UK transcript response to CODEX Supplements

Thank you James.  I read much of the UK transcript.  I wonder what eyebrows would be raised in secret powerful places if the question was asked regarding "safety" issues..."are foods and supplements that are derived from genetically engineered sources being discussed in terms of a "safety" issue?  Why not?  Why would mere high doses of vitamin C be a "safety issue", and an aggressive focus of CODEX  but not untested, controversial, new, genetically engineered generated food and supplement SOURCE...say USA GMO corn for example that is the source of much Vitamin C.

 

Why because the United States wants to own the entire world food supply...big economic national product.    Oh how the Big Pharma...Biotech companies will enjoy putting out "unlabeled GMO Source supplements. And I think this is the basis of what is happening...biopharmaceuticals.   And for us "healers" and naturalists....How does (the unlabeled) violation of natural law  re:  GMO,s in supplements interface with true "natural healing".  Let us have some integrity here.  Patients and citizens expecting cures derived from nature, adhering to the laws of nature and natural medicine. are not served by using genetically modified,  transpecies, patented, sterile, foods, supplements and vitamins. 

 

As his Holiness Maharishi Mahesh Yogi, the founder of Transcendental Meditation world wide stated:  "Tell those who eat genetically engineered foods that their lives will be severely shortened.  Tell them to meditate with the little time they have left on the planet"
 

Genetically engineered food companies whose products are considered highly dangerous by independent researchers do not appear required to engage in the costly safety evaluations per item as the supplements are being asked to do. Why is the criteria different for the safety of supplements as it is with the safety of the new, non-time tested science of genetic engineering?

 

Vitamin C from GMO corn sources, or Soy Lecithin from US fields that account for 85% of soy production in the USA or Thyroid extract sourced from cloned animal are not  being brought up as a "safety"  or a labeling issue.  Why?  Yet traditional, time honored curative doses of vitamins are the focus of an inordinate amount of attention.  Why?

 

Is SOURCE safety and labeling not something we should know about when it comes to the food and supplements in light of the new science of biotechnology?   Safety issues and Labeling of GMO foods are still stalled in CODEX allowing Biotech companies to covertly spread its production to 185 million acres world wide.  

 

Meanwhile supplements as it pertains to their GMO Source are not even a topic for conversation.  Why I bring this up?  If you begin to flash a light on the disparity between the criteria for GMO food and supplement safety ...and demand that the same criteria apply....someone may give the signal to back off the supplement issue.
 

For example:  In the USA we label supplements and are yielding to CODEX to take vitamins off the market but we have a bill like Senator Durbins bill obviously written by industry..."The Genetically Engineered Foods Act" introduced in the 108 Copngress....that contain conversation over "split-foods"...defined as cloned animals destined for both human and animal consumption...unlabeled at the consumer level.  

 

It would be best for CODEX to spend more time in establishing labeling and safety criteria for GMO than for harmless supplements.  

 

In conclusion for those who are interested in this point of strategy, I quote from FDCH Testimony June 23, 2004 Agriculture Biotechnology.   Committee Holding Hearing:  House Agriculture Committee...Subcommittee on Conservation, Credit, Rural Development and Research. 

 

 Panel:  

 

W. Pete Siggelko..VP Plant Genetics and Biotechnology, Dow Agro Sciences LLC

 

Thomas Klevorn..head, Corn and Soybean Business Units, Plant Science Syngenta, Golden VAalley, Minn.

 

Michaels Dykes vp Frederal Government Affairs Monsanto.   

 

 Excerpt from  W. Pete Siggelko,  Dow 
 

"The government has an important, continuing role in assuring the development, commercialization and adoption of biotechnology and renewable resource-based materials.  Government agency research agreements contracts, grants and funding for collaborations are enabling and encouraging development of key technologies throughout industry....Basic research must continue to be funded by the federal government.  It is equally important the government help remove the barriers and obstacles to commercialization that exists....As is the case with industrial biotechnology, the government has an important role to play in nurturing research in plant made pharmaceuticals.  Support, in the form of programs such as as cooperative research agreements Dow has entered into with the National Institutes of Health (NIH) to seek rapid vaccine production systems....The government must also play a role in ensuring a fair and balanced regulatory system that allows for a viable plant biopharmaceuticals industry and ensures the continued safety of our food supply".

 

Dave Winkles, president South Carolina Farm Bureau:
 

"Market development, both domestically and internationally, is dependent on public policy that:

 

1.    Maintains an unbiased, science-based regulatory system that inspires consumer confidence and avoids unnecessary traceability and labeling requirements.
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