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Special Feature  

CONNECT  

Food, Glorious Food   
 

 2085 DD  

 What does Big Food have to say about 1 in 3 people being malnourished?       

1 I love food.  I live to eat, rather than eat to live.  So I don’t like 
what I’m seeing in the media – strong hints of a future dystopia 
of food shortages, malnutrition, fake food and stuff to eat that 
tastes OK but is laden with toxins. 
  

 

2 Even before Bill Gates started on about fake “meat,” I was 
concerned about what was in the food we buy.  All that sugar, 
for one thing - added to just about everything – why?  
The problem is - Big Agriculture. 
 

 

3 Big Agriculture is a member of the BIG family along with Big Tech, Big 
Biotech, Big Food and - of course – Big Pharma.  No doubt there are many 
family members, as well. 
 
Big does not mean better – it increasingly means big profit-driven, 
shareholder-benefiting and corner-cutting. 
 
It doesn’t have to be this way, of course. 
Past performance, however, is a good indicator of future action.   
Big Agriculture is NOT suddenly going to start putting people’s health – or 
the health of the planet – before its own profit. 
 

4 What IS Big Agriculture? 
 
Before we get to that, I have to confess, I am deeply cynical about global 
warming.  Partly because of its rebranding as climate change – too many 
people have noticed that the planet is not becoming warmer - but also 
because the climate change agenda is not only relentless but also tunnel-
visioned.   
 
Nothing else matters – not pollution, not conservation, not biodiversity.   
Not even bees. 
 
But I don’t want to throw out the baby with the bathwater - so when I came 
across some arguments published by The Ecologist - that food production 
needs to be done in a different way - I found myself warming to those 
arguments.   
 
How can we, as a society, produce food for everyone - without 
malnourishing either people or the planet? 
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It might seem that it is a case of “never the twain shall meet” between people 
with different food preferences and ethical stances.   
 
But it doesn’t have to be that way, as made clear in Vegans' common ground 
with cattle ranchers, which argues that the idea that vegans and regenerative 
farmers are two opposing forces wastes time, passion, and energy that 
should be spent on serving the living planet. 
Spot-on, say I. 
 
The problem is, modern industrial agriculture - Big Agriculture - uses 
ploughing and pesticides as standard practices.  These practices kill soil 
microbiology and degrade agricultural land.  Degraded soil also contributes 
to global temperature change.   
 
The world loses an England sized area of agricultural land every year from 
land degradation and desertification –because of Big Agriculture. 
 

5 Regenerating soil can be achieved, according to Vegans' common ground 
with cattle ranchers, either by ending animal agriculture or by regenerative 
animal agriculture. 
 
The latter means restoring natural grasslands while raising cattle for meat.  
Regenerative farming integrates livestock into natural landscapes in a way 
that heals the land and replenishes the water table.   
 
This doesn’t address animal rights issues - but it does alter the environmental 
impacts of eating meat. 
Here is a quote from the article: 

The truth is, both vegans and regenerative farmers have a meaningful 
place in the restoration of soils and healing the earth. So instead of 
hurling abuse at one another, it can be a lot more helpful to find 
common ground.  
 

As the article says, there are some things that all people can agree on: 
We want there to be enough clean water and nutritious food  
We do not want to eat food that causes cancer 
We do not want animals to suffer, or flooding and wildfires, or our society to 
collapse and we do not want to live in refugee camps. 
 
The article also says 

“The solution to all those things that human beings universally desire is 
healthy, functioning soil.” 
 

Can it really be this simple? 
No civilisation has ever survived the degradation of its soil.   
So perhaps, yes, it can be this simple. 
 

6 Agroecology can be our new food system by Astrud Lea Beringer - a political 
writer and advocacy expert in food sovereignty, peasants’ rights, and 
environmental justice - is another interesting article.   

https://theecologist.org/2021/oct/22/vegans-common-ground-cattle-ranchers
https://theecologist.org/2021/oct/22/vegans-common-ground-cattle-ranchers
https://theecologist.org/2021/oct/22/vegans-common-ground-cattle-ranchers
https://theecologist.org/2021/oct/22/vegans-common-ground-cattle-ranchers
https://theecologist.org/2022/jan/13/agroecology-can-be-our-new-food-system
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I will summarise here some of the points Astrud makes - but I do recommend 
reading the full article. 
 
