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Earth Open Source
Earth Open Source is a not-for-profit organization dedicated to assuring the sustainability, security,
and safety of the global food system. It supports agroecological, farmer-based systems that conserve
soil, water, and energy and that produce healthy and nutritious food free from unnecessary toxins. It
challenges the use of pesticides, artificial fertilizer and genetically modified organisms (GMOs) on the
grounds of the scientifically proven hazards that they pose to health and the environment and because
of the negative social and economic impacts of these technologies. Earth Open Source holds that our
crop seeds and food system are common goods that belong in the hands of farmers and citizens, not of
the GMO and chemical industry.
Earth Open Source has established three lines of action, each of which fulfils a specific aspect of its mission:
• Science and policy platform
• Scientific research
• Sustainable rural development.

Science and policy
Because the quality of our food supply is intimately connected with political and regulatory decisions, for
example, on pesticides and GMOs, Earth Open Source functions as a science and policy platform to provide
input to decision-makers on issues relating to the safety, security and sustainability of our food system.
Earth Open Source has published and co-published several reports that have had impact
internationally:
• Roundup and birth defects: Is the public being kept in the dark?
• GM Soy: Sustainable? Responsible?
• Conflicts on the menu: A decade of industry influence at the European Food Safety Authority (EPSA)
• Europe’s pesticide and food safety regulators Who do they work for?
—

Scientific research and sustainable rural development
Earth Open Source has laboratory and field research projects under way on several continents. Farmerled agricultural development projects are ongoing in Asia. Details will be released as these projects come
to fruition.
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