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i ty  io adopt. Ot coursc there is a lot of 
gucssing on thew matters. Still. con- 
sider by contrast a conclusion of the 
World Food uriil Nirrriliori S~irily (June, 
1977) commissioned by President Ford 
and curried out under the auspices of the 
National Academy of Sciences: " I f  
there is the political will in this country 

and abroad.. . i t  should be possible to 
overcome the worst aspects of wide- 
spread hunger and malnutrition within 
one generation." A big "if." to be 
sure. *But i t  serves notice that there are 
solutions to hunger that are not diamet- 
rically opposed to the biblical moral 
traditions. 

Food First 
by Frances Moore Lapp6 and Joseph Collins 
(Houghton Mifflin;  466 pp.; $10.95) 

Luther Tweeten 

I applaud the authors for depicting so 
vividly the problems of world hunger. 
They properly give priority in  develop- 
ing economies to agriculture (Food 
First!), to labor-intensive enterprise, to 
the low-income farmer, to institutional 
(especially land) reform, to redistribu- 
tion of wealth, to curbing of monopoly 
power, and to primacy of the person. If 
asking the right questions is half the 
solution to a problem, the authors have 
gone far. With such a superb start one 
anticipated a compelling analysis of 
world hunger problems by authors with 
soft hearts and hard heads. I was right 
only about their hearts. The analysis is 
seriously flawed and capable of much 
mischief. Unloving critics who are 
turned off by the authors' excesses will 
likely reject even the worthwhile parts 
of the book. Uncritical lovers, princi- 
pally counterestablishment types, will 
err by accepting the whole. 

The book is written as a utopian 
melodrama. Corporations and land- 
lords, the villains, can do no right. The 
formerly hungry peasants of Cuba and 
China, the heroes, can do  no wrong. 
Such naiveti affronts the intellect 
throughout. 

To illustrate I will focus on the au- 
thors' treatment of American agricul- 
ture. They use output per unit  of land as 
their measure of efficiency, even after 
conceding that land is not the limiting 
resource. By this measure they conclude 
that small farms are more efficient than 
large farms. But in  fact labor and capi- 
tal. as well as land, are scarce and must 
be included when measuring efficiency. 
I f  we use output per unit  of all produc- 
tion resources to measure efficiency, 

small farms in the U.S. are far less 
efficient than large farms. I n  1970 effi- 
ciency on small farms (sales of $2,500 
or less) averaged 37 per cent of that on 
large farms (sales of $100,000 or more). 
Efficiency on farms with sales of 
$2.500-$5,000 averaged 47 per cent of 
that on large farms the same year. Ac- 
tual farm production in 1970 could have 
been produced with $58 billion invested 
in family farms with sales of $4O,OOO to 
$100,000 per year, or with $153 billion 
invested in family farms with sales of 
less than $2.500 per year. 

Though small farms are inefficient, 
their operators are not necessarily poor. 
Net income from farm and nonfarm 
sources averaged $17,551 in 1967 on 
farms with sales of $2.500 or less, 
compared with average net income for 
all farms of $19,059. Because small 
farms have higher equity in their land 
and a higher ratio of off-farm to farm 
income, they are far less vulnerable to 
instability from weather or markets than 
are large farms. 

The American "Food Power" policy 
(using food in  an international power 
play) depicted by the authors is a 
myth-its only reality an illusion 
created by the authors. Farm commod- 
ity legislation from 1973 to 1977 was 
essentially the same as from 1961 to 
1973. and the new Food and Agriculture 
Act of 1977 makes no real change. 
Circumstances, not policies, were dif- 
ferent for Earl Butz than for other recent 
secretaries of agriculture. The different 
circumstances arose mainly from poor 
weather and increased demand for U.S. 
farm exports. Most of the variability in  
exports and world food prices came 

from unstable year-to-year purchases by 
the Soviet Union and China. (The latter 
did not purchase directly from us but 
affected world markets by purchasing 
from Canada, Australia. and others.) 

The authors criticize the call .for 
freer trade in the so-called Flanigan 
Report. Implementing free trade. how- 
ever, would reduce the level and varia- 
bility of consumer prices in the U.S. as 
well as other countries and would not 
result in the "belt tightening" depicted 
by the authors. Trade barriers aimed at 
protecting American farmers, which the 
authors support, are inconsistent with 
their recognition of the need to remove 
barriers to imports from less developed 
countries. The authors are quite wrong 
in contending that most of the profits 
from trade end up with export corpora- 
tions. The gains accrue largely to farm- 
ers and consumers at home and abroad. 
The authors' assertion that "every item 
has a price and that price, in large part, 
is determined by what the world's 
better-off customers are willing to pay" 
ignores supply entirely. It also ignores 
the massive impact on prices by the 
world's not-so-better-off customers. I t  
makes a big difference if these countries 
buy nothing or double purchases. 

The authors contend: "We cannot 
look at technology in agriculture as 
freeing people from labor when produc- 
tive work is what people need and want 
more than anything else." But produc- 
tive work can be found in other U.S. 
industries that do  not have excess ca- 
pacity and massive surpluses-if we will 
remove the barriers to employment in 
these industries. If we will not remove 
the barriers, then 1 suggest a wage- 
earnings supplement that is nationwide 
in scope, not just for agriculture. 

