
The  Anti-GMO  situation  in Sweden  –  a  fragile/fragmented  

but  growing  people’s  movement

The GMO situation in Sweden today

GMO crops – no commercial production in Sweden yet, but many trials – with strong support 
from Swedish Department of Agriculture (SJV) that has the weakest regulations for growing 
GMOs in the whole of Europe. The Farmers Union (LRF) has adopted a positive policy to 
GM crops despite a majority of its members, Swedish farmers, being against. They are 
pushing particularly hard new varieties of GMO potatoes, one which is said to be resistant to 
potato blight and a GMO potato with a changed starch content. These have been developed by 
a seed company, Plant Science Sweden, owned by Svalof Weibulls  that is owned to 60 
percent by Lantmannen and 40% by BASF. Lantmannen is a member organization of LRF 
concern. In addition to a 60ha GMO potato field trial SJV has approved other trials on fruit 
trees, sugar beets, canola and maize. 

Re s e a r c h  

Mo s t  re s e a r c h  on  GM O  in  Sw e d e n  is  pa r t i a l l y  or  wh o l l y  fin a n c e d  wi t h  co r p o r a t e  fun d s  

an d  is  di r e c t e d  tow a r d s  the  de v e l o p m e n t  of  ne w  GM O  cro p s  wh i c h  ca n  be  pa t e n t e d .  

Al s o  res e a r c h  is  on g o i n g  at  the  Sw e d i s h  Un i v e r s i t y  of  Ag r i c u l t u r e  Sc i e n c e s ,  Fo r e s t r y  

fac u l t y  on  GM O  po p l a r  tre e s .  Th e  tw o  res e a r c h e r s  ha v e  tak e n  ou t  a  pa t e n t  on  the s e .  

Th e r e  are  a  few  no t a b l e  ex c e p t i o n s .  Fo r  ex a m p l e  res e a r c h :

on  gl y ph o s a t e

A  stu d y  wa s  ca r r i e d  ou t  by  e co l o g y  stu d e n t  Th e r e s e  Ni l s s o n  in  2005  in  the  De p a r t m e n t  of  Bi o l o g y  at  

Lu n d s  Un i v e r s i t y .  Th e  stu d y  wa s  req u e s t e d  by  La r s  Jo h a n s s o n  at  Kä v l i n g e  co u n t y .

Su m m a r y :   Th e  wi d e s p r e a d  an d  lar g e  qu a n t i t a t i v e  us e  of  gl y p h o s a t e   ma k e s  re s e a r c h  on  its  ef f e c t s  

ve r y  imp o r t a n t .  So m e  of  the  gl y p h o s a t e  en d s  up  in  wa t e r w a y s  an d  gr o u n d  wa t e r  as  a  res u l t  of  su r f a c e  

run o f f .  Gl y p h o s a t e  ha s  co n s i d e r a b l e  eff e c t s  on  or g a n i s m s  in  the  wa t e r  ev e n  at  su b- let h a l  

co n c e n t r a t i o n s .  Gr e e n  al g a e ,  an i m a l  pla n k t o n ,  mo l l u s k s  an d  fis h  ar e  aff e c t e d  by  gl y p h o s a t e .  Th e r e  ar e  

al s o  som e  sig n s  tha t  th e  ec o s y s t e m  ca n  be  di s r u p t e d  by  gl y p h o s a t e .

on canola

Th i s  wa s  rep o r t e d  in  a  la r g e  na t i o n a l  ne w s p a p e r , Sy d  Sv e n s k a .  Pl a n t  ec o l o g i s t  Ti n a  D’H e r t e f e l t  at  

Lu n d s  Un i v e r s i t y  fo u n d  via b l e  GM O  ca n o l a  se e d  aft e r  a  cr o p  wa s  ha r v e s t e d  10  ye a r s  ea r l i e r  on  

Lo n n t o r p s  fa r m .  Th i s  is  a  ne w  re c o r d ,  ea r l i e r  eig h t  ye a r  ol d  via b l e  se e d s  ha d  be e n  fou n d  in  Fr a n c e .  

Sh e  sa i d  tha t  th i s  fin d  is  su r p r i s i n g  an d  po i n t e d  ou t  th e  pr o b l e m s  fo r  gr o w i n g  GM O  cro p s  in  the  fu t u r e .  

