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FUTURE OF THE AEBC

e “that had been published the week before. As agreed at that meetmg, T any writing to -

o : the rneetmg and in wntrng ﬂﬂef it

eénd of this financial year ‘Thorgisa general fee!mg that the AEBC was a body created for a:
EE 'partrcular timie. It-has’ now largety discha_r
.7 UK Goverfimerit it _gene cally modified: crops: However, there is also
- gagemess o ensire that the' Iegacy of the AEBC = its ramit, ways of workjng and breadth of
- - membership - is sustained in some’ way after its’ end. There is agreement that Government

- should respond to the revzew qmckly and docisive!y R

; ted bodies. Commrsston Mermbers: agreed that the latter was of prrmary
im 'rtanc' _ but felt that therr vrews on the review process should also be heard ;.

o he re"iew

o ) Whlte some members were urnpressed by the anatysrs in the rewew of the AEEC others hacl
A _ooncems “Thig was not a ciiticism of the' raviewer; but of tha narrow framework for-siich -

. “than the. unique and’ experimentat body, in teims of membershlp and remit, that it has been
- On'these terms, some members felt; the réview’s' anatysis glossed overthe’ pamstakmg e
‘negotiation that took’ place tobring’ togethier the array of views represented on the Commlesmn o

: debate about agncultu ral broteohnology
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eaorecemo:.oev comwssron MEMBERS’ REACT!ON TO THE REVIEW AND 'rr-:e ; B

- At the AEBC g meetmg on 9 December !ast 3 'ear, we dascussed the Feview oi the Commtseion RS

© I summarise Commission members views and their thoughts on the future, expressed both at RS

: No AEBC member has dlsagreed wrth the main recommendatlon of the review report thet the_‘ - A
. Commission should be wound up aftercomp!etmg its current work programme soon after the' .. . 0

its remit, having had a significant influence on thr o

‘ses the consensus v:ew o the Commrssron many other pomts have been FRSAEARES SR
' members. These relate to the conduct of the review as well as the future of'_-';_--'_'_-_ SR

i reviews, and the consequent evaluation of the AEBC ‘as a traditional advisory comnittee rathez'-j'_-' R

n:its:reports, as ‘well as the pohtlcal turbulence surrounding its creation, it seemed to start from-'-'_ . S
<. the premise that adwsory bodies must meet harrow targets and restrict themseives to specific R
~issues, and overiookad the AEBC's role as a forum tor anyone who wrshed to engage in o

:



o Some members aEso queried tne report’s representatron of an “mherent fensron in an advrsor_ Do

o _bady that seeks to be both:an'investigative / analytic body and a stakeholder constiltation/ -

L ~consensus forming body”, and the imiplication that this was a disabling factor, because they * - . -
_ ~believed that it was ‘perfectly’ possible o balance these two roles and that Ceexrsrence and e

0 Liability, as a Unanimous report, had done just that: There was some feelmg amongst
. members that the level of analysis in thé review of the AEBC’S reports and the mdmdual
S contributron that each had made had been too sirght e _

. The future .

. AEBC members agreed thatt iherr main fecus in reactrng to the review of the Commrssron

-+ - shotld be on how its role and function could be transferred and sustained if itis wound upas. .~ - -
- expacted. Comments on the future of strategic advices to Govemment on blotechnoiogy and e

. ; agnculture can be separated under four mafn headrngs

' The need to conrrnue to consrder breteehnofagy srra tegrceﬂy

. Whist the poirtrcal rntensrty of the issiiés has basi mrtrgated by various factors mcludmg the

.- Govermment's anhouncemant of policy on GM crops, the review of the AEBC points out that .
- they have not been resolved and could come to prorninence in the future. 1t is therefore

o importarit to continue 1o censrder brotechnofogy ina strategic: wey, rndeed perhaps to develop' .

ol posrtrve agenda for it..

