the rules” also revealed that member states and the Commis-
sion will never ban a pesticide solely because of environmental risks. In ten out of ten cases studied, the
condition of not having unacceptable effects on the environment was not met; in seven of ten cases,
even high risks for the environment were considered acceptable. This is a grave violation of the rules
and a systematic undermining of the central criterion for pesticide approval: no unacceptable effect on
the environment.

While giving industry such an enormous present, the necessary work on the renewal of the pesticide sys-
tem —as required by the new Regulation 1007/2009- has been halted and no work is being carried out on
the reconstruction of the outdated and insensitive toxicity test requirements. Further, no work is being
done on either renewing the old risk assessment methodologies looking for substitutes for pesticides.

Hans Muilerman, Chemical Officer, PAN Europe.
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4% DISRUPTING FOOD PAN Europe identifies up to 30 different endocrine
disrupting pesticides in European food...
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Endocrine Disrupting Chemicals (EDCs) are PAN
Europe’s top priority for the year 2012. In June, a new
campaign was launched with a kick-off strategy thanks
to the publication of our “consumer guide” which will
be translated into five different languages over the
course of the summer.: Spanish, German, Polish, Italian
and many other hopefully.
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E)Cs in European food: a major health concern \

PAN Europe’s consumer guide is an exclusive survey of European food items. This new publication
reveals the level of pesticides with endocrine disrupting properties in European fruits and vegetables.
These pesticides are capable of « disrupting » the hormone system of the human body, which is re-
sponsible for the normal development and functioning of all vital organs.

More and more top-level scientific studies have shown the dangerous effects of endocrine disruptors
on health over the last years, linking them to rising chronic diseases such as diabetes, obesity, hor-
mone-related cancers (breast, prostate, etc. ), brain damage and infertility (see report by Prof.
Kortenkamp commissioned by the EU : « State-of-the-art assessment of endocrine disruptors »,
2012.). EDCs are complex chemicals capable of having effects at even very low doses such that there
is no «safe » level of exposure (see Vandenberg/Soto/Heindel/'VomSaal et al. Endocrine Reviews,
June 2012); and the ability to «add up », leading to even more dangerous chemical mixtures
(« cocktail effects »).

< /







Endocrine disrupting pesticide Prochloraz challenged in court.

In May 2012 PAN Europe filed a court case against the decision of EU
Commission to authorize the chemical Prochloraz. This chemical is known
for its endocrine disrupting properties, but the Commission chose to com-
pletely disregard all the evidence from available scientific studies on endo-
crine disrupting effects for humans and granted Prochloraz ten years of
access to the European market.

Prochloraz is a fungicide approved for a wide variety of crops in the Euro-
pean Union. Evidence of its negative effects has already been presented by
a large number of scientific studies. These adverse effects include the fem-
inisation of male offspring and sexual malformations. The unborn are es-
pecially vulnerable to this type of chemicals. Indeed, exposure during key
stages of development in the womb can lead to behavioural effects in later
life. Despite these alarming effects, Prochloraz was eventually re-
approved by the EU Commission in the late 2011 after a very short with-
drawal. But Commission did not consider the available evidence regarding
human exposure at all.

In December 2011, PAN Europe sent a request to the Commission for an
internal review of the approval. The Commission, according to regula-
tions, must consider current scientific knowledge and ensure that harmful
effects on humans are prevented. After a negative decision of Commission
on 9th March 2012, PAN Europe's lawyer Mr. J. Rutteman sent our appeal
to the European Court of Justice in Luxembourg.

While the Commission has to come up with criteria for endocrine disrup-
tion by the end of 2013, this type of chemical is still marketed. PAN
Europe believes that people in Europe should be protected against the ad-
verse effects of such chemicals in the meantime and that no endocrine dis-
rupting pesticides should therefore be allowed on the market.

Prochloraz is also part of the “re-submission” regime of Commission in
order to escape from the usual stricter testing protocols. A report by PAN
on the flaws of this regime was published in the end of March (link: PAN
report Resubmission).

Hans Muilerman, Chemical Officer,
PAN Europe.
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BEES

The European Commission is not doing
enough to protect the Honeybees.

Things have been moving intensely in the past
months regarding honeybees and their chronic
disappearance. Scientists, European Commis-
sion, European Parliament, EFSA and now
PAN-Europe are dealing with honeybees and
the hazards of neonicotinoides.

The ball has started rolling with two publica-
tions in Science on neonicotinoides affecting
honeybees and bumblebees earlier this year.
Therefore, the European Commission has asked
EFSA for advice on both articles as well as for a
complete review of the pesticides risk assess-
ment protocols used by the industry for honey-
bees.

EFSA’s conclusions on the scientific articles
were unfortunately a bit too apolitical:
“worrying evidence of toxicity of neonicoti-
noides at nectar concentrations are provided but
more research needs to be done.”

As 1s often the case, evidence is there is not
deemed sufficient for action. EFSA’s evaluation
of risk assessment for bees is of major impor-
tance for the beekeeping sector and for pollina-
tors in general. In fact, the Authority has ex-
plained that only the tip of the toxicity iceberg -
acute toxicity - is evaluated, acknowledging that
pesticides that are currently in use which have
not been proven to be safe for bees.

