ARMANDO GUEBUZA, PRESIDENT OF MOZAMBIQUE


FROM A REPORT BY THE MOZAMBIQUE NEWS AGENCY, 2008.

President Armando Guebuza on 18 February stressed that, although the country needs to produce biofuels, they must never be allowed to endanger food security.

Addressing a meeting of the Consultative Council of the Ministry of Agriculture in Maputo, President Guebuza insisted that biofuels are to solve problems, not make them worse. "Biofuels must never endanger the interests of the people", he declared. That meant in particular that Mozambique must not allow biofuel production to deprive farmers of their land.

President Guebuza called for biofuels to be grown on marginal land, and not on fertile soils appropriate for growing food crops.

…

As for the "Green Revolution" the government has promised, President Guebuza said some progress has been made, but not enough. He was particularly concerned at the continuing long delays in granting farmers title to their land. President Guebuza stressed that means must be found to speed up the granting of land titles, and increase the number of farmers who have formal title to their land.

Greater attention must be paid to all matters that could weaken implementation of the Green Revolution strategy, he said.… President Guebuza argued that, if the country is to achieve "food sovereignty", it must know how much of any given foodstuff is required – and after meeting the domestic demand, draw up plans for possible exports.

Nor was President Guebuza impressed by a simple mention of the number of rural extensionists in the country. The question, he said, was to know how many extensionists are required in each of the country's 128 districts, so that each district can commit itself fully to the government's agricultural strategy.

JOHN ATTA MILLS, PRESIDENT OF GHANA


FROM “PLATFORMS” ON THE OFFICIAL WEBSITE OF JOHN ATTA MILLS.

…

Prof. Mills strongly believes that Regional Cooperation in the development of economic infrastructure, especially transport and energy, will be critical to the success of his strategy. This explains the Professor Mills’ strong endorsement of the NEPAD program of regional infrastructure development.

In his vision, agricultural modernization will be critical to the attainment of a dynamic and rapidly growing Ghanaian economy by virtue of its share in employment and in overall output. To this end, the strategy insists on significantly increased public support for agricultural research, extension, and the development of collective agricultural investments such as feeder roads, storage, and marketing facilities. A central pillar of the agricultural modernization program will be the harnessing of water resources for the development of agriculture in order to minimize (if not totally eliminate) the dependence of agriculture on the vagaries of the weather and thus dramatically reduce the risks in the financing of the sector.

In a global economy private sector investments (national and international) are attracted only to economic spaces where their competitiveness can be enhanced through adequately trained (trainable) labor force, well developed, reliable, and affordable social and economic infrastructure as well as through efficient public services (customs, licensing, and tax administration). Thus Professor Atta Mills’ economic strategy is private investment friendly. There is scope, however, for special efforts to assist domestic entrepreneurs, especially in the agricultural and primary industrial sectors such as textiles and food processing. In conclusion, and in Professor Atta Mills’ words, “A renewed commitment to private enterprise, both domestic and foreign, shall (continue to) determine our national economic agenda, with a re-invigorated effort at creating a level playing field for all actors, and at the same time define a purposeful plan of action to protect our national resources from abuse and depredation.”

ELLEN JOHNSON SIRLEAF, PRESIDENT OF LIBERIA


FROM “LEADERSHIP TO END WORLD HUNGER,” SIRLEAF'S ACCEPTANCE SPEECH FOR THE 2006 
AFRICA PRIZE FOR LEADERSHIP, AWARDED BY THE HUNGER PROJECT. 

…

[A]s I accept this award today, I want you to know that I do so particularly on behalf of the thousands of market women of Liberia who made great sacrifices to feed and nurture our nation during its fourteen-year war, and continue to do so as we transition from conflict to peace. … Ending hunger and improving the quality of life of women are inextricably linked, and leadership to end world hunger represents commitment to improving the quality of life of people who are poor and are more likely to be women. Women constitute the majority of the poor in Africa. In all manifestations of poverty, women tend to fare worse than men, lacking access to resources such as land, capital, technology, and adequate nutritious food.

