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On March 2nd, 2016, the Senate Agriculture Committee approved a bill by Senator Pat Roberts 
(R, Kansas), sometimes referred to as the “Dark Act”, that would overturn existing laws 
requiring labeling of foods with genetically engineered ingredients – “GMOs” – and prohibit any 
future labeling laws at state or local levels.  In fact the bill goes even further, outlawing state, 
municipal or local authorities from restricting the production of genetically engineered crops, 
requiring additional environmental assessments or safety studies, or enacting legislation that 
would provide ‘buffer zones’ to protect organic and non-GMO farmers from contamination of 
their crops.  To top it all off, the legislation directs USDA to “educate consumers about the 
benefits of agricultural biotechnology”. 

In an era when conservatives constantly talk about federal government overreach and liberals 
warn of the dangers when government is not transparent, this sweeping bill has gained 
bipartisan support even as it completely betrays both principals.   

In this context, we at Bottom Up Economy have assembled this toolkit to help you fight this 
terrible legislation now, and subsequently, to fight for mandatory federal labeling of GMO 
foods.  Small farmers and consumers both are at serious risk of being completely overwhelmed 
by a handful of agribusiness and retail giants.  Now is the time to fight back.  The toolkit is 
structured around six false arguments the biotech industry has sold to our elected 
representatives.  For each one, we provide a series of links to both video and written material 
that refutes the argument.  While some folks reading this may already oppose GMOs or 
support labeling, we nevertheless encourage you to familiarize yourself with some of this 
material in order to be more authoritative and persuasive with your Senators and their staff.   

False Argument 1:  There is no need for mandatory labeling of GMO foods.  Voluntary or ‘smart’ 
labels will provide consumers with the information they want. 

 Polls consistently demonstrate that 80 – 90% of Americans want genetically 
engineered foods to be labeled  

 Minnesota farmer, Jim Riddle shows that so-called smart labels, aka QR codes, will 
be cumbersome, time consuming  and unfair for shoppers 

 Watch farmer, Anthony Flaccavento’s 3 ½ minute Take Five video, refuting this and 
other false arguments  

False Argument 2:  Labeling will dramatically increase cost to consumers for groceries 

 An analysis done for Consumers Union concluded that the average cost increase to 
consumers would be about $2.30 per person per year 

http://www.bottomupeconomy.org/
http://www.startribune.com/counterpoint-shame-on-you-amy-for-betraying-us-on-gmo-labels/370859621/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MzftTeA4jF0
https://consumersunion.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/GMO_labeling_cost_findings_Exe_Summ.pdf


 
 

 A study done by Emory University Professor, Joanna M. Shepherd-Bailey found “little 
or no change in consumer food prices” from GMO labeling. 

 Campbell’s Foods announced in January, 2016 that they support mandatory labeling 
of GMO foods.  Given the affordable nature of their soups and other products, it 
seems clear that they do not believe labeling will increase their costs significantly 

 An analysis in the Washington Post gave “Three Pinnochios” to the claim that 
labeling would substantially increase the cost of groceries. 

False Argument 3:  We don’t need labels because GMO foods are basically the same as non-
genetically engineered foods. 

  In this post, “Why Concerns About GMOs are NOT Science Denial,” Anthony 
Flaccavento takes on Neal deGrasse Tyson and others who have inaccurately 
claimed that genetic engineering is no different from other plant breeding 
techniques. 

 In his extraordinary book, Altered Genes, Twisted Truth, Steven M Drucker 
methodically debunks the argument that genetic engineering is essentially the same 
as other breeding, and shows to the contrary how many scientists – even the FDA’s 
own scientists – concluded that the process was far riskier than other breeding. 

 Here Anthony takes out the “big guns” to refute the very false claim of ‘equivalence’ 
between genetic engineering and other plant breeding.   

False Argument 4:  Labels will alarm people unnecessarily, because GMOs have been proven to 
be perfectly safe 

 Multiple studies, including several peer reviewed in major journals, have 
demonstrated serious potential problems with GMO consumption.  A sampling: 

o This study suggests that GMO soybeans may lead to accumulation of 
formaldehyde  

o This one suggests correlations between the increase of GMO food 
consumption and the rise of several chronic diseases  

o This study links glyphosate, the active ingredient in Round Up, to increases in 
tumors and cancer.  Since the advent of GMO crops, herbicide use on US 
farms (primarily glyphosate) has increased by almost 500 million pounds  

o In a summary of an Italian study, researchers found that the kids of momma 
goats fed GMO feed were stunted and grew much more slowly  

 In this video, Anthony takes on the claim that “There is no evidence that GMOs are 
unsafe…”  

False Argument 5:  Genetically engineered crops help farmers and increase their profitability 

 Because of the very high cost of GMO seeds, the lack of substantial yield increases 
and the cost of increased herbicide use, many farmers have begun switching back 
from GE seeds to hybrid varieties  

http://www.anh-usa.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/08/GE-Food-Act-Costs-Assessment.pdf
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/fact-checker/wp/2015/04/06/would-gmo-labeling-requirement-cost-500-more-in-groceries-per-family-a-year/
https://www.facebook.com/notes/anthony-flaccavento/concerns-about-gmo-food-are-not-science-denial/199060193789603
http://www.bottomupeconomy.org/video-2/
http://www.integrativesystems.org/systems-biology-of-gmos/
http://sustainablepulse.com/wp-content/uploads/GMO-health.pdf
http://www.renewablefarming.com/images/2015Images/2015PDF/Glyphosate-pathways-modern-diseases.pdf
http://www.independentsciencenews.org/news/ge-soybeans-give-altered-milk-and-stunted-offspring-researchers-find/
http://www.bottomupeconomy.org/video-2/
http://naturalsociety.com/record-us-farmers-switching-non-gmo-crops-2015/


 
 

 Some farmers and ranchers are reporting better animal health when they shift from 
GMO to non-GMO feed  

 Well over a hundred farmers have been sued or threatened with lawsuits by 
Monsanto over disputes about GMO seeds, DNA and patent rights  

Argument 6:  We need GMO crops to feed the world 

 A twenty year comparison of genetically engineered vs hybrid corn yields by an 
agricultural scientist at Washington State University found that overall increases 
from GMO varieties were marginal, 3 – 5% at most, even though the seed cost to 
farmers was dramatically higher  

 A United Nations study concluded that sustainable farming practices using 
traditional and hybrid seeds offer much greater yield potential than GMOs and 
industrial agriculture systems for farmers in the developing world  

Take Action today:  Contact your senators and urge them to vote “NO” to Senator Pat 
Roberts’ bill or the “smart label” compromise, and instead support mandatory, real labeling 
of GMO foods!  Thank you! 

For more information, visit: 

www.bottomupeconomy.org    www.cornucopia.org  

www.organicconsumers.org     www.foodandwaterwatch.org 

www.centerforfoodsafety.org    www.fooddemocracynow.org  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.nongmoreport.com/articles/may2014/farmers-report-better-animal-health-non-gmo-feed.php
http://naturalsociety.com/monsanto-sued-farmers-16-years-gmos-never-lost/
http://www.motherjones.com/tom-philpott/2013/02/do-gmo-crops-have-lower-yields
http://www.takepart.com/article/2013/09/23/un-report-says-organic-sustainable-agriculture-key-feeding-world
http://www.bottomupeconomy.org/
http://www.cornucopia.org/
http://www.organicconsumers.org/
http://www.foodandwaterwatch.org/
http://www.centerforfoodsafety.org/
http://www.fooddemocracynow.org/