The conventional agriculture industry has coun-
terattacked by sponsoring the European Bees
and Pollination Week, where conferences have
been presenting the lack of biodiversity and dis-
eases as causes of the pollination crisis. Pesti-
cides? Noooo, never!

Despite the new scientific evidence of sublethal
toxicity of neonicotinoides, the criticism on the
weaknesses of the toxicity evaluation scheme -
not forgetting about the example of re-birth of
the Italian beekeeping sector after Italy has
banned neonicotinoides in Italy in 2008 -the
European Commission is still not moving and
neither are Member States.

Therefore PAN-Europe has decided to
change the rhythm of the dance by beginning
this year two court cases at the European
Court of Justice and a few national cases.

Martin Dermine, Bees Project, PAN Europe
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Salon International de I’Agriculture

Paris, Monday, February 27, at 10am, at the “Salon International de 1'Agriculture” (SIA), for the first time in France
(and probably in the world), professional users of pesticides, and direct victims of these products went to demonstrate
- with the association Phyto-Victims - at the stand of UIPP (Union of Industry Plant Protection) - the lobby group of
agrochemical companies in France. Each wearing a T-shirt on which their name and the disease they were suffering
was printed. Participants also displayed large posters showing examples like a photo of a victim coupled with sen-
tences like "Pesticides have made me a paraplegic" or "Pesticides have made me a widow."

Among the protesters were farmer Paul Francois, who was recently in the media spotlight for his successful lawsuit
against the U.S. firm Monsanto and the widow of Yannick Chenet, a farmer who died last year. This action was sup-
ported by Generations Futures, which has been present alongside Phyto-victims since its creation in March 2011.
Francgois Veillerette, Generations Futures’ spokesman, said in a press release issued for the occasion "during the last
sixty years, French agriculture was gradually made totally dependent on massive use of chemicals (fertilizers, pesti-
cides). Hazardous synthetic pesticides have been used by tens of thousands of tons each year during this period. This
massive use of pesticides unfortunately has a dark side, which its promoters would like to hide. This of course includes
environmental pollution. But what the advocates of pesticides absolutely want to see stay in the shadows, it is the ex-
orbitant impact on human health of the massive use of synthetic pesticides in agriculture. And it is the farmers them-
selves who pay the heaviest price for this hidden health disaster. Today, farmers, widows and other professional vic-
tims of pesticides dare to show themselves in broad daylight and accuse a system that made them sick. This is a great
step forward. Generations Futures want to pay a tribute to the courage of these victims and to all the suffering that
they and their families are going through. Courage is indeed necessary to testify while the entire agro-industrial sys-
tem has been imposing an ‘omerta rule’ on this subject for half a century! "

"This demonstration of Phyto-victims at the Salon of Agriculture now allows people to see the real price paid by
workers, in agriculture and other sectors, for the use of massive quantities of synthetic pesticides for half a century" he
concludes.

Other supporters were added to the list including WWF France, FNAB, the professional federation of organic agricul-
ture, and the agricultural trade union Confederation Paysanne.

The objective of this effort was to help victims of pesticide professionals to express themselves and to counter the
claims of chemical manufacturers who claim that pesticide use does not poison anyone. Therefore, this Monday, Feb.
27, these men and women - farmers, widows of farmers, farm workers, employees of food industry, dockers - have
shown that pesticide victims do exist and they have made their voices heard on this occasion.

This event attracted a lot of media attention and enabled a delegation of victims to meet the French Minister of Agri-
culture (Bruno Lemaire) and the European Commissioner Ciolos. They also were able to make an appointment with
the office of Prime Minister to report on the situation of professional victims of pesticides. Meanwhile, a mission of
the Senate on "Pesticides and Health" was launched and met the victims. Parkinson's disease linked to pesticides en-
tered the list of occupational diseases which is a significant progress. Things are now moving forward and, in France,
the situation will never be the same now on this issue. It is now time to create an identical movement across Europe
and even beyond, PAN Europe will certainly have a unifying role to

play!

Check out videos of the action here:
http://www.phyto-victimes.fr/2012/03/phyto-victimes-au-salon-de-1%
E2% 80% 99agriculture-act-2 /
http://www.phyto-victimes.fr/2012/03/phyto-victimes-au-salon-de-
lagriculture-acte-1/

Nadine Lauverjat, Générations Futures




THE BELGIAN PESTICIDE-FREE WEEK

The fifth Pesticide-Free Week was held from 20 to 30 March 2012. §
This campaign takes place yearly in sync with the “Alternatives to pes-
ticides week” organised mainly in France. Since 2008 Adalia, a non-
profit association has coordinated the campaign in Wallonia (Belgium).
On this occasion, local authorities, associations, and gardeners came
together to discuss the impact of pesticides on the environment and on
health, and to put forward alternatives allowing the use of pesticides to
be reduced. For the first time, Brussels joined the campaign, making it
a major event throughout the French speaking part of the country.

This year 147 activities were organised such as conferences, exhibitions, visits, demonstrations and de-
bates. Adalia encouraged people to bring their old pesticides to specialised disposal facilities by reward-
ing them with some flower seeds. This unique campaign was made possible thanks to the collaboration
with the waste management association. People now know what to do with certain pesticides that are no
longe authorised.