…

History suggests that the first strategic imperative is the need to spur agricultural productivity growth, with a focus on commodities on which the poor and hungry are most dependent. In addition to the major staples, livestock products, oilseeds, and some fruits and vegetables are obvious priority commodities. The promise of modern biotechnology in spurring productivity growth in the region cannot be ignored. However, the role of this branch of science in the economic transformation and sustainable development of impoverished areas is subject to increasing debate and controversy. Countries in search of yield take-offs must seize the biotechnology agenda for themselves. They must seek to make informed choices and establish policies and strategies to respond diligently and judiciously to developments associated with biotechnology. Developing appropriate bio-safety frameworks and intellectual property rights regimes are crucial….

The second strategic recognition is that productivity growth without significant improvements in market functioning is counter-productive. … The life of one child, one woman, or one man is too precious, too sacred, and one too many to lose to hunger or violence….

The emerging Poverty Reduction Strategy Program views agricultural transformation as an essential intervention to ensuring pro-poor growth and the uplifting of women. We plan to accomplish this feat by increasing the productivity of our smallholders, strengthening our institutions, building the capacity of our human resources, providing production materials and inputs to our war-affected families, encouraging private sector investment, and making nutritious food available and accessible to all segments of the population.

COMMITEE ON TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT


FROM “DEVELOPMENTAL ASPECTS OF THE DOHA ROUND OF NEGOTIATIONS: NOTE BY THE 
SECRETARIAT.” 27 JUN 2006.

…

Agriculture has the potential to play an important role in the continuing development of many WTO Members.  For a large number of developing and least-developed countries, agriculture makes a significant contribution to their economies, including its direct contribution to gross domestic production, export revenue and employment as well as to rural development and livelihood security.  However, many of the world's agricultural producers are currently disadvantaged in the world trading environment because of high tariff barriers and competition from producers that receive high levels of domestic or export-related assistance.  Therefore, a reduction in trade barriers and subsidy levels, both domestic and export, can lead to important gains for developing country agricultural producers.  The development aspects related to agriculture can be found in each of the three pillars of the agriculture negotiations – market access, domestic support and export competition.

… [T]he market access pillar has, arguably, the greatest potential to deliver real economic benefits to Members.  As tariff barriers are reduced and tariff rate quotas expanded in both developed and developing countries, increased market access opportunities will allow Members to expand export volumes and revenues.

… At the same time, many developing countries are concerned about the likely impact of tariff reductions on rural livelihood, and consequently on their food security concerns.  Accordingly, they argue for a flexibility in the reduction of tariffs…

…

THE WORLD BANK


FROM THE 2008 WORLD DEVELOPMENT REPORT: AGRICULTURE FOR DEVELOPMENT.

…

Production is mainly by smallholders, who often remain the most efficient producers, in particular when supported by their organizations. But when these organizations cannot capture economies of scale in production and marketing, labor-intensive commercial farming can be a better form of production, and efficient and fair labor markets are the key instrument to reducing rural poverty. The private sector drives the organization of value chains that bring the market to smallholders and commercial farms. The state—through enhanced capacity and new forms of governance—corrects market failures, regulates competition, and engages strategically in public-private partnerships to promote competitiveness in the agribusiness sector and support the greater inclusion of smallholders and rural workers. …

Yet the assets of the rural poor are often squeezed by population growth, environmental degradation, expropriation by dominant interests, and social biases in policies and in the allocation of public goods. Nowhere is the lack of assets greater than in Sub-Saharan Africa, where farm sizes in many of the more densely populated areas are unsustainably small and falling, land is severely degraded, investment in irrigation is negligible, and poor health and education limit productivity and access to better options.… Enhancing assets requires significant public investments in irrigation, health, and education... the security of property rights and the quality of land administration. Increasing assets may also call for affirmative action to equalize chances for disadvantaged or excluded groups …. Land markets, particularly rental markets, can raise productivity, help households diversify their incomes, and facilitate exit from agriculture. As farmers age, as rural economies diversify, and as migration accelerates, well-functioning land markets are needed to transfer land to the most productive users and to facilitate participation in the rural non-farm sector and migration out of agriculture.