The authors contend that money- 
lenders should not hoard a crop until it 
brings a better price and that the price 
should remain constant throughout the 
year-a position that ignores the cost of 
storage and the value of holding food 
until i t  is most needed. They also say 
that 100 per cent of parity implies a 
satisfactory return, but in fact only 77 
per cent of parity is required to bring 
returns equal to all costs of production 
(including family labor) on farms with 
sales of over $100,000, whereas 209 per 
cent of parity is required to cover all 
production costs on small farms. Assur- 
ing 100 per cent of parity would speed 
consolidation and eliminate many small 
farmers. 
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The authors advocate the goal of local 
and regional food self-sufficiency for 
the U.S. That is indeed utopian. They 
state: "Once corporate interests put 
American farmers out of business, mak- 
ing America self-reliant in food will not 
be easy or accomplished overnight." 
That statement contains innuendos and 
conclusions too ridiculous to address. 

The authors leave additional miscon- 
ceptions that need to be corrected. For 
examples, it should be noted that the 
purpose of livestock feeding is not to get 
rid of overproduction. and the "Global 
Supermarket" (worldwide food produc- 
tion network) does not exist to serve 
only its creditors. Food stamps will 
purchase an adequate, nutritious diet, 
one superior to the average American 
diet. The low percentage of income 
Americans pay for food is riot to be 
ridiculed-low-income consumers ob- 
tain food i n  the U.S. for as few hours of 
labor as in any country in the world. 
Contrary to the authors'-assertion. 
American farmland isnot assessed at its 
subdivision value. 

The authors' abuse of facts and logic 
with respect to American agriculture 
raises serious doubts about their credi- 
bility in  dealing with foreign agricul- 
ture. The authors fail to ask or answer 
the most difficult question of all: How 
are the world's hungry and dispossessed 
to get from where they are to a desired 
status of dignity, equality, and self- 
sufficiency? If one accepts the authors' 
thesis, revolution, even a continuing 
bloody one. seems the only solution. I 
use the term "continuing" because the 
dispossessed freedom fighters of today 
become the tyrants of tomorrow. In the 
authors' argument, the loss of lives 
today and of freedom tomorrow through 
revolution must be weighed against the 
problems of continuing world hunger as 
a result of retaining the present struc- 
ture. That i s  an egregious moral di- 
lemma based upon a pessimistic outlook 
indeed. 

In 1776 Adam Smith claimed that the 
atomistic free enterprise system turns 
individual greed into public good. Such 
a market system does not require a trade 
unless both parties gain. Although the 
American model is not characterized by 
atomistic markets in every economic 
sector. i t  does feature an elaborate 
check and balance system. Individuals 
are free to write iconoclastic books such 
as Food First. "Benevolent" founda- 
tions are free to "bite the hand [endow- 

ments from private enterprise] that 
feeds them" by funding counterestab- 
lishment projects. 

Organized greed-whether in labor 
unions. agrarian brigades, monopolies. 
or revisionist Communist parties- 
without a check and balance system 
possesses the bargaining power to take 
from the disadvantaged-arid there will 
always be those bargaining from a 
lesser power base. Instead of many 
landlords in a traditional economy, 
agrarian workers in  a Marxist country 
find they have only one. The govern- 
ment can extract high rent with no op- 
tions for workers to voice dissent or 
move to another job. 1 wish the authors 
had addressed the issue of how to bring 
about changes in  attitudes and institu- 
tions outside the Marxist model. 

Lapp6 and Collins have written a 
darkly pessimistic view of world 
hunger. They have concluded correctly 
that the means are available to provide a 

nutritious diet for all. I f  the problems 
were lack of technology or even of 
resources. they could be resolved by 
science (improved food production and 
family planning techniques, etc.). But 
the problems are attitudinal and 
institutional-problems that science, as 
well as the authors of this book, find 
inscrutable and intractable. 
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Briefly Noted 

The Coming Russian 
Invasion of Israel 

by Thomas S. McCal 
and Zola Levitt 

(Moody Press [Chicago]; 96 pp. 
t paper]) 

This is not the usual line of 

$I .95 

books 
mentioned here, but it is important be- 
cause i t  represents a viewpoint that has a 
crucial bearing on Jewish-Christian re- 
lations and. not so indirectly, on at- 
titudes toward Israel. Focusing on Eze- 
kial chapters 36 through 39, the authors 
explain that everything happening now 
i n  the Middle East is direct and precise 
fulfillment of biblical prophecy. Russia 
is the "King of the North" and will soon 
invade Israel, leading to Armageddon 
and the instant conversion of the Jews to 
"their Messiah." Utmost efforts on be- 
half of the defense of Israel are divinely 
mandated. All this sounds fantastical to 
many people, but i t  is believed by mil- 
lions of Americans who accept a premil- 
lennial interpretation of scripture. 

President Carter has said that he be- 
lieves the establishment of Israel is an 
instance of biblical prophecy being ful-  
filled, although presumably he does not 
buy into all the details of "God's time- 

table" set forih by the authors of this 
book, or by Hal Lindsey (The Late 
Grear Planet Earrh), who writes a 
foreword to i t .  The American Jewish 
Committee and other Jewish leadership 
groups have- in  recent years courted the 
"evangelicals." believing that their 
commitment to Israel is more reliable 
than that of "mainstream" Christian 
groups. Little wonder, since Israel is a 
key piece in the playing out of the 
divinely revealed scenario. The irony is 
that Christians with a greaterrespect for 
the integrity of living Judaism are not as 
trusted by some Jews as are Christians 
devoted to theirconversion. I t  is all very 
curious. Those who want to understand 
this important curiosity better will find 
The Coming Russian invasion of Israel a 
very helpful introduction. 

A Government as Good 
as Its People 

by Jimmy Carter 
(Simon & Schuster; 262 pp.; $8.95) 

A collection of campaign speeches, in- 
terviews, and the such, with a new 
introduction by the president. A stan- 
dard reference for libraries and students 
of the presidency. 