During our activities, some lucky children received a few ladybirds each to release in their garden. We
explained how useful insects are, especially ladybirds that eat aphids. Back home, the children told their
parents that they should use ladybirds instead of pesticides against aphids.

We are very happy to see that the Belgian Pesticide-free week has a strong public support and is expand-
ing each year. We hope that one day this cam-
paign won’t be needed any more since everyone
has gone pesticide-free!

Photo source: Marc Segond
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Illegal pesticide waste storage in Gdansk leads to DDT, atrazine and HCB pollution

HCB and DDT waste is stored 60 meters away from Gdansk Bay (Baltic Sea), on property owned by the incineration
company, Port Service. The TV crew of VTN found out that most of the toxic HCB waste has been imported from the
Ukraine. 14,000 tons, some has been stored in some bags, some completely improperly contained.

The hazardous waste storage methods of the Port Service company in Gdansk do not fulfil the minimum requirements
of the Basel Convention on the Control of Transboundary Movement of Hazardous Wastes and their Disposal (BC) and
ignores goals of the Environmentally Sound Management (ESM) of hazardous wastes. The company’s waste storage
and packaging practices breach the Basel Convention in a variety of regards. Highly hazardous HCB’s and other toxic
pesticide dust are polluting the area which is not only gravely dangerous to aquatic environment but also hazardous to
people in the area. HCB is banned under the Stockholm convention, because of its high toxicity and the fact that it ac-
cumulates in the bodies of living organisms, including humans.

Greenpeace has taken samples from around the area of Port Service in Gdansk. According to the Basel Convention
guidelines, Persistent Organic Pollutants (POP) waste should be stored in closed buildings or in containers and abso-
lutely no leakage is allowed. In this case, hazardous waste - including POP wastes- are stored in loose, leaking plastic
bags, causing major environmental pollution. According to the BC guidelines waste types should be stored separately.
On Port Service’s site in Gdansk, all waste types have been stored together.

Greenpeace took 9 samples: one from an open bag next to the fence (not results we got from the lab), one soil sample
from inside the facility near the fence, and seven from the outside area. In all samples even 20-50 meters from the
fence, HCB was found. Despite the area not being used for agriculture, we found several other pesticides in the top of
the soil. The maximum DDT concentration was 0.564 mg/kg and the maximum HCB 4.214 mg/kg and the maximum
atrazine concentration was 2.537 mg/kg. We can say with extremely high certainty that the pollutants came from the
Port Service facility, and the pollution is the consequence of the inappropriate storage.

The most dangerous substances were alpha-HCH, HCB and DDT. All of these substances have been restricted for
many years and HCB and DDT are banned under the Stockholm Convention. The measured values breach the legal
limit of most EU countries (though disappointingly, there are no common European soil limit values). The Polish HCB
limit is surprisingly high for industrial areas. In many countries, the maximum limit value is 1 mg/kg, but Polish law
allows 15 mg/kg. For atrazine which is also a hazardous substance, but does not accumulate in human tissues, the limit
value is just 0,05 mg/kg. For that reason HCB levels did not breach the limit value for industrial areas, but atrazine ex-
ceeded the Polish maximum limits almost 20 times outside the plant and 50 times inside the plant. Stricter alpha-HCH
and DDT industrial limits exceeded the limits in the sample from inside the plant. We measured several other pollutants
like prometryn and simazine. Tragically, there is no limit value for most the most hazardous pollutants.

Greenpeace demands

. Immediate complete monitoring of the whole area for all pollutants
. A clean-up of the contaminated area inside and outside the plant
. Repackaging and proper storage and handling of hazardous substances at Port Service

Greenpeace recommendations to Polish decision makers

. Coherent limit values for all pollutants
. Stricter limits for such dangerous substance like HCB
. Set limit values for many more chemicals, or at least general limit values for groups of chemicals

(like pyrethroid insecticides, or triazine herbicides)
Gergely Simon
Regional toxic expert - Greenpeace Central and Eastern Europe

PAN Europe Board member

Table: Testing results. Above threshold is marked with red. (file attached)




Ensuring Corporate Accountability: the Permanent People’s Tribunal Session on Agrochemical TNCs
On December 3 2011, PAN International brought charges against 6 Agrochemical Transnational Corpora-
tions to the Permanent People’s Tribunal for violations of human rights including the right to health, eco-
nomic, social and cultural rights, rights of indigenous peoples, rights of women and children. The charges
were not only against the 6 Agrochemical TNCs — Monsanto, Syngenta, Bayer, DuPont, Dow and BASF but
also the countries where they are headquartered since they have failed to hold the TNCs accountable for their
wrongful acts, and WTO and WB who have facilitated their growth, power and influence.

PAN International has consistently documented the horrifying impacts of pesticide use on poor communities,
small farmers and agricultural workers who suffer acute and chronic health effects of pesticides and other
ongoing violations of human rights by these producers of agrochemicals. In the last three years PAN worked
to document cases of human rights violations and presented it to the PPT in December 2011.

