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g 01 In all societies, people interact constantly. Sometimes the interaction is
20219 )3 H S53(WA]) SIHBHIHE HI2XIA IS cooperative, such as when business partners successfully collaborate on a
project. Other times the interaction is competitive, as exemplified by two
PRRER e or more firms fighting for market share, by several workers vying for a
promotion that can be given to only one of them, or by rival politicians in
an election. In either case, the term inferdependence applies—one person’s
B go 2 oojz 9740, (302) behe?vior' affects ?mother person’s well-being, either p?ositivelly or negatively.
S30 wEARA HE e BAl 2 S 8RS Z7he) ol Situations of mterdeper%dence are called strategic settings be.cause, n
e Al8d Zse Asteldh WAFAS 19973 9kl A]S A WA order for a person to decide how best to behave, he must consider how
QA 0z Zohahy) AFEon], 014de] = AA] wEAke] Buke 323 others around him choose their actions. If partners want to complete a
99tk WA o] ZAEHA N ATA wEASe] B wak Zbakn o) project successfully, they are well advised to coordinate their efforts. If a
Wy ARY awAlEs A 2ol HATA B oz AAse = firm wishes to maximize its profit, it must estimate and analyze the stance
NSz NQ7H wEASe EAo] Zrkea oS Mut ohz) o e of its rvals. If a worker wants to secure a promotion, she ought to consider
w3l thoksly 1 9SS wolFEth uAFA Y Zrls AASF] AA A the opposing efforts of her colleagues. If a politician wants to win an election,
Skt gEo] ghar) ) ojgg ol dE yddE 5 A AA F8 Ad3 she should pick a campaign strategy that competes favorably with her
a7kl A FEA R et ek agy Fa AAETte B9 dale) g opponent's strategy.
o] MATFAT HAE LAPLEL A7baA] O} a2 B A Ao A Auke Even on a bad-cogitation day, we can easily discover the truth that
AR5 Q= HATFE BAS dAsty] e ey 2z JHe strategy 1s fundamental to the workings of society. But this realization is
At AN oo ZAMEE Q= HAFTAL AFHoE A just the beginning. For a greater challenge, we can try to develop an
Aol ot} x|k Al tzo] Walel tEo] e ol u|A R o] =7} understanding of how people actually behave, and how they should be advised
3l Qe Ao BE “ERE AFAE e AL FAAo7 Hrlsshy to behave, in strategic situations. A systematic study of this sort yields a
A5 AP wEEE g 2o AA e Qo ot A% theory of strategic interaction. The theory is useful in many ways. First,
FARNA, NAERA, A7t 5 st 27 oeix AA LT uebs] o it identifies a language with which we can converse and exchange ideas
AJALS A 1 FQAo] AEEHL JE wB5AEY AT BEEE o]y about human endeavor. Second, it provides a framework that guides us in
A m o] WE S didts AR oA =5x59 g constructing models of strategic settings—a process that engenders insights
TEEo) 8k mX|= Q9lo] Fo0IRE A Ao R Urs|= Zo] Adiyojof by challenging us to be clear and rigorous in our thinking. Third, it helps
a= us trace through the logical implications of assumptions about behavior.
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Genetically modified organisms (GMOs) have been a hot debate topic for

UO]

some time. As detractors press on with demands for GMO food labeling,
most sclentists and food safety experts now promote the healthy and harm-free
nature of genetically modified products. The National Academies of Sciences,
Engineering, and Medicine have finally taken a stand in the debate with an
announcement that GMOs are safe, healthy, and even good for the environment.

The National Academy consortium took the further step of releasing a
website dedicated to educating people about GMOs. Instead of just issuing
a report, the Academies wanted to make the source data available to the
public in a searchable format. “Part of our approach here was to make this
not just a report. This 1s all on a website. We hope that this report will open
a conversation, not make some kind of a proclamation,” said the committee chair.

Of course, the collection of source data is pretty impressive. The committee
that 1ssued the report reviewed a collection of 900 existing reports covering
GMO safety and health. Then they went on to interview a further roster of
30 industry experts and academics. Finally, the committee also reviewed over
700 comments submitted by members of the public. The breadth and variety
of data included in the report shows that a holistic understanding of GMOs
requires a many-angled approach.

All in all, the report concludes that there 1s no substantiated evidence that
GMOs are less safe than non-modified crops. The committee even asserted
that higher levels of vitamin A found in GMOs present a recognizable benefit
to humans. On the agricultural side, the report includes data to show that
farmers growing GMO crops make more money than non-GMO competitors,
and that genetic modifications intended to resist the threat of pests and

herbicides successfully reduce crop loss.
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Some of these mmportant findings effectively squash rumor mill health
concerns and paranoid theories about the dangers of genetically modified
foods. But, that’s not to say that the report ignores the potential dangers of
unregulated GMO production. When it comes to GMOs, the slippery slope
from genetics to eugenics 1s a real concern for scientists and concerned

citizens alike.
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