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Honourable Members of Parliament, 

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

 

I am very pleased to welcome you to this Conference on 

Environmental Monitoring of GM Crops. 

 

This is the third of a series of GMO-related hearings, 

which I trust will be conducted, once again, in a spirit of 

open and constructive dialogue – an approach which has 

proven fruitful over the past year.  

 

I firmly believe that by sharing our knowledge and 

experience and bringing everybody concerned to the 

same table, we will continue to build on the current 

momentum towards a more informed and less polarised 

discussion on GMOs. 
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Our first conference on risk assessment and 

management, held last year, addressed the importance of 

thorough environmental risk assessment of GMOs as a 

basis for rigorous risk management decisions on 

applications for authorisations.  Such risk management 

decisions include post market monitoring obligations on 

applicants!  

 

AND today's objective is to focus precisely on this step in 

the process!  

 

Even if monitoring is already in place, we are working to 

strengthen it further, and naturally we are most interested 

to listen to your views and concerns on this important, 

and indeed challenging, issue.   

 

I strongly believe that effective and independent 

monitoring of GMO cultivation must be undertaken, and 

that the roles of companies and Member States need to 

be clearly defined to ensure the accuracy of the 

assessments.  Monitoring also needs to be sufficiently 

powerful to detect any possible unanticipated effects on 

the environment. 
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Let me repeat again – the independence and the 

strengthening of monitoring schemes are in my view two 

sides of the same coin.  

 

I would ask you to keep these challenges in mind during 

today's discussions, as your views will help us to address 

them properly and comprehensively. 

 

Our Conference today needs also to be placed in the 

context of the 2008 Environment Council Conclusions, 

which outlined the importance of strengthening 

environmental assessment and monitoring arrangements, 

and emphasised the role of monitoring activities at 

national level.  

 

The Council invited Member States to consider 

developing and conducting their own monitoring activities, 

in addition to the monitoring performed by authorisation 

holders. 
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What has been done so far? 

Significant work has been done at national and European 

levels.  Today's discussion will be based on experiences 

and results to be presented by Member States, third 

countries and stakeholders.  

 

Concrete examples are essential:  

to understand how the EU legislation works in practice; 

to assess its effectiveness; and  

to identify how it can be improved without duplicating 

existing initiatives.  

 

You will have a specific session on the EU regulatory 

framework in a few minutes time – but I would like to 

stress that already today post-market monitoring of 

environmental effects is a fundamental legal requirement 

of the EU legislation on GMOs, since companies must 

provide a monitoring plan as part of their notification 

dossier. 
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These plans and their findings are assessed by national 

competent authorities and by EFSA at different stages of 

the process, and can be adapted if necessary.  This is, in 

my view, essential and represents a first control of the 

monitoring carried out by companies.  

 

I would like also to emphasise the enhanced role EFSA 

has since last year in assessing the annual monitoring 

reports submitted by applicants.  

 

EFSA identifies whether the submitted information is 

indicative of any environmental effects and whether the 

methodology used is appropriate.  

 

EFSA has recently assessed the results of the most 

recent monitoring reports on MON 810 maize and Amflora 

potato and concluded that those reports do not invalidate 

EFSA's opinions on those GMOs.  However, EFSA 

identified weaknesses in the methodology and gave 

specific recommendations to improve the implementation 

of the monitoring plans which are currently underway. 
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EFSA also developed a comprehensive guidance 

document on Post Market Environmental Monitoring last 

year. 

 

And an additional new development – last year the Food 

and Veterinary Office started making regular inspections 

in those Member States cultivating GMOs – in particular 

by assessing the competent authorities' inspections of the 

monitoring carried out by companies.  

 

The companies have also been asked to develop 

standard general surveillance plans by crops or traits in 

order to ensure coherent monitoring activities and to 

facilitate their implementation by farmers.  

 

Is there room for improvement?  And if so, how? 

As I mentioned earlier, I am committed to reinforcing 

independent monitoring and it is clear that Member States 

have a key role to play in this regard.  
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I recognise, of course, that the EU legislation does not 

provide a legal obligation for Member States to carry out 

their own monitoring of GMOs.  

 

However, Member States have a general obligation to 

make sure that the legal requirements on monitoring are 

properly implemented by companies in accordance with 

the authorisation of the GMO.  

 

The experiences of some Member States will be 

presented to this Conference this afternoon.  

 

But I have also asked my services in DG SANCO to work 

on strengthening the independent monitoring activities for 

the cultivation of GMOs.  

 

My intention is to strengthen monitoring in a proportionate 

and cost-efficient way, using existing schemes as much 

as possible, thus avoiding duplication.  
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I believe that this is the best route to follow as it makes 

optimum use of current systems and expertise for 

reaching our objective of strengthening the surveillance of 

GMOs. 

 

This will be in addition:  

to the rigorous scientific risk assessment undertaken by 

EFSA;  

to the strict authorisation procedure involving all Member 

States; and  

to the already implemented monitoring requirements 

carried out by companies. 

My services will present in Session IV our initial work 

and the foreseen next steps to address this challenge.  

Our clear aim is to further strengthen independent 

monitoring activities for the cultivation of GMOs, with 

the objective to potentially develop a Recommendation 

addressed to Members States. 

 

Honourable Members of Parliament,  

Ladies and Gentlemen, 
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Let me conclude by underlining the challenge that lies 

ahead of us – which is to further ensure independent and 

strengthened post-market environmental monitoring of 

GMOs to the benefit of the environment and to the benefit 

of the European consumers. 

 

This is one of the building blocks of my responsible 

innovation attitude, which, as you will know, I am keen to 

foster and encourage. 

 

Since the beginning of my mandate as Commissioner, I 

am committed to active and better dialogue and look 

forward to a fruitful discussion, not only today, but also in 

our future debates.  

 

Thank you. 