Throughout Asia, Latin America, Africa and elsewhere, thousands of plantation workers are suffering ad-
verse health impacts due to their exposure to one of the most toxic pesticides, paraquat. Paraquat, a product
of Syngenta, has no antidote and causes a litany of health effects. Because of its hazards, paraquat is not al-
lowed in Switzerland as well as in the European Union. Women paraquat sprayers suffer from skin damage,
burns, blindness, discolouration and loss of nails, nose bleeds, and respiratory problems. Nagama, a former
plantation worker said, “I had to resign from my job when I was 45 years old because of ill health due to
paraquat poisoning.” She added, ‘“Paraquat is banned in Switzerland (Syngenta's home state), why then is it
still sold and used in Malaysia?”

In India, Monsanto and Bayer buy seeds from farmers and companies that hire more than 400,000 children
each year to grow genetically modified and other cottonseed. These children work long hours, get paid less
than the minimum wage, and are exposed to highly hazardous pesticides. In 2006, Bayer announced that its
genetically engineered rice, Liberty Link - not approved for human consumption, had contaminated the US
rice production and the rice exports to Europe and the rest of the world.

In 2007, guards from Syngenta’s hired Security Company, in Brazil shot and killed one activist of MST,
Valmir Mota and injured many who were peacefully protesting the illegal field experiments of genetically
engineered crops. The guards also shot another farmer in the head, which resulted in the loss of her one eye.
Celso Barbosa who survived, said “We (Via Campesina) were protesting sterile seeds that would make us
dependent on TNCs. We decided to occupy Syngenta's fields.” He added that, “the Swiss government pub-
licly apologized for Syngenta's violence in Brazil”. But Syngenta continues to expand its market with impu-
nity.

Persistent Organic Pollutants (many produced by Syngenta, Bayer and Dow) travel northwards and accumu-
late in the environment contaminating the arctic which had devastating effects on the way of life of the Arc-
tic tribes. Vi Waghiyi, Yupik succinctly described it in her statement at the PPT, “The health and well-being
of our Arctic Indigenous Peoples is connected intimately to the climate, wildlife, and the Arctic ecosystem
spiritually, culturally and traditionally. The corporations are contaminating us without our consent and af-
fecting our lands, our subsistence foods, the health and well-being of our people, our children and future
generations, and our traditions and cultures. They must be held accountable and prevented from causing fur-
ther harm.”

In Africa, there are 50,000 tonnes of prohibited and obsolete pesticides. They are often stored in deteriorating
and leaky containers without adequate safeguards. Dr. Abou Thiam in his statement at the PPT, “Obsolete
dumps in Africa are like ecological bombs waiting to go off.”

The monopoly control of Agrochemical TNCs in food and agriculture has led to loss of livelihoods, and loss
of food sovereignty. In the U.S., many agricultural farms have been contaminated with genetically-
engineered crops, and have lost significant access to traditional seeds. Yet, instead of recognizing that they
have violated the farmers’ rights to reject GE crops, Monsanto has even sued these farmers for alleged “seed
piracy.” Monsanto has taken these farmers to court for alleged intellectual property rights infringement, and
forced them to pay the company millions of dollars.Javier Souza, Agronomist from Buenos Aires University
said, “The push of Monsanto's RR Soy into Argentina has led to the loss of livelihood and food sovereignty.”




There has been a drastic decline of bee populations across the world, which started in the mid-1990s. At the same pe-
riod that Bayer introduced neonicotinoid pesticides in the market, honeybee populations started dying everywhere in
Europe, US and in other countries. This has imperilled the livelihoods of thousands of beekeepers and compromised
food security and jeopardized the ecosystem. In the beginning of 2008, Bayer’s application for clothianidin was re-
jected by the French authorities; and as a precautionary measure, Italy’s Agriculture Ministry also suspended neoni-
cotinoides in 2008. In 2009, Italy's neonicotinoid-free corn sowing resulted in no cases of widespread bee mortality in
apiaries around the crops. This had not happened since 1999. Italy’s suspension on the use of pesticides containing
clothianidin, thiametoxam and imidacloprid for the coating of any plant seeds “as a precautionary measure”, seems to
have worked wonders, judging from the fresh data collected on the ground by researchers, beekeepers and regional
authorities alike.

To silence critics and independent research, these agrochemical TNCs have harassed and discredited scientists who
have upheld the truth. Syngenta has harassed and attempted to discredit Dr Tyrone Hayes, a scientist who exposed the
negative impacts of Syngenta’s pesticide, Atrazine. Dr. Hayes said, “Syngenta asked me to manipulate data, hide data
or purchase my data. I refused.” Scientists like Dr Hayes who speak the truth, lose their funding and are isolated from
the rest of the scientific community. The TNCs have also influenced the focus and outcome of the research by donat-
ing research grants to universities or funding research that is corporate owned especially when universities are vulner-
able due to privatisation. Agrochemical TNCs have used the threats of and actual legal suits and counter suits to si-
lence critics and tie activists in litigation for years.

Corporate power and concentration in food and agriculture is enormous. Just six corporations (Bayer, Syngenta,
BASF, Dow, Monsanto and DuPont) control 72 percent of the 44 billion US$ global pesticides market in 2009. The
top 10 seed companies (many are also agrochemical companies) control 73 percent of the global proprietary seed mar-
ket that was valued at 27.4 billion USD in 2009. Monsanto accounts for almost 27 percent of this market. This hand-
ful of corporations wield excessive power and influence, and in many cases influence the food and farming policies
and practices at community, national and international levels.