Approaches that exploit biological and ecological processes can minimize the use of external inputs, especially agricultural chemicals. Examples include conservation tillage, improved fallows, green manure cover crops, soil conservation, and pest control that relies on biodiversity and biological control more than pesticides. Because most of these technologies are location specific, their development and adoption require more decentralized and participatory approaches, combined with collective action by farmers and communities. Revolutionary advances in biotechnology offer potentially large benefits to poor producers and poor consumers. But today’s investments in biotechnology, concentrated in the private sector and driven by commercial interests, have had limited impacts on smallholder productivity in the developing world—the exception is Bt cotton in China and India. Low public investment in biotechnology and slow progress in regulating possible environmental and food safety risks have restrained the development of genetically modified organisms (GMOs) that could help the poor. The potential benefits of these technologies will be missed unless the international development community sharply increases its support to interested countries.

ALLIANCE FOR A GREEN REVOLUTION IN AFRICA (AGRA), THE GATES FOUNDATION


FROM “STATEMENT ON PLANT BREEDING AND GENETIC ENGINEERING.”

Our mission is not to advocate for or against the use of genetic engineering. We believe it is up to governments, in partnership with their citizens, to use the best knowledge available to put in place policies and regulations that will guide the safe development and acceptable use of new technologies, as several African countries are in the process of doing. We will consider funding the development and deployment of such new technologies only after African governments have endorsed and provided for their safe use. Our mission is to use the wide variety of tools and techniques available now to make a dramatic difference for Africa’s smallholder farmers as quickly as possible.

BILL GATES, THE GATES FOUNDATION


FROM A REPORT ON GATES' SPEECH AT THE 2009 WORLD FOOD PRIZE SYMPOSIUM.

“Some voices are instantly hostile to any emphasis on productivity,” Gates said. “They act as if there is no emergency, even though in the poorest, hungriest places on earth, population is growing faster than productivity.”

Gates’ foundation has committed more than a billion dollars to boost agricultural productivity. He says trangenic crops can help farmers meet their demands faster than conventional breeding practices. Gates announced a new $120 million grant from his foundation will help farmers in Africa gain access to seeds that produce higher yielding crops, while resisting pests.

…

 “The grants will provide training and resources that African governments can draw on as they regulate biotechnology so they can make science-based decisions customized to local conditions about what advances will best serve farmers, consumers and the environment,” Gates said.

JIMMY CARTER, FORMER US PRESIDENT, AND NORMAN BORLAUG, AGRICULTURAL SCIENTIST


FROM THE FORWORD TO PAARLBERG'S STARVED FOR SCIENCE (2008).

…

These inconsistent views regarding the use of transgenic crop technology in Europe and elsewhere might have been avoided had more people received a better education in biological science. This educational gap, which has resulted in a growing and worrisome ignorance about challenges and complexities of agricultural systems, needs to be addressed without delay. Privileged societies have the luxury of adopting a very low-risk position on the GM crops issue, even if this action later turns out to be unnecessary. But the vast majority of humankind does not have such a luxury, and certainly not the hungry victims of wars, natural disasters,and economic crises.

The policy debate about the suitability of biotech agricultural products should focus less on risk—since after more than a decade of commercial experience with the technology, no new risks have yet been documented—and more on access for the poor. Access to biotech seeds by poor farmers is a dilemma that will require interventions by governments and the private sector. Seed companies can help improve access by offering preferential pricing for small quantities of biotech seeds to smallholder farmers. Beyond that, public-private partnerships are needed to share research and development costs for “pro-poor” biotechnology. Of course, there is nothing magic in an improved variety alone. Unless that variety is nourished with fertilizers—chemical or organic, ideally both in combination—and grown with good crop management, it will not achieve much of its genetic yield potential. African governments, following the lead of Europe, have so far resisted the use of modern crop biotechnology. Africa has already missed the industrial revolution and the tractor and fertilizer revolution. As things stand today, Paarlberg shows, there is a risk it will miss the biotechnology revolution as well. This would be tragic, since Africa, with the largest proportion of its population engaged in agriculture, has the most to gain from biotechnologies that protect crops from disease and insects, increase yield stability under drought, enhance nutritional quality, and lower production costs. Responsible biotechnology is not our enemy; hunger and starvation are. Without adequate food supplies at affordable prices, we cannot expect world health, prosperity, and peace.

