Emilio Muñoz, Comparative Policies Unit, CSIC, Madrid
These are notes from an excerpt in Muñoz’s paper entitled Evaluation of the New Technologies.  The section is “Conflict among scientists.”  I found it interesting because it sets up a framework for understanding why scientists have such polarized perspectives on biotechnology.

The link for the article is http://www.ct.upc.es/catedraunesco/revista/Numero2/mu%f1oz.htm .  It is from a university in Spain — Universitat Polilecnica de Catalunya, Campus Terrassa.   

Conflict among Scientists

2 groups—ecologists and molecular biologists

--basis for complicated relationship between biotechnology and agriculture

--holistic vision vs reductionist vision

Ecologists’ characteristics—

Holistic view, “Risk is never zero,” cite extremes, see nature ruled by Murphy’s Law –“Everything that can go wrong, will go wrong,” 

Biotechnologist’s characteristics—

Reductionist view, reiterate that most important crops in the US are introduced (tomato and potato) and have been subjected to a lot of manipulation (rice, soy), see nature ruled by laws and patterns – state principles, not extreme.  Also—scientists that defend biotechnology are the same as those who have developed it.  