The violations of human rights presented at the PPT have shown very clearly, widespread and systematic violations of
people’s rights to life and health and livelihoods. These violations impact on the economic, social and cultural rights,
civil and political rights and in particular the rights of women and children. The onslaught of agrochemical TNCs and
the monopoly control of the means of production particularly land, water, and seeds is evident. This monopoly control
have devastated farmers, local small food producers and indigenous communities who are losing their basis of sur-
vival, their culture, and identity and their knowledge and skills

The legal and policies framework have made it impossible for communities and vulnerable groups that are the most
affected to have access to justice. They face huge obstacles to hold these TNCs, parent company and their agents who
have contributed to death, ill health and environmental damage liable.

The lack of corporate accountability and remedy under international and local laws as well as the deliberate failure of
these agrochemical TNCs to observe the customary rights and norms under international law, have devastating impact
on people, livelihoods and environment. It has also been aggravated by the complicity of the States and their failure to
protect their citizens from this onslaught. In spite of current existing international instruments such as Conventions
that define rights, it is not possible to make TNCs accountable. At the global level there is a lack of mechanisms for
corporate accountability.

These agrochemical TNCs continue to escape liability for their conduct outside of their host states. The United States,
Germany, and Switzerland, where the headquarters of the six corporate defendants are located, bear not only responsi-
bility but legal liability for their failure to regulate the export of dangerous agrochemicals and the genetic engineered
seeds and crops that inflict great environmental harm and endanger the health and lives, both directly and indirectly.
For PAN, the PPT was an important means to demonstrate the need for a global system of accountability and justice
for TNCs, since such flora do not exist. The PPT was an important venue for survivors as “a people's court for the dis-
possessed” which exposes injustices not addressed by governments and the United Nations.

Next Steps

The people’s response in the face of this serious onslaught of violations of rights to health and livelihoods has been to
strengthen the people’s movements and consolidate the resistance against globalization and the tyranny of the agro-
chemical TNCs. PAN working with people’s organisations will continue to strengthen and support the survivors of
violations of human rights to bring these TNCs to justice and to hold them accountable for their human rights viola-
tions. We will continue to publicise the corporate violations of human rights and work towards a global mechanism
for corporate accountability.

Pesticide Action Network Asia and Pacific (PANAP) Coordinator Sarojeni V.Rengam




German environmental NGOs left NAP process.
The effects of decades of pesticide use can be seen everywhere: pesticide residues in food, contaminated water
bodies, pesticides in bee-hives, reduced biodiversity. In Germany
8 54% of the total land area is under cultivation. Therefore agricul-
=% ture forms the largest habitat for wildlife. On more than 95% of
4 the arable land, pesticides are the first choice to protect agricul-
tural crops from competition (grasses and weeds), fungi, pests and

§ took place regularly. With the upcoming new EU pesticide legis-

¢ . 0524 |ation the former Reduction program’s name was changed into
Natlonal Action Plan (NAP) in 2009. Adopting a NAP now is no longer voluntary. The EU Sustainable Use
Directive (DIRECTIVE 2009/128/EC) now obliges member states to adopt National Action Plans (NAP) to set
up quantitative objectives, targets, measures and timetables to reduce risks and impacts of pesticide use on hu-
man health and the environment and to encourage the development and introduction of integrated pest manage-
ment and of alternative approaches or techniques in order to reduce dependency on the use of pesticides.

In order to meet the new requirements, work within the NAP-Forum had been intensified. Several meetings and
additional working group meetings focusing on specific issues such as biodiversity, water protection, residues
in food and indicators took place under the guidance of the agricultural ministry. PAN Germany which has been
active in the process since 2004 co-ordinated the environmental groups in the NAP-Forum. In 2009, PAN ad-
dressed lack of biodiversity conservation in the NAP and called for more ambitious goals. Alone and together
with other environmental NGOs, PAN published position papers and concepts focusing on biodiversity and
clean water, pesticides residues in food, and indicators. All documents are available on http://www.pan-
germany.org/deu/~news-1035.html. PAN made efforts to bring issues such as a bee-bread indicator, a crop rota-
tion index and adequate measures to reach goal of +20% organic agriculture area to the table.

After lobbying for years for improved policy action on environmental and health issues, PAN Germany decided
to leave the Forum in November 2011. Though the continuous engagement of the environmental NGOs contrib-
uted to an improvement of the NAP draft, this decision had been taken because PAN Germany did not see that
the SUD (Sustainable Use Direction) goals — risk reduction for environment and human health and reducing
dependency from chemical pesticides — could be reached with this insufficient NAP-Draft. Along with others,
PAN criticized the lack of transparency within the process, the lack of ambitious goals and measures to protect
surface and ground water from pesticides that partially do not even meet policy standards, the lack of coher-
ence, the lack of limitation of monoculture, and the lack of obligations for wider crop rotation, a strong focus on
“voluntary” measures, a lack of financial support for needed non-chemical plant protection research, and more.
PAN Germany explained this step in a letter to the agricultural minister Ilse Aigner and left the NAP-Forum
together with Friends of the Earth Germany (BUND), Nature and Biodiversity Conservation Union (NABU),
Greenpeace Germany, German Association of Energy and Water Industries (BDEW), and the German Profes-
sional Beekeepers Association (DBIB). The group further made their actions publicly known. Irrespective of
this step, the Federation of German Consumer Organisations (vzbv) and the German Technical and Scientific
Association for Gas and Water (DVGW) also left the NAP process. That left the NAP Forum which met last
time in December 2011 without a consumer NGO representative, without participation of an environmental &
protection NGO, and without a representative of water suppliers. PAN Germany and the other NGOs followed
the invitation by the Agricultural Ministry to explain their decision and made it clear that just “cosmetic im-
provements” will not change the organizations’ decision.