…

PAUL COLLIER, ECONOMIST, OXFORD UNIVERSITY


“PUT ASIDE PREJUDICES.” NEW YORK TIMES OPINION, 29 OCT 2009.

The debate over genetically modified crops and food has been contaminated by political and aesthetic prejudices: hostility to U.S. corporations, fear of big science and romanticism about local, organic production. Refusing genetic modification makes a difficult problem more daunting. Food supply is too important to be the plaything of these prejudices. If there is not enough food we know who will go hungry.

Genetic modification is analogous to nuclear power: nobody loves it, but climate change has made its adoption imperative. As Africa’s climate deteriorates, it will need to accelerate crop adaptation. As population grows it will need to raise yields. Genetic modification offers both faster crop adaptation and a biological, rather than chemical, approach to yield increases.

Opponents talk darkly of risks but provide no scientific basis for their amorphous expressions of concern. Meanwhile the true risks are mounting. Over the past decade global food demand has risen more rapidly than expected. Supply may not keep pace with demand, inducing rising prices
and periodic spikes. If this happens there is a risk that the children of the urban poor will suffer prolonged bouts of malnutrition.

African governments are now recognizing that by imitating the European ban on genetic modification they have not reduced the risks facing their societies but increased them. Thirteen years, during which there could have been research on African crops, have been wasted. Africa has been in thrall to Europe, and Europe has been in thrall to populism.

Genetic modification alone will not solve the food problem: like climate change, there is no single solution. But continuing refusal to use it is making a difficult problem yet more daunting.

THE MONSANTO COMPANY


FROM MONSANTO'S “CORPORATE RESPONSIBILITY” STATEMENT

By 2030, Monsanto commits to help farmers produce more and conserve more by:

· Developing improved seeds that help farmers double yields from 2000 levels for corn, soybeans and cotton, with a $10 million grant pledged to improve wheat and rice yields.

· Conserving resources through developing seeds that use one-third fewer key resources per unit of output to grow crops while working to lessen habitat loss and improve water quality.

· Helping improve the lives of all farmers who use our products, including an additional five million people in resource-poor farm families by 2020.

That’s sustainable agriculture. And that’s what Monsanto seeds are all about. 

In farm communities around the world, advanced hybrid and biotechnology seeds are helping farm families produce more, earn more and lead improved lives. It’s about more than just improved nutrition. When farmers produce more, they not only have enough for their families, but they can sell the surplus harvest at market.

The economic benefits of improved seeds and farming practices make a noticeable difference in the lives of women and children. With increased income in their villages, independent studies have documented that they have access to better health services and to schools and education for the first time in their lives.

A lot can grow from a tiny seed. Higher yields produce stronger communities. Farmers everywhere deserve the opportunity to choose the tools they need to improve their lives and those of their neighbors as well.

RUTH ONIANG’O, MEMBER OF KENYAN PARLIAMENT, PROF. OF FOOD SCIENCE AND NUTRITION AT JOMO KENYATTA UNIVERSITY OF AGRICULTURE AND TECHNOLOGY

FROM MONSANTO WEB ARTICLE “ONIANG'O SEES URGENT NEED FOR FOOD BIOTECH IN AFRICA”

…

"I've gotten frustrated at the levels of hunger, levels of food insecurity on this continent, food crises one after another," says The Honorable Ruth Oniang'o, a member of the Parliament of Kenya and Professor of Food Science and Nutrition at Jomo Kenyatta University of Agriculture and Technology. "We have not always been food insecure. I think what has happened is we have not kept up with the world events, with the technologies. … And I don't know of any country, which developed without using science and technology."

