My Hypothesis: Well I want to focus on patents, the effect of the plant on the environment (gene pollution) and possible solutions (ex. Terminator gene). At the beginning I felt the terminator gene thing would have been a good idea… but now I’m reconsidering. Also I found that Monsato only patents the process of gene transfer, not the organism itself.
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I. Introduction
Okay, what I’m going to discuss in this paper is a little story about a little farmer who finds himself battling a large corporation. The problem here is the issue of Genetically Modified Organisms (GMO’s). These are organisms that have a transgenic genome, meaning that they have, through genetic engineering, been given genes not native to the natural genome of an organism’s natural counterparts. These organisms have been put on the market because of the benefits that these added genes express through the organism (ie better yields, resistance etc….), these GMO’s I feel can hold a great promise, but as well if used prematurely and incompetently could also lead to disaster. Several issues result, the main concern in the Monsanto case was the rights of the farmer invoibility of their lands subject to contamination from Monsanto’s pollen (Biopollution). Another concern is the actual pollution and consequences of Biopollution. I’ll address some of the socioeconomic consequences too ( farmers in India vs terminator gene). 

My Hypothesis: Laws have to not only make sure that GMO’s are safe for human consumption, but also must be found to absolutely not be able to adversely affect the natural Environment. 


I will refer first to the Monsanto vs. Scheismer case and pick out the legal issues surrounding GMO’s. I’ll then look at several pieces of legislation, and try to see if they do address the biopollution and health aspect effectively. 
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