
 
The article by Chang Ai-Lien “Let GM salmon swim through red tape” (Sunday 
Times February 24) is a skewed piece of reporting which left me questioning her 
motives.  
 
This current ‘Frankenfish’ debate is highly controversial in the US, and on February 
25, the Food & Drug Administration (FDA) is expected to release its formal approval, 
unless the protests of the anti-GE salmon coalition are heard. 
 
As someone who has been following this matter closely as a concerned human 
being, it is clear that Chang chose to quote only sources that support her viewpoint. 
Apart from the economic and thinly veiled humane (“…help world hunger”) reasons 
cited, there are ethical, environmental and health concerns that have not been 
addressed. 
 
Why would scientists at AquaBounty (the company behind Frankenfish) choose to 
splice genes from an eel-like creature called the ocean pout into the genome of the 
Atlantic salmon? The answer is simply to get these ‘fish’ to market in half the time (as 
Chang pointed out). These genes crank out growth hormones all year round – I am 
no scientist but this cannot be how nature has intended it.  
 
This process would mean cost savings for fish farmers, and higher profits for that 
industry, and no doubt, for AquaBounty as well. How is this supposed to alleviate 
‘world hunger’ when we know that these ‘fish’ will end up on the plates of diners in 
the developed countries with a penchant for salmon, and not on the tables of the 
starving in undeveloped countries? 
 
Opponents of GM fish pointed to research that suggests a release of just sixty GE 
salmon into a wild population of 60,000 would lead to the extinction of the wild 
Atlantic salmon population in less than 40 fish generations. Even though AquaBounty 
claimed that they would only be breeding all-female fish, which by the way – 
unnaturally carry three copies of every chromosome in each cell instead of the 
normal two – to make them sterile, there is still no guarantee that all the fish will be 
sterile. Nature will always get its way. 

Opponents have also challenged AquaBounty’s own findings that there are “slightly 
elevated levels of insulin-like growth factor 1 - the presence of which may increase 
the risks of cancer. 

While the FDA had stated in a report quietly released just before last Christmas that 
it had found “no significant impact” from these GE fish, I urge us to think about their 
response clearly. While consuming these Frankenfish may not immediately cause 
any visible harm today, how are we (or the FDA) expected to know what the side 
effects and collateral damage are to our health in the long term?  
 
Should the approval be granted for these Frankenfish to swim into our food chain, I 
hope relevant food authorities everywhere will make it mandatory for companies to 
label all GE foods clearly so we have a choice as consumers. 
 
Frankenfish might be the first GM animal to be approved for our supermarket shelves 
and dining tables. GM crops such as corn have already seeped into our food for 
years. . And as the world faces health crises of epic proportions with the rise of 
obesity, diabetes and cancer, do we really need more GE foods to be added to the 
pool of highly processed and nutritionally-defunct foods that are in our diets today? 
 
Be afraid. Be very afraid. 
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