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(1) The Genetically Modified (GM) Food Labelling Controversy : ideological and Epistemic
Crossovers

ML BIEFHEBZBEREFTRS AT A X — LRMOE
## 4% Mikael Klintman
Mezk4 %5 Social Studies of Science,32/1(February 2002),71-91.

e

EETHRZRLE O DHMm DN T, BEFEARZBEMERRTRENE I, ELEFEDOLD

R NENT, FICRPLR>TWD, ZOMmITIE, GM XFIRE GM IR, ThEN DI
EWHDHIOIC, RARICHETIHERE EOLIICHAL TV I NERE L bDOT, HErEEE, ¢
¥, BORMEEMOFBROKIILIZOWT, FIKEZ O BN & DB HITWRB GRET LT
%

ZOMXTIE, SFEIERIN—TICEHAFALEEMRERE L, GM ZN BRI DL RRFICESNE
BE., GM XZFFR & RO A 7 A4 1 ¥ —ik LUFREGRIERVPERT D, EE3E/I Lo TR
ETHEWNRBENTND, BEILE, A TARF—ORELRDFROLZERHY, 25 LIERE
BHBEFEEEIERBITIELHVELIN, LTIERITLEVILOTERL, AT AnX—HE &
OB iT R EROM & LA D,

Oft£gkin - A (Alliances) & 2Z7=(Crossovers)

CM FrRim$ 23 5546, (GM ROhEE) 5 [EHI) i3, IGMRAhESR] & IGM X
FEs ] EWIHREONMBE LTONT21E)BFERETHD, Tk, I EU LB LIZHE,
KETIE TR EHRITO GMIEECER#EE R L TRy, TEE) L LTHRADITI N, BR
WELRDME LB LT RDDTH D,

GM KB L OZFOWTNOESE &b, BRSNS EICB W TR —1H 5 2 &2
KT, Bl IERAIRICIE GM OBREEY 2 7 2 BB T 2 RBEHRL, SR 0E KL BHT 2 —
Bz 7RENRNDE, Z9 LESHREICL Y. GM XFB L ORI ORIAVERIL AR L, BIgric S
FXERLALTRFICHET D Z EMBAREE o TV D, ZOMXTIX, MHOEAN, B HHERS
7 ATED L DI GMBBEZ KRR LWV ) FRICEEMN T 5002 EL TW1D

OF&E X%

GM RIS « BAL L T2 100 DL EOFRERCHBRE I L2 EREAE L, ThEhOEITR
THEIZ, P>~ B LTRONDFHROAZRRE Ui, Y4 NGO M —fRICHET TH L TV B 158
5. NGO ORICHFET D@mmOMESCI L EHALMNCT I I L2 HIE LTz, RN ER O
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B, TOERISVTH, /A 77 BB, < oh0 NGO 2 %< OBRER T LTHY
KR ARROBBMTICOVTITIHEBEEDRROBMBE L OBR TR T D 2 20iEmRH D, 1 2
T AR TFIIHEEICRILLPBME AL SE, REUITHY, HEFOBRIZET S HLO TR
WEWI EETHD, b9 1 DITHBEHICE > TRENICAAETH D &0 ) TRT, KRBEBMH T
AREH LB FEO DA P EKIBICHEMSE, HEEY AL LTORMEROBEIT, BUTLRYT
NEEERETHRVET D,

OGM FRIZERT B4 7 4 1 ¥ —By /2w

KETHRREBMNT 2 X2 RITZ <. 2000 EfTbN b 2METIT 85%NEBHIR
TRICER LTS, UL, EU & BA Y KETIE, REMN GM o & IFEER TS\ TELT,
GM BRI KA T 2EAIT SI%BETH 5,

FREROTERE LTL, 9, REMNABEEOB A OEREOAENMEICERTObORH D,
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BHEZNEROGIENE - IIREWERIC L ARHOHBINTERNET S (2T, EREFREITA
DEGFBHEPAENT b= " EIDED T2