A  dis c u s s i o n  on  the  po s s i b i l i t y  of  al t e r n a t i n g  pr o d u c t i o n  of   GM  and  co n v e n t i o n a l  cr o p s  is  req u i r e d .

Th e  ex p e r t  at  SJ V  Je n n y  An d e r s s o n  sa i d  tha t  it  is  we l l  kn o w n  tha t  ca n o l a  se e d s  ca n  su r v i v e  fo r  lo n g  

pe r i o d s  of  tim e  in  the  so i l.  Th e y  ha v e  the r e f o r e  int r o d u c e d  ne w  rul e s  fo r  GM O  ca n o l a  tri a l s  th a t  fo r b i d  

de e p  pl o u g h i n g  af t e r  ha r v e s t .  Th e  se e d s  sh a l l  lie  clo s e  to  the  su r f a c e  so  tha t  th e y  gr o w  as  so o n  as  

po s s i b l e .  Sh e  di d  no t  kn o w  wh a t  the s e  fin d i n g s  in  Lo n n s t o r p s  fa r m  co u l d  ha v e  fo r  co n s e q u e n c e s  fo r  



fu t u r e  com m e r c i a l  pr o d u c t i o n  of  GM O  ca n o l a .  W i t h i n  the  EU  the r e  ha s  be e n  no  ap p l i c a t i o n  fo r  

co m m e r c i a l  pr o d u c t i o n  of  GM O  ca n o l a  an d  we  ha v e  no t  dr a w n  up  an y  rul e s .  

Anti-GMO  initiatives in Sweden –  the actors and their activities

Fö r b u n d e t  Sv e r i g e s  Sm å b r u k a r n a

Th e  O rg a n i z a t i o n  of  Sw e d i s h  Sm a l l  Fa r m e r s  (FSS) ha s  a  me m b e r s h i p  of  mo r e  tha n  

6000  ind i v i d u a l s  org a n i z e d  in  15  loc a l  br a n c h e s  thr o u g h o u t  the  co u n t r y .   Th e y  ha v e  

be e n  wo r k i n g  to  sto p  the  int r o d u c t i o n  of  GM O s  sin c e  the  mi d d l e  of  the  1990 s .  Th e i r  

ne w s l e t t e r ,  Sm a b r u k a r e n  is  a  ve r y  imp o r t a n t  too l  in  th i s  wo r k ,  pro v i d i n g  inf o r m a t i o n  

ab o u t  at t e m p t s  to  br i n g  in  GM O s  an d  ini t i a t i v e s  am o n g  me m b e r s  to  sto p  the m  as  we l l  

as  an  an a l y s i s  of  the  iss u e s  inv o l v e d .  Ma n y  of  the  loc a l  br a n c h e s  ha v e  org a n i z e d  

de m o n s t r a t i o n s  an d  sem i n a r s  on  the  su b j e c t .  In  ad d i t i o n  the  ed i t o r  of  the  ne w s l e t t e r  

is  a  fre q u e n t  de b a t e r  of  GM O  iss u e s  at  na t i o n a l  lev e l  an d  hi s  le t t e r s  an d  ar t i c l e s  ha v e  

be e n  pu b l i s h e d  in  ma n y  loc a l  an d  na t i o n a l  pa p e r s  an d  ma g a z i n e s .  Hi s  st r a t e g y  ha s  

be e n  to  sh o w  ho w  the  na t i o n a l  fa r m e r s  un i o n  (LRF) an d  the i r  com p a n i e s  ha v e  be e n  

on e  of  the  ma j o r  pr o m o t e r s  of  GM O  in  the  cou n t r y .  He  ha s  al s o  wr i t t e n  FS S s  GM O  

lea f l e t  tha t  ha s  be e n  dis t r i b u t e d  in  the  tho u s a n d s  ac r o s s  the  cou n t r y  by  the  loc a l  

bra n c h e s .

On e  of  the  loc a l  bra n c h e s ,  Sm a b r u k a r e  I Va st,   ha s  he l d  me e t i n g s  wi t h  loc a l  fa r m e r s ,  

in f o r m i n g  the m  ab o u t  GM O .  Th i s  re s u l t e d  in  a  mo t i o n  to  the  re g i o n a l  LR F  an n u a l  

me e t i n g  tha t  LR F  ch a n g e  the i r  GM O  po l i c y .  Th i s  mo t i o n  wa s  de f e a t e d .  Th i s  loc a l  

bra n c h  of  FF S  ha s  al s o  de c l a r e d  the i r  re g i o n  to  be  a  GM O- fre e  zo n e .  

