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Dr Michael Hughes

Your update of the situation is very welcome.

You correctly point out out that it would seem

rational to subject new conventional cultivars to the
same (or at least a more rigorous) testing regime as
those for GMQO's. This would, however, add cost but
possibly not reduce overall risk. The method of
substantial equivalence has served very well up to
now. More cost means more expensive food, and more
tests will probably also reduce the number of plant
breeders to those who are prosperous enough to stand
the risks, as it has with GMO's.

The third world needs GMO technology now, and it is
probable that the developed world will need it also in
the not so distant future. Given the poor level of
political leadership in europe, it is hard to imagine
that GMO's will have anything other than a long and
expensive entry into general use. This will mean that
there will be little resource available in big biotech

for what will be marginal investment for third world
i.e. specialist GMO cultivars.