The inter-ministerial consultation of the NAP-Draft has recently begun. In addition to leaving the NAP-Forum,
we will carry out a critical evaluation of the provisions as soon as the official proposal is released.

Susan Haffmans, PAN Germany




Show pesticide companies the red card! Stop highly hazardous pesticides!
- Take action and sign the letter against highly hazardous pesticides -

The multinational chemical companies BASF, Bayer, and Syngenta control nearly half of the world
pesticide market. Because of their huge distribution networks, these companies have an enormous in- |
fluence on how and with which pesticides crops are produced. Further, because independent extensions ;jﬁ :
services are rare, pesticide companies often advise farmers on the local level and promote their prod- .’.\
ucts in the process.

Many of their pesticides are however highly hazardous. Each of these three companies market more than fifty highly
hazardous pesticides that endanger and harm people and the environment worldwide. Such pesticides can, for example,
cause cancer, damage the nervous system, make people infertile, or kill bees, and they endanger people, animals, and
ecosystems worldwide. This has been shown in an international investigation conducted by PAN Germany.

Enough is enough! Join the online effort against highly hazardous pesticides by signing the letter at http://action.pan-
germany.org/gbr/~aktionsmail.html calling on the corporations to end sales of highly hazardous pesticides. The online
initiative will run through October 2012. Ask your friends join in via email, Twitter, or Facebook and to also sign the
letter.

(There is a convenient way to share this action with friends by email at:
http://action.pan-germany.org/gbr/~freundeinfo.html).
Susanne Smolka, PAN Germany




Reducing the use of hazardous pesticides in Georgia

From August 2010 until July 2012 the project “Reducing the use
of hazardous chemicals in developing countries: potential of im- £
plementing safer chemicals including non-chemical alternatives
- tools for Georgia and the EECCA region* was implemented by |
the Georgian NGO Greens Movement Georgia, SEMA, the §
Georgian Environmental and Biological Monitoring Association g
(GEBMA) and coordinated by WECF. The project received fi-
nancial support of the SAICM Quick Start Programme Trust
Fund. The aim of the project was on of various initiatives to re-
duce the use of pesticides in agriculture in Georgia (Caucasus), &;
to improve legislative regulation and to identify and demonstrate
the usage of non-hazardous bio pesticides in agriculture.

Process of liberalisation of pesticides in Georgia

Before 2003, the legislation of Georgia was mainly based on approaches and norms from the Soviet
period, which were fairly strict with regard to requirements for production, use and disposal of hazard-
ous chemicals. After 2003, in line with general liberalisation of the regulation in the country, the laws
in the field of production use and disposal of the hazardous chemicals were also loosened, which had a
negative influence in the issues of protection of human life, health and economic interests. The project
observed a loosening of legislation in the field of hazardous chemicals in Georgia has been done
through a very simplistic approach, and in many cases the only action was elimination of this or that
law. During the same period, Georgia became party to number of international conventions and trea-
ties, and the country made important commitments, including a number in the field of hazardous
chemicals.

Based on the above reality, the Stockholm Convention (adopted in 2001, entered in force in 2004)
should serve as a legal milestone in the field of production use and disposal of the hazardous chemi-
cals. Despite the fact that in Georgia, issues covered by the Stockholm Convention are regulated by
not less than four ministries, and many lower level state authorities, there is still not a single legal act
in place that would aim towards regulating these products. For example, there is structural relationship
between these institutions, and the rights and responsibilities of the Focal Point are not defined. Fur-
ther, yet to be addressed are defined requirements for accountability and creation of unified national
database.

Serious deficiencies in the field of informing consumers in process of sale of the registered pesticides
and other chemicals have been identified.

The Georgian pesticide market

The Georgian market is saturated with various chemical pesticides. Currently, in such a small country
as Georgia, up to 190 active substances and about 400 their various derivative complex preparations
have been registered. Most of them are low quality, chemical pesticides produced in China, India, Tur-
key and Bulgaria. Also on the Georgian market there are various pesticides from Europe, produced by
the companies like BASF, Syngenta, Bayer, Newfarm, and Dupont. The total yearly quantity of im-
ported pesticides is about 1300-1500 tons, a large increase when one considers that in 2010 approxi-
mately 8000 kg chemicals regulated by Rotterdam and Stockholm Conventions were imported to
Georgia (Based on the Customs Office data).

