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Science and -Man . ‘. . 0 By Jtiahua Lederberg 

Paradox in U.S. Food Police 
THE WORLD FOOD sup. 

PlY panel sponsored by the 
President’s Science Advisory 
Committee is an outstanding 
e x a mple 
of the kind 
of Intellec- 
‘dual mobili- 
zation that 
can help the 
United 
States - 
tain its pgi- 
tiOn of world 
1 e a dership. 
IIf the panel’s 
recently is- Lederberg 
sued report were to be 
,adopted as the core of this 
country’s policy, the world 
could readh a turning point 
as momentous as the estab- 
lisbment of the United Na- 
tions or the NATO alliance, 
Polities is, how,ever, a subt- 
?er calling than science, and 
it is no novelty for a gov- 
ernm,en!t’s innumerable left 
hands to be unaware of its 
right hand’s intentions. 

The central theme of the 
pane!3 report is the need to 
double food production in 
developing couultries during 
the next 20 years. About 20 
per cent of the increased de- 
mand is assigned to improv- 
ing nutrition; the rest is the 
burden of population in- 
crease and the maturing of 
the existing crop of babies. 
The panel emphasizes to the 
urgency of controlling the 
rate of population increase 
if there is to be any hope of 
rescuing the mired. econo- 
mies of the underfed, under- 
capitalized, overpeopled 
countries. 

THE PANEL REPORT 
was released on June 18. On 
June 22, Secretary of Agri- 
culture Orville Freeman an- 
nounced a longhatching pol- 
icy decision te cut back 
wheat acreage for the com- 
ing year by 13 per cent. 
Meanwhile, according to a 
story by Felix Belair Jr. of 
the New York Times, Presi- 
dent James AI Perkins of 
Cornell University had 
traaqmltted to President 

Johnson the opinion of a 
General Advisory Commit+ 
tee on Foreign Assistance 
Programs: it would be “tin- 
thinkable that this country 
would consider a reduction 
in our own food Droduc- 
tion.” _ 

The most cynical construc- 
tion that might be nlaced on 
these discrepancies his .that 
the President is unmoved by 
the prospeotive hunger of 
Indian babies when con- 
fronted by the Midwest 
farm belt’s political ‘reac- 
tions to the current slide in 
farm prices. 

This view may be an over- 
simplification. The states- 
manship and compassion of 
of governmen~tal leaders 
have‘ still to be tested by the 
long-term challenges posed 
by the panel. 

Mr. Johnson could very 
well argue tbat the drop in 
grain prices manifests a fall- 
off of effective demand for 
our wheat exports. For this 
country to produce excess 
food, then give it away, 
would be to disrupt our own 
agricultural economy and in- 
hibit the‘ develoDment of an 
independent capacity for 
food production in poorer 
countries. Many eeonomists 
have pointed out thtat an ar- 
tificial depression of farm 
Prices is the best way to dis- 
courage new techniques of 
agriculture, investments in 
fertilizer and machinery and 
irrigation, and opening up of 
marginal acreage. 

NO COMPARABLE pres- 
sure of oversupply can be 
seen for fertilizers. A more 
enlightened philanthropy 
would be the, shipment 

?broad of the half-million 
tons of fertilizer that mightr 
have been applied to the 
cutback acreage. That would 
help subsidize the invest- 
ment in better farm technol- 
ogy towards which we must 
lead the traditional peasan- 
try. Even greater leverage 
would come, progressively, 
from exporting faetories for 
producing fertilizer, the ex- 
pert technicigns to design, 
build and manage such fac- 
tories, and above all a cadre 
of educators to teach the 
skills needed for economic 
survival in a technologically 
advanced world. 

These levels of aid all 
have their p&e in the pan- 
el’s recommendations. Un- 
fortunately, the higher the 
level, the longer is the lead 
time. Flour can make tomor- 
row’s bread; fertilizer takes 
a crop year to be useful; to 
bring a major fertilizer 
plant into production takes 
five years: to educate from 
illiteracy to scientific sophis- 
tication in agriculture takes 
at least a generation. 

The panel is vehemently 
critica’ of the neglect of 
technical ‘assistance in our 
aid programs. This aspect of 
foreign aid has been sub- 
merged because not enough 
can be spent on it to attract 
a shrewd and ambitious bu- 
reaucracy or to provide an 
answer to the problem of 
surpluses. 

But world economic devel- 
opment is far too inportant 

, to the security of every citi- 
zen to be subordinated to in- 
ter-agency rivalry or treated 
as a side is.9 e to. our farm 

30 sur~lutz dilem a. 


