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SAF Code of Ethics:  “stewardship of the land is the cornerstone of the forestry profession” –most foresters agree with Ethic’s principles, but “they are not practical guidelines for making decisions about the most appropriate forms of management or technology to employ”

GM:  “insertion of new, human-modified genes into chromosomes to impart specific new traits that cannot be readily achieved through conventional breeding”

Traits that may justify commercial use:  herbicide resistance, insect resistance, increased growth rate, enhanced bioremediation of polluted soil, and modified chemical composition of wood

Considerations regarding GM trees

Genetic:  genes inserted, traits they impart, physiological processes

Ecological:  prediction and monitoring of env consequences of new genes—inside and outside of plantations

Social:  distribution of risks, costs, and benefits resulting from using GM trees, public acceptance

Certain conditions that should be met for the use of GM trees to be ethically acceptable:

1) Open public evaluation:  GM tree use preceded by sci research, edu, and open public discussion.  Public evaluation based on scientific principles necessary to determine if GM tree use is appropriate.

2) Economic benefits:  sustainability and distribution of benefits and costs should be studied and socially evaluated.  How technology will affect multinationals, regional companies, rural economies, and citizens esp. important to evaluate (esp. important for GM bc/ “patent-intensive nature tends to favor very large companies)

3) Environmental impacts and risks should be evaluated prior to commercialization.  Also, “bc/ uncertainties about ecological effects will necessarily persist, adaptive mgmt associated w/ ongoing public research should continue if commercial introduction occurs”

4) “Evaluation of all risks, costs, and benefits—economic, social, and environmental—need to be integrated and holistic in nature” ie, use that results in reducing bio diversity may be found acceptable if it translates into greater net ecol and eco benefits at a regional or nat’l level.

Key problem:  “deciding when our knowledge base is adequate, when there has been sufficient public discussion, and when there is adequate social consensus that the net effects for proposed uses are positive.”

