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Where we come from? 
GM Incidents  

• 1997: Canadian rapeseed/canola 

• 1998: US corn (EU Moratorium / de facto import ban) 

• 2000: Starlink (processed corn – food)  

• 2004: Expiry of the art.47 of Regulation N. 1829/2003 and of 

the 0,5% tolerance for GMOs legally placed on the market 

with the old GMOs authorisation system = “zero tolerance”. 

• 2005: BT10 (Corn Gluten Feed)  

• 2006: LL 601 (rice)  

• 2006/2007: Herculex (CGF/DDGS) 

• 2008: Roundup Ready II and Liberty Link (soya) 

• 2008: BT63 (rice)  

• 2009: MON 88017, MON 89034 and MIR 604 (corn in soya) 

• 2009/2010: FP 967 (Triffid in linseed)  

 

 

 



Outlook on GM pipeline for 2011  

Crop Event Autumn 2010 Spring 2011 

 

 

Soya 

 

 

• BASF/Embrapa Brazil 

• Bt/RR2Y 

 

 

Seed 

multiplication 

 

 

 

 

Possible trade 

disruption with 

soya ad maize 

products from 

Brazil to the EU, 

total trade worth 

8 Bio USD (tbc) 

 

 

 

Maize 

 

 

 

• MIR 162 

 

 

 

Commercial use 



 
 

The EU„s dependency on imports of 

agricultural raw materials and the bulk 

commodity handling system  
 

 

 

Jean Michel Aspar 

 COCERAL  

Chair Food and Feed Safety Section 

  
  
 
 



COCERAL – facts and figures 

• COCERAL is the EU association representing the trade 

with cereals, oilseeds, feedstuffs, olive oil and 

agrosupply 

• Members are national associations representing  grain 

merchants, storers and/or international traders 

• Member Associations in 16 countries 

– Food and Feed Safety Issues (GMOs, mycotoxins, 

sampling and testing, undesirable substances, etc) 

– Sustainability and Environment (Plant Protection 

products, sustainability, biofuels, etc) 

– Trade and Market (CAP, Trade issues, Bilateral and 

Multilateral Free Trade agreements, WTO, etc) 
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GM Crops  - fourteen years of commercial 
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Bulk Commodity Movement 
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Seeding Harvesting 

  Farm Storage Primary elevator 
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Characteristics of Bulk Commodity 

Trading Systems 

• Collection, trade, transport & processing of 

commodities is characterized by aggregation of many 

small consignment into large, uniform bulk shipments  

• Aggregation and mixture takes place at all levels of 

the agricultural supply-chain  

• Economies of scale are most important  

• Identity and origin of the products not the main focus 

• Compliance with certain quality parameters is crucial 



•  Have been developed to provide tighter tolerance 

 levels than are able to be provided in normal bulk 

 grain shipments 

•  Market premiums are provided to bring forward  

    commodities of specific qualities  

•  IP systems must start with producer contract to 

 produce specific quality 

•  Segregation systems are employed to maintain 

 integrity of production from farm to final processor 

•  However, zero tolerance impossible to guarantee 

Identity Preserved Systems 



Global Food and Feed Supply Chains  

cannot manage LLP to Zero Tolerance 

• Once an event in seed multiplication or is 
commercialized in an exporting country it is only 
a matter of time before trace levels of the event 
will likely appear in international shipments.  
Commingling within international shipping 
systems is prevalent. 

• Adventitious Presence of GMOs may occur in all 
transboundary shipments of all commodities 
(both GMOs and non-GMOs). 

– Neither bulk handling systems nor Identity-
preservation can manage these events to zero 
tolerance 

– Testing does not prevent from supply 
disruption (statistical process/uncertainty) 

– “Limit of detection” thresholds do little to 
improve destination risks 



Need of a solution for  

 Asynchronous approvals 

• Short term approach: Technical solution for food 

and feed  

- The Lack od food inclussion in the technical solution 

 will result in considerable business implications  

 

• Long term perspective: LLP policy for food and 

feed  

ðHarmonised approach to Low Level Presence for food 

 and feed 

ðManagement of discontinued events 

ðSolution for asymmetric approvals  