On  the  1 1  of  Oc t o b e r  a  de m o n s t r a t i o n  wa s  org a n i z e d  in  He l s i n g b o r g  ag a i n s t  GM O s  

an d  the  go v e r n m e n t ’ s  de c i s i o n  to  pe r m i t  cu l t i v a t i o n  of  GM O  cro p s .  Th i s  wa s  

org a n i z e d  by  FS S  loc a l  br a n c h  in  Sk a n e  tog e t h e r  wi t h  Fr i e n d s  of  the  Ea r t h  an d  

se v e r a l  ot h e r  org a n i z a t i o n s .  

In  ad d i t i o n  to  thi s  wo r k  be i n g  do n e  wi t h  the  org a n i z a t i o n ,  FS S  too k  the  lea d  in  

ar r a n g i n g  a  sem i n a r  in  2005  tha t  br o u g h t  tog e t h e r  ma n y  of  the  org a n i z a t i o n s  ca r r y i n g  

ou t  an t i-GM O  ini t i a t i v e s ,  iso l a t e d  fro m  on e  an o t h e r .   Th i s  me e t i n g  wa s  at t e n d e d  by  

Ja d w i g a  an d  Ju l i a n  wh o  ma d e  an  imp o r t a n t  co n t r i b u t i o n  by  pr e s e n t i n g  Po l a n d ’ s  

gro u n d b r e a k i n g  wo r k  wi t h  loc a l  go v e r n m e n t s  to  de c l a r e  the m s e l v e s  GM O  fre e  zon e s .  

At  thi s  me e t i n g  it  wa s  de c i d e d  tha t  an  ef f o r t  to  coo r d i n a t e  ac t i v i t i e s  am o n g  the  

di f f e r e n t  org a n i z a t i o n s  sho u l d  be  ma d e  so  the y  co u l d  ha v e  a  gre a t e r  imp a c t  at  

na t i o n a l  lev e l .  Th i s  de c i s i o n  wa s  the  ba s i s  for  the  Pe o p l e ’ s  Mo v e m e n t  for  a  GM O  fre e  

Sw e d e n  wh i c h  wa s  fo r m e d  ea r l i e r  th i s  ye a r .

Ne t w o r k  GM O- fre e  Sw e d e n  (GMO- fri t t  Sv e r i g e)



At  pr e s e n t  the  ne t w o r k  is  be i n g  co o r d i n a t e d  by  La s s e  He l l a n d e r  fro m  the  Bi o d y n a m i c  

org a n i z a t i o n .  It  br i n g s  tog e t h e r  se v e r a l  gr a s s r o o t s  or g a n i z a t i o n s  an d  NG O s  wh o  ar e  

ag a i n s t  GM O s .   At  the  mo m e n t  the  ne t w o r k  is  sup p o r t e d  by  12  or g a n i s a t i o n s :  
Fö r e n i n g e n  Al l k o r n ,  Bi o d y n a m i s k a  för e n i n g e n ,  Sa m o d l a r n a  i Sv e r i g e ,  Fö r b u n d e t  

Or g a n i s k b i o l o g i s k  od l i n g ,  Fu t u r e  Ea r t h  (Fram t i d s j o r d e n),  Fr i e n d s  of  the  Ea r t h  Sw e d e n  

(Milj ö f ö r b u n u d e t  Jo r d e n s  vä n n e r),  Gr e e n p e a c e ,  Sl o w f o o d  i Sv e r i g e ,  Fr i e n d  Gr o u p  for  Ce n t r o  

Ec o l o g i c o  (Vän f ö r e n i n g e n  La t i n a m e r i k a g r u p p e r n a),  FS S  Fö r b u n d e t  Sv e r i g e s  Sm å b r u k a r e ,  

FI A N  (Food  Fi r s t  Inf o r m a t i o n  an d  Ac t i o n  Ne t w o r k),  an d  Th e  Sw e d i s h  Co n s u m e r  Co a l i t i o n  

(Sver i g e s  Ko n s u m e n t e r  i sam v e r k a n).  

