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In a cover letter submitted with the addendum of groups, Joe Mendelson, attorney with the
Center for Food Safety, cited five new studies that demonstrate the potential for additional
adverse agronomic impacts from the introduction of GE wheat.  The letter asks USDA to
consider these studies as it decides on whether to require an EIS.

The letter also reiterated an earlier request that USDA release its letter rejecting Monsanto’s
original application.  “[W]e [the petitioners] would like to express our dissatisfaction in the
agency’s delay in publicly releasing the [rejection] letter sent to Monsanto finding their
petition…deficient….[T]he delay of releasing such material…is inexcusable,” it said.

The groups cited a study by Dr. Robert Wisner, a leading grain economist from Iowa State
University, which concluded that the commercial release of GE wheat in the next 2-6 years could
depress the price of wheat by 33% to 50% because of likely market rejection in Asia and Europe.
The study also concluded that GE wheat introduction would devastate the economy of the spring
wheat belt.  This would occur because the loss of wheat export markets would lead to loss of
wheat acreage; loss of revenue to industries supplying inputs to wheat producers; and losses for
other rural farm-related and non-farm businesses, local and state government tax revenues, and
institutions supported by tax revenues.

To read the EIS petition, the full list of signatories, the addendum cover letter (including
descriptions of the new agronomic studies on GE wheat), and Dr. Wisner’s study of the impacts
of GE wheat introduction, go to: www.iatp.org.

The Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy promotes resilient family farms, rural communities and ecosystems
around the world through research and education, science and technology, and advocacy.
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