Increasing or intensifying food production is key to reducing hunger in sub-Saharan Africa, where 50-75 percent of the population and labor force is engaged in agriculture. Most of the African people earn their living by producing food, which means a family's income-earning potential is closely linked to agricultural productivity. Increases in agricultural productivity also positively impact rural economies by increasing food availability, reducing food prices in local markets, and generating an increased demand for other products linked to agriculture.

"And so I believe that it is incumbent on our government and on our scientists… to bring a technology, which can address a small-scale farmer," says Dr. Oniang'o…. "They need different kinds of information, and I believe that science has now come up with this technology — biotechnology. I'm not saying it's going to be a magic bullet, but surely it should be one of the major approaches to use."

Using food biotechnology, researchers can provide protection against plant pests and diseases through the seed, requiring small-scale farmers to use few — if any — additional inputs or machinery. Modern food biotechnology has been identified as the most potent technology for rescuing Africa from the effects of food shortages, just as the Green Revolution did for the countries of Southeast Asia in the 1970s. 

"And, we already have situations where we know this is working. In South Africa, I'm aware and I've been there — it is working. You know, when we're hungry, we actually import maize from South Africa. So for us to sit here telling ourselves — oh, we don't want biotech food, and… we can't bring this to our farmers — it is not right," continues Oniang'o, who has influenced research, development and discourse on food security and nutrition in Africa, as well as globally.

Biotech varieties of cotton, corn and soy are approved for commercial planting in South Africa…. While South Africa is currently the only country with commercial plantings of food biotechnology crops, nine countries have conducted field trials in Africa…. An additional 11 countries are engaged in food biotechnology research and development.

PER PINSTRUP-ANDERSON, PROFESSOR OF NUTRITION AND PUBLIC POLICY, CORNELL


“A GREEN REVOLUTION DONE RIGHT.” NEW YORK TIMES OPINION, 29 OCT 2009.

Helping farmers in developing countries produce more food without doing damage to natural resources is an essential component of the action needed to reduce existing poverty, hunger and malnutrition and to assure that future generations have access to the food they need at reasonable prices.

Science and technology combined with expanded use of plant nutrients and better plant protection and water management by highly motivated farmers produced the Green Revolution, which avoided mass starvation and helped millions out of poverty and hunger. However, the job is not done. 

Many millions of people do not have access to sufficient calories and many more suffer from micronutrient deficiencies. Most of them are in rural areas and would benefit from productivity increases in agriculture. Furthermore, the world population will grow by more than two billion over the next 40 years.

They will only have access to the food and nutrients they need at reasonable prices and without damaging the environment, if action is taken now. 

Science must play a key role in such action, along with appropriate government policies and investments in rural infrastructure and markets. Science must be put to work to develop drought tolerance and pest resistance in crops, higher nutrient quality of staple foods, reduced animal diseases, mitigation of negative climate change effects and a host of other solutions to the current food losses and risks facing farmers and consumers in developing countries. The most appropriate scientific approaches, including genetic engineering and other molecular biology must be applied. 

While new technology with potential health or environmental risks must be tested before it is released for commercial use, such risks should be compared to the health and environmental risks of not releasing a technology. Status quo is not kind to millions of starving children and failure to act now will further deteriorate the environment and make food very expensive for future generations. 

Misguided anti-science ideology and failure by governments to prioritize agricultural and rural development in developing countries brought us the food crisis. The challenge we are facing is not whether the world resources are sufficient to feed us all now and in the future, but whether we will change our behavior.

JEFFREY D. SACHS, ECONOMIST, COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY


FROM “A BREAKTHROUGH AGAINST HUNGER.” GUATEMALA TIMES, 20 JAN 2009.

Today's world hunger crisis is unprecedentedly severe and requires urgent measures.

The benefits of some donor help can be remarkable. Peasant farmers in Africa, Haiti, and other impoverished regions currently plant their crops without the benefit of high-yield seed varieties and fertilizers. The result is a grain yield (for example, maize) that is roughly one-third less than what could be achieved with better farm inputs. African farmers produce roughly one ton of grain per hectare, compared with more than four tons per hectare in China, where farmers use fertilizers heavily.

