HOW MUCH FOOD AID IS GM, NON-GM OR NON-US CORN?
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The Guardian
http://www.guardian.co.uk/letters/story/0,3604,862396,00.html
Via AgBioView at www.agbioworld.org
Klaus Amman forwarded a letter published in The Guardian (below) in which US
Embassy employee Lee McClenny claimed that "exactly 0% (ie, none at all) of
the maize food aid offered by the US and refused by several African
governments actually came from the US. Little US maize was available at that
time, so we sold surplus wheat and bought South African maize locally with
the funds generated."
This implied strongly that the rejected corn was NOT GM corn at all.
Apparently this is incorrect. I have contacted the US Agency for
International Development press office in Washington, DC and they state this
information is completely incorrect.
According to US AID's press office, the information in the letter from the
US Embassy is wrong because of a law passed by Congress in the 1970s
requiring that any US food aid be given in the form of US commodities. Thus,
there was no sale of US wheat in exchange for South African corn.
100% of the corn donated to the World Food Program by the US was US corn.
Therefore, the reality remains that the corn rejected by Zambia was US
commodity corn that is a mixture of non-GM and GM corn (likely at a rough
ratio of 70/30 percent).
Because of that pre-existing law, the accusation by anti-biotech activists
that the Bush Administration made a conscious and cynical decision to
deliberately "force" GM food on Africa is totally bogus. Any US
administration, even one theoretically headed by Vandana Shiva herself would
be legally bound to donate US commodity stocks, which aren't organic or
GM-free.
Africa's staple food for the masses is corn (mealie meal, or corn meal), so
that is the most logical food to donate. (they are familiar with it, how to
cook it, fits within their cultural context -- something on which Shiva
places high importance) And seeing as the US does not segregate based on the
process used to develop the particular crop variety, even a Shiva
administration would be forced by US law to give the Africans US corn
containing some amount of GM kernels.
As for any notion that giving Southern African nations cash instead would be
a better approach to famine relief, even if US law didn't forbid it, it
would still be a bad idea for several reasons. 1. The remaining food in the
region is expensive -- US AID reports corn prices three times higher than
the highest recorded maize prices in 2000 and 2001. 2. The governments in
the region are notoriously corrupt -- ie. the Malawian grain stocks
sale/profit rip off -- so much of the money would likely be siphoned off
into Swiss bank accounts 3. The delay in translating cash into food would
likely leave millions in the lurch before food arrived.
Hope this clears up this recent confusion.
Alex Avery, Hudson Institute, Center for Global Food Issues

 

