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Akay, M. T. (2008). A three generation study with genetically modified BT corn in rats: Biochemical and histopathological investigation. Food and Chemical Toxicology, 46(3), 1164-1170. 
	The article is the representation of a study conducted by a company that makes and tests GM foods. The article itself was very well written except it was written to try and prove GM foods were safe. There was tons of information that made generalizations and assumptions based on short and random tests. The article did mention some of the negative health issues that developed during the testing and these weren’t assumptions. While the positives remained somewhat questionable, the negative results were real and on paper. 
 Deneen S. (2006). Genetically Engineered Crops Pose Many Risks. Is Factory Farming Harming America?. Detroit: Greenhaven Press. Retrieved from Opposing Viewpoints.
This is an article written by Sally Deneen, a Seattle freelance writer who argues that genetically engineered crops are dangerous and the companies that sell these crops and foods are failing to let the public know how dangerous these foods are. It starts with how in today’s foods, there is hardly any organic food and everything is genetically engineered processed food.  Another argument that is made in this article is the false claim that genetically engineered foods increase acreage in crops when in reality all these do is harm organic crops and contaminate food. Another argument made is despite the public knowledge that these types of foods are dangerous, labels of food list everything except the genetically engineered ingredients in fear of pushing away consumers. The article finishes by concluding that if people don’t want to eat genetically engineered food, stick with organic but if people don’t mind, and then they shouldn’t care because no matter what, genetically engineered food is in everything we eat.
Genetically Modified Foods: Its uses, Future Prospects and Safety Assessments. (2010). Biotechnology, 9 (4), 444-458. Received from EBSCOhost.
	This article was more like a report and as the title suggests, this article was an assessment of various tests of GM foods. There was a lot of helpful information about the tests and the article really got into the details of each test and result. As with any GM foods test there were negative effects and the scientists shrugged these off and assumed possible positive effects outweighed the negative. The article made compelling arguments but almost all information were assumptions and guesses of possible futures for GM foods.
Hughes, E. (2005). The contaminated risk of GM crops: nationalism and the genetic modification debate. Journal of Public Affairs (14723891), 5(3/4), 251-262.
	This is an article that dove into the debates of GM foods and argued against the negative effects of GM foods. While the article was well written and very informative for both sides of the argument, the author is biased and looking into his background proves that. The arguments the author wrote are nice arguments but are based on assumptions and theories and his credibility is questionable. The nice thing about this article that it gave nice specific detail into some of the negative effects of GM foods and gave great details about some of the chemical compounds in GM foods that cause different health issues.
Institute for Responsible Technology. (2006). Genetically Modified Foods Are Unsafe to Eat. In J. D. Torr (Ed.), Current Controversies.Genetic Engineering. Detroit: Greenhaven Press. Retrieved from Opposing Viewpoints.
The article starts with a study conducted by a company that makes genetically engineered foods and a study that was conducted where this company fed rats genetically engineered tomatoes which the rats refused to eat. The rats were force fed these tomatoes and soon developed health issues like damaged immune systems, smaller brains, and atrophy of the liver. Another argument that is made in the article is how certain genetically engineered foods are banned in different countries but are allowed in others. With these diverse and different laws on genetically engineered crops, cross pollination and contamination of crops runs rapid, even in countries where the genetically engineered crop is banned simply because the contamination potential is so great with these crops.
Jefferson, V. (2006). The Ethical Dilemma of Genetically Modified Food. Journal of Environmental Health, 69(1), 33-34. Retrieved from EBSCOhost.
	The article isn’t so much about the health issues of GM foods but gets into the ethical side of GM foods which gives new information and new insights to GM foods. The article goes into the business ethics of the companies that make and sell GM food products and goes into the public opinion on GM foods. The article really makes good use of its sources and information with smooth writing that isn’t so heavy to read. The information is credible and the article was very well written.
Rees, A. (2009). Genetically Modified Food Should Be Banned. In N. Harris (Ed.), At Issue.Genetically Engineered Foods. San Diego: Greenhaven Press. Retrieved from Opposing Viewpoints.
This article clearly and concisely argues 6 main arguments that are constantly being made in the genetically engineered food debates and clearly states their side of the argument with evidence. Some arguments this article uses is the argument that the product is needed and therefore it needs to be used to meet demands. The article argues that even though there is a need for these foods, genetically engineered crops are looked down upon by the general populace but these companies ignore that fact. Another argument that is made about genetically engineered food is that these crops are “safe” to farm and won’t contaminate when in reality these crops are ruining the economy for some countries. The article uses Canada’s failing soy economy where a genetically engineered crop completely ruined Canada’s soy industry.  
Smith, J. M. (2009). The Health Risks of Genetically Modified Foods Are Being Ignored. In N. Harris (Ed.), At Issue.Genetically Engineered Foods. San Diego: Greenhaven Press. Retrieved from Opposing Viewpoints.
This article begins the opening argument that the FDA has announced the dangers of genetically engineered foods but these companies that produce these products continue to sell regardless. The FDA can’t stop the selling of these foods because it’s not in their department, but the FDA has announced that the foods are dangerous.  Another argument made in this article is how there is untested genetically engineered foods are being sold to the public because most of these tests and studies are conducted by nonprofit groups of scientists and they have gotten around to these foods so the food companies seize the opportunity and sell as much as they can. A final argument that is made is because of these factors there is a dangerous additive in these foods are has been publicly announced to be dangerous in consumption but the food companies ignore this, sell the additive in foods and refuse to mention that the additive is in these foods.
The Safeness of Genetically Modified Foods Is Unproven. (2009). In L. I. Gerdes (Ed.), Opposing Viewpoints.Genetic Engineering. San Diego: Greenhaven Press. Retrieved from Opposing Viewpoints.
This article doesn’t go into detail about how dangerous these genetically engineered foods are but rather the risk that they could be dangerous but we don’t know about it because of the lack of funding available to scientists who conduct the safety tests.  The article argues that the scientists that conduct these safety tests are non profit companies that do their best to help the public but they lack the required funds, the studies take longer than they should, and the government is holding them down so food companies can continue to sell their products. The article argues that it’s clear that the foods are dangerous but there is so much going on that they can’t prove it because food companies have more funding available to hide the truth. The studies that have been successfully conducted do prove that the foods are in fact dangerous but food companies demand more evidence. Despite these calls for truth by food companies, the article argues that these food companies haven’t even proved the safeness of their foods.
Varzakas, T. H., Chryssochoidis, G. G., & Argyropoulos, D. D. (2007). Approaches in the risk assessment of genetically modified foods by the Hellenic Food Safety Authority. Food & Chemical Toxicology, 45(4), 530-542.
	The article goes into the details of the testing of GM foods, the types of tests and how they are conducted. The article gives various study results and the authors are credible but biased towards one spectrum of the information side. Much of the positive result of tests are a bit reaching while the negative results like health issues and contamination issues are real with information and evidence to back them up.

