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Question 3: 
This depends on the region. For the developing world, the most important technology is undoubtedly 
agricultural biotechnology (agbiotech). 
 
Q4:  
The evidence suggests that some of the plant varieties being bred in publc sector institutions in the 
third world (eg, drought resistance) are much more likely to be of value to resource-poor smallholders 
than are those which have been bred (or are likely to be) by the multinational seed companies. 
 
Q5: 
One would have to explore such factors in order to understand the very different public attitudes 
toward GM organisms in Europe vs. the U.S. (though specific events such as the BSE crisis 
undoubtedly also played a role). I don't kow whether this kind of comparative research has yet been 
done. 
 
Q9: 
It seems to me that the most serious blindspot in discussions of agbiotech for the developing world is 
that while everyone is calling for increased spending for agriculture and public-sector research, no 
one has yet been willing to say (a) that the current low levels of both are due to the market-ideology 
(eg, structural adjustment programmes) of the '80s and '90s and (b) that without a wholesale rejection 
of that ideology and a political commitment to strengthening third world public-sector ag research, 
agbiotech is not going to help the vast majority of farmers in the developing world. 
 
Q10: 
There is a great deal of evidence for this. There is general agreement in the literature (as among 
development agencies) that because the private-sector agbiotech research agenda is geared toward 
large commercial farmers (ie, the motives are economic rather than ethical), the only way to develop 
agbiotech in the interests of the impoverished rural popullation is to strengthen such research in the 
public sector (where economic concerns are, or should be, subordinated to ethical/social/political 
ones). 
 
Q11: 
In the case of agbiotech, an important principle would be that everyone in the developing world should 
be entitled to a diet containing 2500 kcal per day; the development of the technology should be 
directed toward that goal. 
 
Q15: 
Public opinion should play a much larger role than it does now (that is, if one values democratic 
principles more than maximising corporate profit). Ian Scoones' 1996 book on agbiotech in India 
suggests that there (specifically in the state of Karnataka) biotech policy was heading for trouble 
because it was seriously at odds with the concerns of a large proportion of the (predominantly rural) 
population.  In the West, similarly, it has often been said that one of the prime reasons for public 
hostility toward GM organisms is that the traits which have been bred by the industry are designed 
largely to benefit (a small number of) farmers rather than (the infinitely larger number of) consumers.  
Where policy is radically out of line with public opinion, conflict is likely. 
 