Up  to  now  the  ne t w o r k  ha s  m ad e  pr e s s  re l e a s e s ,  pre p a r e d  for m a l  com m e n t s  at  req u e s t  

fro m  the  De p a r t m e n t  of  Ag r i c u l t u r e  on  EU  pla n s  to  pe r m i t  Mo n s a n t o ’ s  so y a  be i n g  

us e d  in  foo d  an d  fod d e r  an d  on  GM  can o l a  T45,  org a n i z e d  sem i n a r s  an d  tra n s l a t e d  

int e r n a t i o n a l  do c u m e n t s .  Th e  ne t w o r k  is  link e d  to  the  Int e r n a t i o n a l  Co m m i s s i o n  fo r  

Fo o d  an d  Ag r i c u l t u r e  cha i r e d  by  Va n d a n a  Sh i v a  an d  ha s  sig n e d  the  Jo i n t  St a t e m e n t  

pre p a r e d  by  the  Int e r n a t i o n a l  Co m m i s s i o n  an d  the  Eu r o p e a n  Ne t w o r k  fo r  GM O  fre e  

reg i o n s  an d  loc a l  au t h o r i t i e s .  (See  Jo i n t  St a t e m e n t  in  Ap p e n d i x  I.)

Th e y  are  loo k i n g  at  the  po s s i b i l i t y  to  ha v e  the i r  ow n  we b s i t e , pr e s e n t l y  in f o r m a t i o n  is  

av a i l a b l e  at  <ww w . b i o d y n a m i s k . s e > an d  <he j d a g m o . s e > .  Fu n d i n g  rem a i n s  

pro b l e m a t i c .

He j d a G M O  –  a  ne t w o r k  to  es t a b l i s h  GM O  fre e  zo n e s  in  Sw e d e n .  

Th i s  ne t w o r k  is  com p o s e d  of  co n c e r n e d  ind i v i d u a l s  wh o  wo r k  fo r  a  com m o n  go a l  of  

cr e a t i n g  GM O  fre e  zon e s  in  Sw e d e n .  It  no w  ha s  con t a c t  pe r s o n s  in  13  re g i o n s  in  

Sw e d e n  wh o  ar e  mo r e  or  les s  ac t i v e  an d  the  ne t w o r k  is  gro w i n g .  Th e y  ha v e  cre a t e d  

a  ve r y  g oo d  we b s i t e  wi t h  a  lot  of  in f o r m a t i o n  an d  di s c u s s i o n s  on  GM O<  

ww w . h e j d a g m o . s e >. Mu c h  of  the  inf o r m a t i o n  is  in  Sw e d i s h  –  som e t h i n g  tha t  

pre v i o u s l y  ha s  be e n  di f f i c u l t  to  ac c e s s  ea s i l y .   Th e  we b s i t e  is  mo d e r a t e d  by  Ak i k o  

Fr i d  fro m  Gr e e n p e a c e

” ”Hej då GMO” is a source of inspiration for others to continue their efforts. It also 
closely follows GMO events in the country and internationally. The latest information 
is quickly found providing an important support for our work. It is important that it 
continues.” 

So wrote the coordinator from one of  the  ini t i a t i v e s  lin k e d  to  the  He j d a g m o  ne t w o r k :  

GMO  fri Jämtland .  

http://www.hejdagmo.se/
http://www.biodynamisk.se/


Th e y  (concerned individuals  in different organizations)  ar e  wo r k i n g  at  

regional (län) level to make Jamtland a GMO  free zone. They have  

been active and working with GMO  issues  in different constellations  

since the mid 90s. During the past year and a half their work has  

concentrated on having the counties (kommuner) and the region as  

a whole declared as  a GMO-free zone. Two groups, members of the  

Swedish Society for Nature Conservation and the farmers in the  

region have been the main target for their work. They have attended  

many meetings  and had good discussions  with many people.  

Although much remains to be done one important goal has  been  

reached. The annual meeting of the regional branch of the farmers’  

union (LRF) took a decision to work for a GMO-free region. At this  

meeting five different motions  were presented demanding that the  

regional LRF organization support the demand to declare Jamtland  

region to be a GMO-free zone with the following goal: A Jamtland  

region where no GM crop is grown neither in fields, in gardens, in the  

forest nor in fieldtrials. A region where no food is produced with the  

help of GM  crops  and where no GM  food is sold in our stores.

They also demanded an active engagement from the regional board of LRF. The 
regional government had taken a decision earlier to include a GMO-free region as 
one of their ten environmental goals.

