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Data Manipulation Suspected in Study Claiming
Monsanto’s GMO Corn is Completely Safe
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A new study published in the journal Archives of Toxicology makes the audacious claim that
MON810 biotech corn, a genetically-modified (GM) cash crop owned by Monsanto, exhibits
no  toxicological  effects  in  mammals.  But  the  study  has  several  major  flaws  that  render  it
null, including the fact that data appears to have been intentionally removed to make the
corn appear safer than it actually is.

According to Testbiotech, the study took place over the course of just three months, which
isn’t nearly long enough to make a proper assessment about the safety of a synthetic
organism. Additionally, the study failed to even try to discover a dose threshold at which
MON810 might pose health problems, a basic data point that any legitimate study on the
matter would have included.

Archives  of  Toxicology  Editor-in-Chief  co-authored  BPA  review  with  employee  of  BPA
manufacturer

Another major issue is the journal  in which the study was published, which has major
conflicts of interest with the biotech industry. The journal’s Editor-in-Chief Jan Hengstler was
caught back in 2011 writing a review on the plastics chemical bisphenol-A (BPA), which like
the MON810 study found it to be safe. The only problem is Hengstler’s review was co-
authored by an employee from Bayer AG, a leading BPA manufacturer.

Likewise,  the authors of  the MON810 study also have questionable ties to the biotech
industry.  One  of  them  works  for  a  biotech  consultancy  firm  with  a  vested  interest  in
promoting GMO technologies, while another works in the agricultural genomics department
of a major university. There are also co-authors who work for plant biotechnology research
organizations.

“…the failure in this study to determine a concentration of MON810 at which there were no
observable toxic effects makes the entire study more or less invalid,” explains Testbiotech.
“Testbiotech also criticizes the authors (who) purposely published the results of the study in
a scientific journal with close affiliation to industry.”

European Commission used taxpayer dollars to fund bogus GMO study

The purpose of the study, of course, was to provide further “evidence” that GMOs are safe
in order to push them in Europe, where the general population is much more skeptical about
biotechnology. But it was funded by the European Commission using public money, meaning
taxpayers ultimately foot the bill for this atrocious, pro-industry junk science.
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As it turns out, Hermann Bolt, the deputy Editor-in-Chief at Archives of Toxicology, also has
ties to the biotech industry. And the lead author of the larger GRACE study, under which the
MON810 feeding trials were conducted, has collaborations with industry-funded groups like
the International Life Science Institute (ILSI) as well [4].

“We  are  shocked  by  the  outcome  of  our  own  evaluation,”  stated  Christoph  Then
from Testbiotech about what his group discovered. “According to the EU Commission, the
outcome of these feeding studies will be decisive for future standards of risk assessment for
genetically engineered plants in the EU.”

“Now, it looks as though the outcome was manipulated to eradicate doubts
concerning the safety of these products.”

Testbiotech  is  calling for the immediate retraction of  the MON810 study, with possible
republication only in the event that a rigorous peer review is conducted.

“If  toxicological  studies are publicly funded we must demand the highest standards in
scientific quality and in the avoidance of conflicts of interest,” added Then. “This is not the
case with this  project.  This  case shows that  the mechanisms for  securing quality scientific
work are not functioning.”

Sources:

[1] http://testbiotech.de

[2] http://www.environmentalhealthnews.org

[3] http://link.springer.com

[4] http://www.gmwatch.org

The original source of this article is Natural News
Copyright © Jonathan Benson, Natural News, 2014

Comment on Global Research Articles on our Facebook page

Become a Member of Global Research

Articles by: Jonathan Benson

Disclaimer: The contents of this article are of sole responsibility of the author(s). The Centre for Research on Globalization will
not be responsible for any inaccurate or incorrect statement in this article. The Centre of Research on Globalization grants
permission to cross-post Global Research articles on community internet sites as long the source and copyright are
acknowledged together with a hyperlink to the original Global Research article. For publication of Global Research articles in
print or other forms including commercial internet sites, contact: publications@globalresearch.ca
www.globalresearch.ca contains copyrighted material the use of which has not always been specifically authorized by the
copyright owner. We are making such material available to our readers under the provisions of "fair use" in an effort to advance
a better understanding of political, economic and social issues. The material on this site is distributed without profit to those

http://www.naturalnews.com/biotech.html
http://www.naturalnews.com/risk_assessment.html
http://testbiotech.de/en/node/1110
http://www.environmentalhealthnews.org/ehs/news/2013/eu-conflict
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs00204-014-1374-8
http://www.gmwatch.org/index.php/news/archive/2014/15749-suspected-manipulation-of-eu-funded-animal-feeding-study-with-gm-maize
http://www.naturalnews.com/047770_GMO_studies_biotech_risk_assessment.html
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/jonathan-benson
http://www.naturalnews.com/047770_GMO_studies_biotech_risk_assessment.html
https://www.facebook.com/GlobalResearchCRG
https://store.globalresearch.ca/member/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/jonathan-benson
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca
https://www.globalresearch.ca


| 3

who have expressed a prior interest in receiving it for research and educational purposes. If you wish to use copyrighted
material for purposes other than "fair use" you must request permission from the copyright owner.
For media inquiries: publications@globalresearch.ca

mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca

