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Last month, I talked about the rare and 
vital opportunity we have to vote Yes 
on California Proposition 37 — and 
encourage others to do the same. If 
we can pass this citizen-generated 
GMO labeling initiative, we’ll finally 
be able to know what foods contain 
risky GMOs (Genetically Modified 
Organisms), and thus choose whether 
we and our families want to consume 
them. It’s a big deal!
Right now, people in nearly 50 coun-
tries around the world enjoy this 
basic right to know, so we’re really 
the laggards on this. And surveys 
show that 90% of Americans don’t 
want to eat GMOs. However, because 
there’s no labeling, we’re all likely 
eating GMOs every day, without our 
consent (unless we have 100% organic 
diets). Lack of labeling also makes it 
impossible to identify and track any 
health harm being caused by these 
pseudo-foods. 
To me, labeling is really the least 
we should do, given the significant 
evidence that GMOs harm our 
health, farmers, communities, and 
environment. I’d personally prefer to 
have GMOs banned until they’ve had 
serious testing and regulations, and 
I encourage us to keep working for 
that too. But, for now, labeling helps 
us make key personal choices. (See 
my prior column at www.patriciadines.
info/EcoGirl6c.html.)

A David and Goliath Battle
This month, I want to help folks keep 
their bearings amidst all the assertions 
now swirling around this topic.
The first thing we all need to know is 
that Prop. 37 was put on the ballot by 
the people; nearly one million signed 
the official petitions. The opposition 
to it is largely funded by the GMO 
manufacturers, who have a history of 
aggressively seeking to suppress any 
GMO regulations or transparency. 

Already $32 million has flowed into 
the opposition campaign, including 
$20 million from the “Big Six” agro-
chemical firms. Clearly they’re wor-
ried that we might succeed!
We’re also seeing increasing propa-
ganda against Prop. 37, including 
indirect “news” stories and opinions. 
Of course, the GMO makers claim to 
have only our best interests at heart, 
and can persuade some people with 
their nonfactual arguments. So it’s 
important that we all remember their 
true bottom line motive: protecting 
their profits. 
Most of the GMO maker funding 
against Prop. 37 ($7 million) is com-
ing from Monsanto — the folks who 
brought us DDT, Agent Orange, PCBs, 
rBGH, aspartame, and more. Not only 
have their toxic products spread dras-
tic harm widely — to people, animals 
and ecosystems — but they’ve also 
often used lies and force, manipu-
lated science, and cloaked media to 
suppress both evidence and citizen 
action. (For more on Monsanto, see 
www.en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Monsanto 
and www.tinyurl.com/3q9spvw.) Now 
Monsanto and their brethren are us-
ing these same techniques to seek to 
own, modify, and control the seeds 
of life — these sacred treasures that 
communities of farmers have saved, 
selected, and fed us with for countless 
generations. 

Essential Facts to Know
1) GMO foods have largely not been 
tested and regulated. Instead, they’re 
basically treated like traditional foods. 
This directly contradicts corporate 
patenting of GMOs as unique and 
“novel” organisms. So let’s test them 
as that!
2) GMOs are not  the same as 
hybrids. Instead, they’re a laboratory 
combination of DNA from species that 
would never mate naturally, using 

materials such as viruses to force the 
marriage, and with a shocking lack 
of precision.
3) Even prominent scientists are 
against GMOs. They see how little 
we know about DNA mechanisms, 
how crude GM techniques are, and 
how this likely will lead to a variety of 
frightening failure scenarios. A truly 
responsible scientific approach would 
instead make sure the products were 
safe before release. (See www.safe-food.
org/-issue/scientists.html.)
4) The costs of GMO labeling would 
be less than trivial. (See www.anh-usa.
org/pro-gmo-propaganda-in-california-
dismantled-by-new-cost-study.) 
5) Prop. 37 only relates to the inten-
tional use of GMOs, and specifically 
exempts accidents. (See www.huffing-
tonpost.com/michele-simon/university-
of-california-_1_b_1900699.html)
I’m sure we’ll hear more distracting 
misinformation as the election nears, 
including from seemingly neutral 
sources. Don’t be fooled! Check infor-
mation with the Prop. 37 campaign. To 
get links to groups, and learn more, 
see www.patriciadines.info/EcoGirl6d.
html. I also post info on GMOs on 
my Facebook page, www.facebook.
com/AskEcoGirl.
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