Convincing the farmers to actively support this effort has been very important in 
giving it legitimacy. Having members of SSNC in support is equally important. Their 
large membership makes them an important consumer group. When they say no to 
GMO the farmers listen.  The next group to be reached is the local politicians. They 
will be reached through participation in political meetings, preparing motion and 
citizens proposals. 

The reference group for this project has included representatives from both LRF and 
SSNC, the two main target groups, as well as other concerned individuals. 
Information material has been developed. It has included a flyer that explains the 
issues as well as several ppt presentations for different target groups which have 
been updated as new facts become available.

Meetings have been important especially when they have been able to make 
presentations at meeting arranged by other organizations. These have included, in 
addition to LRF, primary, secondary and folk schools, the church and the 
Environment Department at the regional government. Seminars and debates have 
also been arranged and two major debate series in the local press, a press 
conference and press meeting have been held.



The work continues. Two more local LRF branches have requested information and 
letters have been written to politicians who have said they want to present motions. 
In other counties letters have been sent to politicians from all the political parties. 
With the letters, information about the demands of what needs to be included in the 
work for a GMO free county is included. These contacts are being followed up during 
this autumn. In addition a letter-to-the-editor campaign for a GMO-free Jamtland is 
being carried out. By explaining the different issues a greater understanding for their 
demands is reached. Also the positive decision from LRFs regional annual meeting 
has given them wind in their sails and lots of energy to do all the work that needs to 
be done. This has made the work with the local government easier. An example of a 
motion made by one of the local politicians is found in Appendix II

Lessons learned

- Things take time - both for the process to mature and for carrying out all the 
activities – and money, at least a little.

- It is possible to infiltrate the ‘enemy’. The farmers union, LRF, is an important 
player when it comes to GMO issues in Sweden. Their decision to support 
GMO crops was not grounded among the grassroots members of the 
organization. The great majority of farmers are against GMO. This leaves the 
top quite vulnerable as it is possible to raise the issue and question their policy 
from the bottom up. This takes a lot of time and efforts. It has been important 
to identify individuals in the organization that are against GMOs and can 
benefit from outside support.

- Collaboration among organizations is difficult   Better understanding of how we 
can better work together for a common goal is very important. For example the 
new People’s Movement for a GMO Sweden lacks two key players – The 
Organic Farmers Association and the Swedish Society for Nature 
Conservation. Both these organizations represent key stakeholders whose 
participation would greatly strengthen the movement as a whole. The 
explanations for why they have not signed up vary. Efforts will be made to 
have the regional level groups to sign up.

- Multiple strategies complement and support each other. It allows many actors 
to take part and reaches different groups in society. It is not a question of one 
being right or wrong but rather accepting that different strategies get results in 
different time frames. Having the Slow Food Movement in Sweden as part of 
the network gives very positive vibrations. Diversity is strength.

Ap p e n d i x  l



STATEMENT OF THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION 
ON THE FUTURE OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE and 
THE EUROPEAN NETWORK OF GMO-FREE REGIONS
Posted November 8th, 2007 by admin

On 4 and 5 February 2003 the International Commission on the Future of Food and Agriculture was established in Florence, with the support and 
active participation of the Government of the Region of Tuscany, with the aim of working to ensure that food and agriculture become more socially 
and ecologically sustainable, more accessible, and putting food quality, food safety and public health above corporate profits.

The principles on which the work of the Commission is based are found in the 'Florence Declaration on Global Food Rights' and further elaborated 
in the 'Manifesto on the Future of Food' and the 'Manifesto on the Future of Seeds.'

On November 2003 the Network of European GMO-free Regions and Local Authorities was established in Brussels and on 5 February 2005 the 
Network's targets and field of action were defined in Florence with the signing of the "Charter of the Regions and Local Authorities of Europe on 
the subject of coexistence of genetically modified crops with traditional and organic farming."

Each of these documents assert the imperative of protecting biodiversity and the rights of farmers to be GMO free, and of valorizing locally based 
agriculture.

Thus, the International Commission on the Future of Food and the European Network of GMO-free Regions and Local Authorities

JOINTLY DECLARE AND AFFIRM THAT:

1. All human beings on the planet have a fundamental human right to access and/or to produce sufficient food to sustain their lives and 
communities. Every government - regional, national, international - is obliged to guarantee this right.