. Whatever the arrangements finally chosen by Government a number of members eommenter" O
- that there must continue to be-a forum whare the social, ethical and other issues that have oo

" ‘beeri part of tha AEBC's remit can be Incorporated into poticy formulation; and for the.

R independence, openness and engagement with the public that have characteriged its ways of R

S ‘working 1o be carried forward. One proposal is that brotechnetogy sheuld be considered n:
o synergy wrth other new technologres, such as nanotechnology D o

Govemment wull wreh to conerder whether to create a new body, with a srmrlar remit and

.. composition to the AEBC, that can continue to advise on biotechriclogy and agnculture or te L

- bro‘ S of reference of an exrstmg hody so as to achreve thrs end

' The needf f agrfcurture as a whofe to be censrder more srrategrcafb/

'nee' 'xpress 3dd by some members dnd also discussed in the review report, foran . -

s increasirigly felt itself moving towards in order.1o provide ani-

_'approprrate context for consrderrng brotechnolegy, but Has been’ constrained in'ifs remrt Seme.' O o
- miembers have: suggested that a new ‘body with such a wider remit should be establrshed S

- within' Diefra, with apprcpnate arrangemente fer the mvefvernent of the devolved
'. '._.admrnrstratrons : R _ -

B The need fer Govemmenr to ream fessons - g

' The AEBC wes in many ways an expenmentai body, given a drstrnctrve and chaliengrng tesk
- Several megmbers have commeénted on the importance of Gavemment leaming lessons from .-

L ': the whole exparience of the AEBC. These lessons wifl be of general relevance to questrons of -

Agricuiture arnid Environment Brefechnelegy Cemm[seien {AEBC] t Victoria Street, London, SW?H DET

o The need to frnd a home !or strategrc advrce specrncaity on brotechnetogy is separate from the S

ks strategically at the widsr context of sustainable. agriculture. Thrs is ¢ a’ S




- n dlscussed and emhedded acmss all the relevant areas of Govemment

twas hoped that such:a body would be aliowad,

N :"."to 'any"' ody taking on aspects_afa
. adequaie time to’ reﬂe_ i

L an ‘adequate budget lt shourd aiso wo
the med:a L SR

-+ represented, a small N
.. “middle.grouind” of ‘opinion, wolild ba better ab
.10 help'any new body hold the atisntion f the natiiral sarence community sc:ence and
o screntrsts need to p!ay a bagger part m any future body N T

L _' It has been pomted out that an app . pnate adwsory structure must be comptemented by -

‘€0 ration it deserves; Some membiers Rave _
making a decision on future advisory bodies, Govemment should

ake 2'serious o; ercise almed at leaming about the central contribut i

sfatutional practlces and arrangements o probiems over rssues such as GM. R

'___o 'ma othar ' "_isters to whom we report Patrfcia Hewvtt Secretary of
dustry, Lawis acDonald {Scottish Execuhve} Carwyn Jones (Welsh

- Assembty Govem ent) and Angela Sm'lth (Northem !reland thce)

ummary of views proves useful to you an your decus:on makang ori tbe
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S Government poilcy of deahng with new technologres it is therefore ;mportant that they are | S

:ndwiduai m_er_nbers have made pract:cal suggest!ons about how any new or mod;ffea " e B
Id be organised; based on {essons leamied from thé AEBC. One simpie biit effecth .
tinue: the legacy of the AEB would be to fecrult one or more-of its- formar membe.

t array of views in order to succeed in its aims. Particularly | BRI
le of the AEBC; a new or modified body would requir- L
_ hard to buald a pubilc profrle by engaglng ctossly wuti L]

i On membershrp, some m' ' mbers felt that whife the fuﬂ range of opinion should contmue o be"'.:' SR o '_ e
7 tota membership, with propomonately greater representation fromthe . P
ole to reach consensus. Some members felt tha_: S

"+ appropriate structures within ‘Government. The broad temit of a future strategic body simifar :c_i-. . - R
o the AEBC may 'qunre co-ordmated support from a number of divisions and/or Gopartments if .




