A recent, widely published op-ed by Ji m Goodnan

Is bigger better, or is smaller the future?

Bi gger is always better, isn't it? Big cars, big houses, big
busi ness, big farnms. If you were big, you nade nore noney.
Clearly, that is way of the world. \Wen Europeans col oni zed the
Anericas, they wanted nore land -- not sone of it, all of it.
Napol eon wanted nore | and. Nothing stopped himuntil Waterl oo.

Per haps we, the hunan race, have reached our Waterl oo? Have we
finally hit the wall with our never-ending desire for "bigness"?
| decided years ago that | didn't want ny farmi ng operation to
get bigger. | liked nmlking 45 cows, raising their feed and doi ng
alittle direct marketing.

| liked being small

"Hopel essly behind the tines," | was told. Local cheese nakers
were giving up; local neat processing was a thing of the past.
Smal | farm ng was dead. The devel oping world couldn't feed itself
and needed industrial farm ng systens.

Who could argue with the Green Revolution? Until the current food
crisis. Not so much a shortage of food but a shortage of cheap
f ood.

The poor can't afford to eat, and the mddle class feels the
pi nch. Wiy wasn't industrial agriculture, farmng fence rowto
fence row, feeding the world?

And there's the rub, feeding the world was never the intention
In the '70s, well-nmeaning researchers and eager graduate
students, nyself included, were convinced we could elininate
hunger in our lifetine. W had good intentions, but the big

pi cture was al ways about nmaking a profit.

Farmers, using cheap fuel, fertilizer and plenty of chem cal s,
could plant nore acres, produce enough volune and generally nake
a profit.

This, of course, benefited the seed and chem cal conpani es that
long ago figured out small farmers saving their own seed and
tending snall acreages didn't spend nuch noney.

The big nmeat packers and dairy processors anticipated the end of

| ocal processing. Their market share increased, and they grew. By
breaki ng the | abor unions, they could pay | ower wages, bring in

i mm grant workers, increase profits and grow even | arger

It was a grand plan; agribusiness corporations were increasing
profit margins quarter after quarter. The bigger they grew, the
better it worked. Prices paid for aninmals, mlk and grain fell as



farnms grew | arger and produced nore. Small farmers coul dn't
conpete as per-unit profit margins fell and only the |arger
producers coul d survive.

And it continued. G| prices went up, and farners were urged to
grow nmore corn for ethanol. Mdre and went into corn production
wheat acreage fell, pastures were planted to corn, specul ation
pushed prices up and food prices soared. The Internationa

Monet ary Fund estinmates that 50% of the increase in food price
was due to ethanol production.

Instead of feeding the world, industrial agriculture starves it.

VWil e oil conpanies banked the highest profits of any industry
ever, people lost their homes, jobs and farns and a world econony
based on oil foundered. W had gotten too big, we had abandoned

| ocal production and marketing, given up on our |ocal comunities
and beconme too dependent on gl obalization and the corporations
that control it.

The corporations that brought us cheap food, cheap oil and the
world on a string turned out to be parasites concerned only with
profit. They convinced us growh would all ow everyone to prosper
but their prosperity was their only concern

Small is the future. We know i ndi genous farners can produce nore
food using traditional farmng nmethods. All they need is an end

to wars and, as Frances More Lappé woul d say, "nore denocracy."
The Worl d Bank and the G 8 need to |let them make their own

deci sions and feed thensel ves.

Western countries need to take a step back as well. W cannot
continue to source our food fromthe rest of the world. W cannot
continue to feed grass-eating aninmals a diet of grain, nor can we
continue to fill our fuel tanks with grain. W cannot continue to
encour age and subsi dize industrial agriculture at the expense of
smal | | ocal producers.

VWhat we can do is return to local and regional food production
We can allow the rest of the world to feed thensel ves by reining
in the influence of nultinational grain and chenical conpanies.
We can redevel op | ocal comunities and keep | ocal dollars | ocal
rather than filling the coffers of offshore corporate bank
accounts.

We cannot | ook at individual factors as causing the food crisis.
Col l ectively, ethanol, corporate control and specul ation are
i ndicative of the failure of entire systens.

Waterl oo is synonynous with defeat, but it was also a victory
agai nst enpire. W need another victory against enpire; we need
to reclaimour sense of |local and realize the necessity of being
smal | and interdependent on conmunity. W need to end thousands
of years of thinking that bigger is always better
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