According to statistical data, the total area of tilled soil in Georgia is 472 thousand ha, with 100,215 ha




Insecti- . . . .
. Fungi- Herbici Germi- Rodentici Other
RES ((:II:SS cides (kg) | des (kg) cides (kg) | des (kg) (kg) il eg)
2011 264 589 (7)2';’ 6 328 076,2 | 32917 25775 84 920,4 | 1509329
2010 240337 | 804 266 166 387 780 39 054 54 640 1305 464

Table : Overview of import of pesticides in 2010 into Georgia by types. (Source: web page of the Ministry
of Finance)

In the experts’ opinion, the European products are high quality, technologically pure and respectively ex-
pensive. As for Chinese, Indian and Turkish products, both, their price and quality are quite low and hence
their reliability is doubtful. Further, for the purpose of importing cheap chemical preparations, some import-
ers registers several analogues of one and the same preparation produced in China, India or Turkey.

Though there are about 150 specialized pesticide shops, farmers’ houses, and distribution networks. Con-
sumers are generally unaware of the risks related to pesticides’ application. Further packaging and marking
(Georgian text and application instructions on the labels) of pesticides are not regulated neither controlled.

Adequate measures are needed
To mitigate the risk of harmful environmental impacts of the pesticides the project identified, among others,
the following required measures are needed:
The strictest regulations of marking and labelling the harmful chemicals should be established, provid-
ing maximum information about harmful properties of such substances;
Current regulations of storage, packaging, distribution and application of harmful chemicals and chemi-
cal substances should be reviewed;
An extensive campaign should be arranged to improve the population’s awareness of pesticides’ appli-
cation safety rules;
Personal protection means should be available at the specialized shops and such personal protection
equipment should be offered together with the application instructions;
Before application of the pesticides the equipment should be tested;
Reliable data base on the properties of authorized pesticides should be made available in Georgian lan-
guage to importers, retailers, authorities and farmers
A campaign on the substitution of harmful pesticides should be starte

Steps moving forward: Establishing a pesticide database in Georgian language

Due to the observed illegal importation and the low awareness on the risks of pesticides among authorities,
users and other stakeholders, the project took it upon itself to develop a handbook with a pesticide database
in Georgian language. The Handbook will present the basic principles on pesticides toxicity and safe use,
and safe alternatives of hazardous pesticides. For each in Georgia, registered pesticide information is given
on its chemical formula, CAS, IUPAC numbers, physical and chemical properties, preventive and first aid
measures, etc. It is intended for practitioners, agricultural workers, toxicologists, health physicians, teachers
and students of universities, scientists and others. Synonyms and trade names of pesticides will be provided
alphabetically.

Steps moving forwards: Substitution of harmful pesticides

In Georgia, there are some officially registered bio-pesticides. However up to now there is no market for
alternative pesticides. Distributors state this is due to their high prices and low demand, while low demand
actually is caused by lack of information among the public. Therefore accurate information about alterna-
tive pesticides, their reliability and effectiveness should be provided.

In addition to developing informational materials on substitution of harmful pesticides, the project estab-
lished a demonstration plot on organic farming and a safe pest management for the cultivation of such prod-







The debate on indicators beyond GDP also discussed in Rio+20 OTHER ACTIONS

At the UN level, the Global Sustainability Panel have to formulate a "new vision for sustainable growth and pros-
perity along with mechanisms to achieve and measure it” before the so-called Rio +20 World Summit in Rio de
Janeiro in June 2012.

The UN has received Bhutan which is calculating a Gross National Happiness Index already for many years http://
www.uncsd2012.org/nationalpreparations.html

RIO+20 was expected to be a highlight for the UN and major international players have agreed to initiate work to
develop new indicators leading us towards a more sustainable and fair world. While the UNCSD zero draft still
had a reference to the ‘limitations of GDP as a measure of well-being (Article 111), the final text approved at the
Rio+20 UNCSD conference simply states (Article 104) “....We recognize that goals, targets and indicators, in-
cluding where appropriate gender-sensitive indicators, are valuable in measuring and accelerating progress.
“ There is no mentioning of the need to move beyond GDP and it falls short of any concrete commitments to a
working process with clear targets and action plans. It also does not address the need to measures economic, social,
and environmental dimension in a balanced manner.

However, numerous side events on Measuring what matters (A4S, IIRC), appropriate measurement of progress
(ITED), Green European Budget (GBE), social and environmental sustainability (FAIR), et al are advocating to
work towards a coherent global framework which allows to align performance indicators for global sustainable
development, national beyond GDP metrics and improved corporate reporting. Many encouraging initiatives exist
such as Ecosystems Services for Poverty Alleviation (ESPA), Wealth Accounting and Valuation of Ecosys-
tem Services (WAVES), Poverty-Environment Initiative (PEI), Genuine Progress Indicator, (GPI), Index
for Sustainable Economic Welfare (ISEW) - all trying to do that by strengthening the links between poverty and
green development tools, such as natural capital accounting.

For example, the people of Ecuador approved a new Constitution in 2008 that included rights for “Nature or
Pachamama to exist, persist, maintain itself and regenerate its own vital cycles, structure, functions and its evolu-
tionary processes,” and stating that “[a]ny person, people, community or nationality, may demand the observance
of the rights of the natural environment before public”.

Another initiative is the invitation by the www.sustainabilitytreaties.org, which has issued a set of treaties for ex-
ample the Right of Mother Earth, Sustainable Production and Consumption. The treaty on Sustainable Economies
suggests implementing a strategy to deploy the Genuine Progress Indicator world-wide and restitution of natural
capital. They are open to participation and the hope is that convergence among different actors can speed up a shift
in course.