African farmers know that they need fertilizer; they just can't afford it. With donor help, they can. Not only do these farmers then feed their families, but they also can begin to earn market income and to save for the future. By building up savings over a few years, the farmers eventually become credit worthy, or have enough cash to purchase vitally necessary inputs on their own.

…

In addition to direct help for small farms, donors should provide more help for the research and development needed to identify new high-yielding seed varieties, especially to breed plants that can withstand temporary flooding, excess nitrogen, salty soils, crop pests, and other challenges to sustainable food production. Helping the poor with today's technologies, while investing in future improved technologies, is the optimum division of labor.

This investment pays off wonderfully, with research centers such as the International Rice Research Institute and the International Maize and Wheat Improvement Centre providing the high-yield seeds and innovative farming strategies that together triggered the Asian Green Revolution. These centers are not household names, but they deserve to be. Their scientific breakthroughs have helped to feed the world, and we'll need more of them.

Dozens of low-income, food-deficit countries, perhaps as many as 40-50, have elaborated urgent programs for increased food production by small farms, but are currently held back by the lack of donor funding. These countries have appealed to the World Bank for financing, and the Bank made a valiant effort in 2008 to help through its new Global Food Crisis Response Program (GFCRP). But the Bank does not yet have sufficient funds to meet these countries' urgent needs, and has had to ration assistance to a small fraction of the flows that could be effectively and reliably used. Hundreds of millions of people, in the meantime, remain trapped in hunger.

We need a breakthrough that is demonstrable, public, clear, and convincing…. The lives of the billion poorest people depend on it.

SYNGENTA AG


FROM SYNGENTA'S PRESENTATION “NEED FOR CHANGE IN AFRICA'S AGRICULTURE”

…

Leaders of the G8 group of leading economies have pledged US$20 billion in farm aid over the next three years to help poor nations feed themselves. This is a positive and marked shift from previous aid that offered short-term relief but no sustainable improvement. Farm aid will enable better access to training and technology for Africa’s smallholders, and world leaders hope better food security will also help to generate political stability. This is just one of many similar initiatives being launched across the continent by international agencies, NGOs, philanthropists and African governments. And this is what will help Africa not just feed itself, but begin to build agriculture as a business.

Agribusiness has a key role to play in offering solutions that help African farmers improve their productivity. This includes best practice knowledge as well as access to the best technology, such as quality seeds, fertilizers and crop protection products, and training farmers to use these tools effectively.

The subsistence trap many African families face must come to an end. Increasing farm productivity to raise profits is vital to create new markets. Trade is a critical component and the Doha Round must be pushed through. Industrialized nations must open up their markets and allow the developing nations to create a vibrant export economy for their crops and commodities too.

YARA INTERNATIONAL


FROM YARA WEBPAGE “THE MALAWI PARTNERSHIP”

Landlocked, crowded, poverty-stricken Malawi embodies the struggle to improve African farming. The country also symbolizes the gains possible from giving farmers access to farming inputs like seeds and fertilizers. The Malawian government’s subsidy program, which gives smallholders vouchers to buy seed and fertilizer, has doubled harvests since its introduction in 2004.

To support the progress in Malawi, Yara initiated a value chain project, the Malawi Agricultural Partnership (MAP) in 2007. The project’s initial focus was to make the subsidy program more effective and cost-efficient and to reduce costs along the fertilizer supply chain. … Yara saw the need to engage the entire value chain in a coordinated program of initiatives related to agricultural development. It also sought to combine commercial and developmental objectives – including an investment plan to alleviate the systematic problems in the fertilizer supply chain – involving joint risk-sharing between government, the private sector and donors.

…

The partnership is now working on three fronts: To create an enabling environment by addressing subsidies, legislative and trade reform, fiscal policy and infrastructure; to create an efficient value chain by supporting the development of input suppliers and retailers, farmers and markets; and to create the business services each of them need to succeed.

…

WILLIAM EASTERLY, ECONOMIST, NEW YORK UNIVERSITY


FROM “A MODEST PROPOSAL,” A CRITIQUE OF SACHS.  WASHINGTON POST, 13 MAR 2005.

