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Competitiveness versus ‘clean and green’? The regulation and

governance of GMOs in Australia and the UK
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5. Conclusions

Our comparative analysis of the recent experience with
GMOs in the UK and Australia emphasises several inter-
esting dimensions of governance and regulation, viz:

e The conflicting discourses in respect of GMOs, and the
different visions these reveal as to rural futures.

e The role of agency and its influence in the debates over,
and governance of, biotechnology.

e The nature of place and interest-based resistance.

e The ‘geography’ of regulation and governance.

e Power and its role in the mediation and negotiation of
social contests over technological futures.

e The shaping by central governments of regulatory and
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