OA FA X —WiRRE

GM B SRICHEREI T, BEMNFETEZEEL TV AAIOIE I N, GM XF - KFRFDO A% LY b
OAEBEP, NITBICBWTAEMICE B OFEEBRT A X DI1ZiT8T5 (Economic Man) &\ o7
FRI% KT 5BIC b, HRIIHEREE FTEOBUANZRY — A THD L LTS, LiL, —HT
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BB DA —BUTER LTV D
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FERIC B U 7= BRI Oam i, E%i%ﬂ%@?@%&k&AMﬂ%@T%% s 2l RVAR N
N, ERFAMBONHEEEICE LTI, BENRTZITOIC ICFER LRV OF BRI
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FlZ IERROERELZRD DEMEIZ L TH, BRERPEEA~OZBIIE SO TIER L, BIEOKRT
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OFRHEK : Bikimpoiext &
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BN, REVBVETHLH LT HMAITFN LT E LK B2 HRTHY, BRICHET IMHIIE
BHITHY, BERZNET D,
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(2) Explaining International Differences in Genetically Modified Food Labeling Regulations
W AR TARR X AR ORTFHENCR T D ERN L ERICHE T 55
#EE A Guillaume P. Gru'ere, Colin A. Carter, and Y. Hossein Farzin
MEzE 4 /% Selected Paper prepared for presentation at the American Agricultural Economics Association
Annual Meeting, Denver, Colorado, August 1-4, 2004
W=

ARFFEIE, GM BEOFRTFICE LEEPNEBIR L ZBERIZOWT, EEWRFETHRAL L & T2
DT, POXIBERR, FEICEALZAHEORNT 2 BRSEIOPEHALNITLIEEANLE L
TV D,

FPICBT 2RO (HEREXEESR ., REFDFGRE. B THESE) | BHIBTD
FIE DR (BHBR, BHIEE) 1l o T, RRBBICROND ERIORZERN EORKEHRATE S
A L7,

OFEH 1L

BOTFHEBE 0 E A R O & Bl & E BT, 2004 4F 4 HBER O 108 7 EORFHBNCBET 2 F R 2 X
# L7, BRBIENDDEICMZ., RREEIZRVA GMIEYOAER, £REIEOEALZRELTH
HE, AEOEHICBWTEEREEZ R LTV DELEDI,

IhbDEL 2 RFHEIZENI OB T T — 2oL (K1) .

F 1. HOFOREE Li-, 2004 F 4 RSO GM RFHBIOFEIC I SEDOY X b
(FAS Attache Reports ; Richey 2003 DfE#IZ L 5)

Hisdi GM FREHi[E GM ErRRFE GM #RIEEHE
T7UH M7 7VHh, = | AN~ ZFFE | TAT YT, T oA
r A T, a—rYPRI—| T,

N, FIET, A—H

v, 7w
7T HE, BA, FE A | AV mLb—7, | A" r5Fva T
VRRVT ., 74V AR —Hy BUETT.
v, BE, BB 41, AYFTAE L Iy
R R A v, Fo8—b JbH

g, ¥ RE L RS
Toma—F=T, R

FUH, DARFRE
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—U—5 R

ST HT- > TiE, GM FREHIORE (HEloFE, 50N, BE XM, BlE, dRETI28H2
) AEORR., BBOKRHR., BIEHER (W2 ~FEEE, WTO, OECD E~0MEKne &) |
HBEFEDO GM BT AZAE (FEFATERICLD) | v 7 ulRFE (—A%7=Y GDP, GDP iliE

£, GDPIZ 5 5 BEOLE) &EL L, e L TRV,

OxpfER

LB A OERRFEO T RBEARIE Lo b, BIPENFEDOERS 22 AV TRROR

P& FEOHSEFN, BURKFE L OEMBEZA LI Lo, ERMEREZ U TITRT,

s AO— A% OIRADMENF @ VENE, BLWRTRBOR & & DR ME S B RV R IR

A E D0, HAVIIERREIE L2 OSSN,

- BUERTEER N 0 O ENCIIRRHIE b RV H 5, HEE DO GM ZRENEVE T, BLVE

BHIRTRBOR SRR S h D WTREME E VY,

cGMIEMEAELZZ ENH D, TREE L TV AHETI, BENRREZEAT 2 RERE VD,

BELWRRBOR & & D ATREME MRV,

C BREOBHIT, BLVWERREOREB LU E EHRRRBEROE TN H 5, BEOFERREV, £
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