2. All healthy food and agricultural systems are dependent upon the protection of the natural world, and the maintenance of earth's biodiversity. 
This protection must be a priority for all governments and communities and all rules should be aligned with this purpose.

3. All human beings have the right to food that is safe and nutritious. No technological interventions in food production should be permitted until 
proven to meet local standards of safety, nutrition, health and sustainability. The precautionary principle must apply in all matters.

4. The international rules have to be modified so that no nation could be forced to accept any foods or other agricultural imports across its borders 
that have been produced in this manner, or that the nation considers detrimental to public health, environment, local agriculture or cultural 
traditions, or for any other reason.

5. All individuals, communities and national entities have an inherent right to all relevant information about the foods they consume, the processes 
used to produce them, and where the food comes from, thereby ensuring their sovereign right to make informed choices regarding the safety and 
health of the food they consume and the safety and health of the environment. The Cartagena protocol rules must be applied.

6. The Regional Governments have the right to choose the agricultural system for their territory and to define how to protect the conventional, 
organic and traditional productions, safeguarding biodiversity. Moreover, they must have the freedom to prohibit OGM crops in order to avoid the 
contamination of local productions.

7. The agricultural systems based on the production and consumption localisation, on the respect of the food sovereignty and on the biodiversity 
adding to value have to be encouraged and supported.

8. The biodiversity of the Regions must be protected by measures that encourage the registration of native varieties and species in biodiversity 
conservation catalogues and the exploitation of these varieties and species in the farming industry, so preventing this heritage becoming patented;

9. Seeds are a gift of nature and of diverse cultures that must be passed from generation to generation. They are a common property resource, to be 
shared for the well being of all and saved for the well being of future generations.

10. No life form, be it plant, animal or human life, can be patented or monopolized. Every violations of dignity and 'sanctity' of life, of the principles 
of biodiversity, and of the legitimate inheritance of farmers and indigenous peoples worldwide must be fought according to the Convention on 
Biological Diversity that, at the art. 1, affirms: "The objectives of this Convention […] are the conservation of biological diversity, the sustainable 
use of its components and the fair and equitable sharing of the benefits arising out of the utilization of genetic resources".

11. Seeds are a "commons" and thus the freedom to exchange seeds among farming communities must be an inalienable right. This also includes 
the right to sell and to share seeds on a "non-exclusive basis".

12. Farmers must have the freedom to be free of genetic contamination and biopollution. The introduction of new varieties and plants must take 
into account the potential environmental risks as well as other potential detrimental agricultural effects. The 'Terminator' technology that renders 

http://www.foodfirst.org/en/user/1


seed sterile and unable to reproduce itself is an assault on the fundamental nature of seed as the source of reproduction of life and must be banned 
on a global level.

On the basis of the aforementioned principles, the International Commission on the Future of Food and the European Network of GMO-free 
Regions and Local Authorities

UNDERTAKE TO:
* - Promote a transformation of the agro-food system through participatory democracy, knowledgeable consumer behaviour, socially responsible 
enterprises and independent nutritional education on the basis of guidelines for development that contribute to combating the erosion of 
agricultural biodiversity, chemical and genetic pollution and contamination and global warming of the planet;
* - Work towards the reform of international rules for food and agriculture, especially the regulations and standards of the WTO and the 
regulations of the FAO Agreement on Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures that are in conflict with the aforementioned principles;
* - Promote the ratification of international agreements aimed at guaranteeing the supply of high quality raw materials and seeds which are 
certified "GMO-free" to respect the principle of fair trade between the Northern and Southern parts of the world;
* - Act within the framework of the European Union and national institutions in order that the procedures for the authorization of new GMO 
varieties be contingent upon not only respect for ethical, preventive and precautionary principles, but also proof of positive effects for consumers 
and society in general;
* - Launch international alliances with the major NGOs for the purpose of urging international bodies to protect and support the rights of farmers 
and consumers;
* - Commit to state the principle of zero tolerance for GMOs in organic products.

Signed on the 17th of May 2007 in Florence

The International Commission on the Future of Food and Agriculture
The President, Vandana Shiva

The Network of European GMO-free Regions and Local Authorities
The Coordinator, Susanna Cenni, Councillor for Agriculture, Tuscany Region

Ap p e n d i x  II  

Ja m t l a n d s  Re g i o n  Ce n t r e  Wo m e n

We  ar e  wo r k i n g  ac t i v l y  fo r  a  GM O  fre e  re g i o n .  

