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_ Scsentists must ask seed. compameﬁ for permsssmn befere puhixshmg mdependen‘t research
-ange eti ally modfﬂed crops That restrlctmn st end
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dvances sn agncuituraﬁ tcchnology——mciudmz, but not  ailxesearch requests, which is bad enough,” wrote Elson J. Shields,
imitéed to] the genetic modification of food crops—have - an entomalogist at Gornell University,ina {e;tgaf o an official ar
mzde felds more productwe than ever: Farmers. grow  the Envivonmental Protection Agency (the body tasked with refu-

: ]_mur crops and fccd ‘more peoplc vsing loss land. ‘They are able  lzting the enviranmenral conseqﬁéhéas 6f genetically modified :.
Br | csr ides and fo’ reduce :he amount. of tilling thar crops), “but selective denials and permissions based on mdu%ry

: leads L0 B il 1, And within the néxt two years, agrirech com-  perceprions of how ‘friendly’ or *hostile'a pamcuiar scientist nmy
panis plan to :ncrodnce advamed crops that are designed re  be woward [seed- -enfiancement] technology.”

‘survive. leat waves and ciwughts resilient characteristics thar  Shields is the spo[\esperson foragreup of 24 corninsect scien-
swill become mc;.easmgl ¥ |mparmnt ina wo:ld mar!\ed by achang- ‘r:sls that opposes these practices, Because the scientises rely on the
: ing climate. coupetation of the companies for theiy rcsearah—tbe} must, afeer
Unforwunately, itis Im}]DSSIbJE to vemﬁf that genetically modi-  ail, gain access o the seads for studles——mcst have chosen 1o re-

: 'ﬁed crops perforni as advertised. That |s becanse agritech compa- main anenymous forfear of reprzsais Thegragp har; subrmrred a
nies have giver themselves veta pawcr over zhf: work of 111depen~ . statement to the EPA protesting tliar
-dentresearchers: ;

¢ 2 resultof ressricted ac-
_ . cess 70 truly. mdependenz research canbe: lcga §y conductad o
To purchase gcntzucaﬂy miodifed, seeds a customet st ‘;wn meny critical questions regardingt the eclmology AN :
- an sgreenent that limits whiat can be dong withs che 1fyou have ‘ g enmugh if any behet Type afcmmpauy were -
installed safewars recently, you will récognize the concepc of the * aijlc w0 prevent mdependencre&ca‘ 1850ing 1rs wires and
' end-user agreerment.) Agrécnients ars cnnstdcrad NEcessary o pro-
tecta comparny's intelleciual propcrry, znd they justifiably pre: : -
chude the ccphcanon of rhc genmc enhancements tlﬂt maké the L
- seeds umquc Bur agntech compames such.as Monsan }
© rand Syngenta g9 furiher. Fora decade their us
" pxcpliciely forbidden the nseof the sceds £or a‘
-search, Under the threat of htzganon scientists Cay
g e.\.p{nre the dlffr:rent todditions’ undi:ij wh rives ot fails. ' g
They LannoL cumpars seeds frain unccompany instiliosefrom. &
_another cempany And perﬁaps most important, :hcy cannot e
- aming whether the gcncﬂcally delﬁﬂd crops léad 1 8 uiin:
rended cnvuenmema} side effects; -
. Résedsch on genetica ly ndlfed seeda s stif
publ:shed ‘'of couise, But only studies that ths
-seed campames have approved ever see the.
“ligheof a. peer-reviewsd journal. 1n a
. nummber of cases, experiments that i/f
“'had the implicit go- -ahiead from the
' 'secd company were iater blocl\ed.‘.
-j-from pubhcauon because. the -1, -
“sults were not flatrering. I is zmpm—-
1. ‘tatto understand thatitis not always
oL simply 2 marter of bianker denial of
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