Social reformers have found two ways to respond to this complexity; Karl Popper summed them up best a half-century ago as "utopian social engineering" versus "piecemeal democratic reform." Sachs is the intellectual leader of the utopian camp. To end world poverty once and for all, he offers a detailed Big Plan that covers just about everything…

What's the alternative? The piecemeal reform approach (which his book opposes) would humbly acknowledge that nobody can fully grasp the complexity of the political, social, technological, ecological and economic systems that underlie poverty. It would eschew the arrogance that "we" know exactly how to fix "them." It would shy away from the hubris of what he labels the "breathtaking opportunity" that "we" have to spread democracy, technology, prosperity and perpetual peace to the entire planet. …  The Big Plans are impossible to evaluate scientifically afterward. Nor can you hold any specific agency accountable for their success or failure. Piecemeal reform, by contrast, motivates specific actors to take small steps, one at a time, then tests whether that small step made poor people better off, holds accountable the agency that implemented the small step, and considers the next small step.

Just like Sachs, development planners [in the 1950s and ‘60s] identified countries caught in a "poverty trap," did an assessment of how much they would need to make a "big push" out of poverty and into growth, and called upon foreign aid to fill the "financing gap" between countries' own resources and needs. … Spending $2.3 trillion (in today's dollars) in aid over the past five decades has left the most aid-intensive regions, like Africa, wallowing in continued stagnation; it's fair to say this approach has not been a great success. …

Indeed, the broader development successes of recent decades, most of them in Asia, happened without the Big Plan – and without significant foreign aid as a proportion of the recipient country's income. Gradual free market reforms in China and India in the 1980s and '90s (which Sachs implausibly argues were shock therapy in disguise) have brought rapid growth. Moreover, the West itself achieved gradual success through piecemeal democratic and market reforms over many centuries, not through top-down Big Plans offered by outsiders. …

… To Sachs, poverty reduction is mostly a scientific and technological issue (hence the technical jargon above), in which aid dollars can buy cheap interventions to fix development problems.

But that's too neat. What about the World Bank studies in Guinea, Cameroon, Uganda and Tanzania, which estimated that 30 to 70 percent of government drugs disappeared into the black market rather than reaching the patients? … Sachs's anti-poverty prescriptions rest heavily on the kindness of some pretty dysfunctional regimes, not to mention the famously inefficient international aid bureaucracy.

BARACK OBAMA, PRESIDENT OF THE US


FROM HIS SPEECH DELIVERED TO THE GHANAIAN PARLIAMENT JULY 11, 2009
It is easy to point fingers, and to pin the blame for these problems on others. Yes, a colonial map that made little sense bred conflict, and the West has often approached Africa as a patron, rather than a partner. But the West is not responsible for the destruction of the Zimbabwean economy over the last decade, or wars in which children are enlisted as combatants. 

In my father's life, it was partly tribalism and patronage in an independent Kenya that for a long stretch derailed his career, and we know that this kind of corruption is a daily fact of life for far too many.

… With better governance, I have no doubt that Africa holds the promise of a broader base for prosperity. The continent is rich in natural resources. And from cell phone entrepreneurs to small farmers, Africans have shown the capacity and commitment to create their own opportunities. But old habits must also be broken. Dependence on commodities - or on a single export - concentrates wealth in the hands of the few, and leaves people too vulnerable to downturns.

… As Africans reach for this promise, America will be more responsible in extending our hand. By cutting costs that go to Western consultants and administration, we will put more resources in the hands of those who need it, while training people to do more for themselves. That is why our $3.5 billion food security initiative is focused on new methods and technologies for farmers - not simply sending American producers or goods to Africa. Aid is not an end in itself. The purpose of foreign assistance must be creating the conditions where it is no longer needed.

America can also do more to promote trade and investment. Wealthy nations must open our doors to goods and services from Africa in a meaningful way. And where there is good governance, we can broaden prosperity through public-private partnerships that invest in better roads and electricity; capacity-building that trains people to grow a business; and financial services that reach poor and rural areas. This is also in our own interest - for if people are lifted out of poverty and wealth is created in Africa, new markets will open for our own goods.