Pr e s s  re l e a s e  2008  05  07

Ce n t r e  wo m e n  in  Jam t l a n d s  reg i o n  are  wo r k i n g  ac t i v e l y  fo r  a  GM O- fre e  Jam t l a n d  

an d  for  th i s  rea s o n  I ha v e  no w  pre s e n t e d  a  mo t i o n  on  th i s  su b j e c t  to  bo t h  Os t e r s u n d s  

co u n t y  go v e r n m e n t  an d  the  reg i o n a l  go v e r n m e n t  in  Ja m t l a n d s  re g i o n .  Th e  go a l  is  to  

ha v e  the  al l  the  cou n t i e s  in  the  re g i o n  to  de c l a r e  the m s e l v e s  to  be  GM O- fre e  zon e s .   

The motion to Jamtlands regional government

A GMO free Jamtland region 

During the past year the Swedish Society for Nature Conservation (SSNC) in the region 
worked to spread knowledge about GMO issues among the regions farmers and consumers. 
This has been done because we wish to declare Jamtland to be a GMO-free zone with the 
following goal:

A GMO-free Jamtlands region 
A Jamtlands region where no GM crops are grown in fields, in gardens, in the forest or in 



field trials. A region where no food is produced with the help of GM crops and where no GM 
food is found in our shops. 

There are several things that help  such a decision being taken - 

· LRF´s regional annual meeting decided to demand that Jamtland region is a GMO-free zone 
in accordance with the text above.
· The majority of the farmers in the region are registered with Swedish Sigill which has 
decided not to use GM crops. (This includes, for example, all milk producers.) 
· 60 % of the regions farmers have all or part of their fields in organic production which also 
demand GMO-free production.
· The Swedish proposal for co-existence rules (the rules that regulate the existence of GMO 
and other crops) constitute a very weak framework in their present form which will make it 
difficult for both Swedish Sigill and organic farmers to remain GMO-free if the production of 
GM crops are permitted in the region. 
· No GM crops are presently grown in the region – neither commercially nor as research trials. 
· The regional government in Jamtlands region has included GMO-free as one of its 16 
regional environmental goals.

 · Jamtland och Harjedalen are two well demarkated regions. 

We have a rich agriculture landscape with a fantastic biological diversity that is worth taking 
care of. A GMO-free zone, widely accepted among the residents, can contribute to greater 
interest in the food from the region and improve the competitive position of the region with its 
GMO-free food production.

The goal is to have all the counties in the region to declare themselves to be GMO-free zones. 
The EG court does not allow a general prohibition of GM crops so a decision does not give us 
any legal protection but it does show our intention which is very important.   

In addition the regional administration can make a decision that the rules concerning 
purchases can demand that the food purchased is not produced with GM crops. This would 
guarantee GMO-free food in all of the regional organizations activities.  It is also desirable 
that the regional authority clearly says no to commercial crop production or field trials with 
GMO with the regions borders. 

Neither farmers nor consumers benefit from teh production of GM crops. The chemical 
company Monsanto is the big winner as it produces over 90% of GMO crop seeds and 
receives an income from patents from most competitors and from all GM crop producers. The 
biological diversity is threatened, dependency on chemicals as wll as on the company 
increases. Knowledge concerning health issues linked to GMO and antibiotic resistence needs 
further investigation by independent actors. Despite all the talk the food needs of the South 
have not been met through the development of new GM crops. 

With the above in mind I petition  
· that the regional administration supports the demand to declare Jamtlands region to be a 
GMO-free zone with the following goal: 



A Jamtland region where no GM crops are grown in fields, in gardens, in the forest or in field 
trials.  A region where no food is produced with the help of GM crops and where no GM food 
is found in our shops.

 · that the regional administration decides that rules governing purchases demand that 
purchased foodstuff in not produced with GM crops.

 · that the regional administration includes in its goals that within Jamtland regional 
boundaries no commercial production or field trials with GMO take place.

 Bogna Wojtkiewicz Adolfsson
Member of the regional Government
Women of the Center party in Jamtlands region

 

Da p h n e  Th u v e s s o n ,   Or g a n i z a c j a  Sz w e d z k i c h  Ro d z i n n y c h  Go s p o d a r s t w ,  Sz w e c j a
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