For more information on Rio+20 de
bate on growth contact:

Karin Ulmer, APRODEV,

Email: k.ulmer@aprodev.net




THE IDIOT OYCLE THE IDIOT OYCLE

é_ THE IDIOT CYCLE CAMPAIGN

When? Starts September 10th, 2012.

Where? Indiegogo.com/IdiotCycle

S Why? To raise money for Greenpeace’s GMO campaign & S
the Organic Consumers Association’s Label It campaign &
LT stream The Idiot Cycle worldwide. 1ER RO ston

'lél‘ What? For every 52,000.00 raised, we will stream The Idiot .lé:‘

Cycle for 24 hours worldwide (on www.theidiotcycle.com)
and donate 25% to Greenpeace & the Organic Consumers
Association’s GMO campaigns.

How? Stay updated: www.facebook.com/jpsfilms

"% JPS Films

The Idiot Cycle is the 2009 award-winning independent documentary about the links between the chemical, GMO
and cancer industries. It was produced without any commercial partnerships, financial support from broadcasters
or distributors, or state funding, The Idiot Cycle is independent of all financial conflicts of interest that could sway
or influence the content of the film.

The film interviews scientists, researchers, and doctors (university professors and researchers and advisors to their
respective governments) to reveal the vast conflicts of interest, lack of testing and scientific studies and absence of
government enforcement that have been a detriment to protecting the public’s health.

In light of the upcoming GMO authorizations in Europe this fall and the GMO labelling campaign in California, a
number of non-profit associations have asked to screen the documentary to ignite a conversation with the public
about the lack of health studies. We have also been approached by cancer associations and student groups who
wish to highlight the need for more cancer prevention and more investigation into the causes of cancer, a subject
sorely overlooked, with good reason. 1

Because of these requests, we have decided, with the public’s help, to launch a campaign to transfer “The Idiot Cy-
cle” into the public domain where it will belong to everyone.

But because JPS Films bears the sole financial responsibility of the film, we need to reimburse the costs of film
before the rights can be transferred into the public domain. JPS Films has donated 90,000 euro and both the direc-
tor and producers have donated their salaries to help this campaign.

We have made the first six minutes of the film available, along with other information, on the campaign site:
www.indiegogo.com/theidiotcycle

CAMPAIGN INFORMATION
WHAT?
For every $2,000 raised JPS Films will:

1) Donate 25% of the funds to Greenpeace's and Organic Consumers Association's anti-GMO campaigns.
2) JPS Films will stream the feature documentary The Idiot Cycle worldwide for 24 hours on the film's web site




3) If you donate $2,000, your name, company logo (linked to your web site) or association logo (linked to your web
site) will be viewed on a page before the streaming page of The Idiot Cycle for as long as the film is streamed (which
depends on how much the campaign raises).

WHY?

*Because you want a GMO free future.

*Because you want to support independent films like The Idiot Cycle (the film was produced without commerical
partnerships, state funding, broadcaster or distributor support).

*Because you want friends and family to understand why you are conecrned about toxic chemicals and GMOs.
*Because you want others to view The Idiot Cycle, to understand the need for cancer prevention.

WHERE?

Donate here: www.indiegogo.com/IdiotCycle

More information about the film: www.theidiotcycle.com

More information about JPS Films: www.japanesepopsongs.com
Updates about the campaign: www.facebook.com/jpsfilms

WHEN?

The campaign starts September 10th, 2012.
The campaign lasts 60 days, ending on November 9th, 2012.

We will begin streaming The Idiot Cycle on www.theidiotcycle.com on November 10th, 2012, when the campaign is
finished. The amount of time the film will be streamed will depend on the amount of funds raised. For example:

If $2,000 is raised, the film will be streamed for 24 hours. Of which $500 is donated.

If $4,000 is raised, the film will be streamed for 48 hours. Of which $1000 is donated.

If $6,000 is raised, the film will be streamed for 72 hours. Of which $1500 is donated.

If $8,000 is raised, the film will be streamed for 96 hours. Of which $2000 is donated.

If $10,000 is raised, the film will be streamed for 120 hours (5 days). Of which $2500 is donated.

DONATIONS?
All donations are non-refundable. There are no individual perks.

Although $4,000 is our goal, if we raise more, the film will be streamed longer, depending on the final amount (see
above).

he campaign starts September 10th, 2012.
The campaign lasts 60 days, ending on November 9th, 2012.

We will begin streaming The Idiot Cycle on www.theidiotcycle.com on November 10th, 2012, when the campaign is
finished. The amount of time the film will be streamed will depend on the amount of funds raised. For example:

If $2,000 is raised, the film will be streamed for 24 hours. Of which $500 is donated.

If $4,000 is raised, the film will be streamed for 48 hours. Of which $1000 is donated.

If $6,000 is raised, the film will be streamed for 72 hours. Of which $1500 is donated.

If $8,000 is raised, the film will be streamed for 96 hours. Of which $2000 is donated.

If $10,000 is raised, the film will be streamed for 120 hours (5 days). Of which $2500 is donated.

Emmanuelle Sheick Garcia , JPS Films

1. All the statements of the movie are under the filmmaker’s responsibility.