Sustainable farming means different things to different people. 
All the time Big Agriculture are calling the shots, there will be greenwashing 
of intensive farming.    
At the same time, Big Agriculture, ably assisted by other BIGs such as Big 
Media, suppress “alternative” approaches such as agroecology.   
Where have we heard about such suppression before? 
 
Big Agriculture, like other BIGs, when not suppressing threats to their profits, 
gain control over them.  Buying more sustainable competitors is a fantastic 
way to exploit an established feel-good brand, and thus to corner the market 
– kerching  - and  It also enables the more sustainable option to be shut 
down, if or when required.   
 
For example - I only found out that Coca Cola owns Innocent Drinks - and has 
done so since 2013 - when I saw the story in The Guardian this week.   
The story is about the Advertising Standards Agency forcing one of their 
advertisements to be taken down - Innocent TV ad banned for claiming its 
drinks help environment.   
I will write on CONNECT about how this advertisement embodies the 
relentless greenwashing we are bombarded with, next week. 
 
Returning to sustainable farming, Agroecology can be our new food system 
says that low productivity is a commonly used argument against 
agroecology, which is the polar opposite of Big Agriculture.  It is an erroneous 
argument.  Agroecology has the potential to increase yields – and without 
using any chemicals. 
 
The trouble is, agroecology is a threat to the core business of agrochemical 
corporations.  And Big Agriculture, like the other BIGs, don’t like that one bit. 
The article says: 

“Sooner or later, intensive agriculture will be brought to its knees because 
its dirty past will finally catch up with it.” 
 

It will be in good company, I say.   
Well, not good company exactly – definitely not that - but it will most 
definitely have plenty of company.   
 
That dirty past includes its reliance on external and toxic chemical inputs - 
fertilisers, pesticides, hybrid seeds, heavy machinery that runs on fossil fuels, 
large-scale monocropping and highly concentrated livestock raising.  
  
It has been proved that these - and no doubt other - industrial farming 
methods have been major drivers of biodiversity loss and poisoning of the 
natural world since their introduction in the 1960s. 
 
Genetic diversity is an essential ingredient to make food systems resilient to 
threats - pests, pathogens, extreme weather and climate change.  Continuing 
to produce food by industrial methods – letting Big Agriculture continue to 

https://www.theguardian.com/media/2022/feb/23/innocent-tv-ad-banned-for-claiming-its-drinks-help-environment
https://www.theguardian.com/media/2022/feb/23/innocent-tv-ad-banned-for-claiming-its-drinks-help-environment
https://theecologist.org/2022/jan/13/agroecology-can-be-our-new-food-system
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rampage across Planet Earth – means in effect, destroying the immune 
system of our living planet.  Every year, the world loses a huge amount of 
fertile soil – the soil becomes depleted.  One of the major causes is extensive 
use of mineral fertilisers. 
 
Using nitrogen fertilisers also produces nitrous oxide emissions.  Nitrous 
oxide is a whopping 310 times more climate-damaging than carbon dioxide. 
But carbon dioxide is THE greenhouse gas that the relentless Green Agenda 
pushes.  The same gas, coincidentally, that all living things either depend upon 
[plant life] or produce [animal life.]   
Yet we humans are supposed to believe that WE are the problem here.  Well, 
excuse me for breathing out. 
 
The article argues that so-called climate smart agriculture, nature-positive 
production, digital agriculture, regenerative farming and carbon farming are 
all simply “greener” versions of intensive farming.  They are rebranded as 
nature-based solutions – but are all about productivity increases while still 
using the chemicals that swell their profits. 
Ooh, a conspiracy theory -  I like that.!  
Except that – it reads a lot like conspiracy FACT. 
 
The fundamental differences in application and effect of agroecology are not 
officially acknowledged.  The reason is not a lack of good reports, practices, 
or studies – it’s the lack of political will for radical change.   
Sounds familiar. 
 

7 And here, we get to the nub of it, so to speak.   
 
Agroecology is not just a transition to ecological growing practices.  It is a 
shift in power.  The big agrochemical corporations would need to relinquish 
their power to small-scale communities – the people who are 70% of the 
“global hungry.”, 
 
To move to a system of agroecology would mean a redesign of agricultural 
systems.  It would mean a reshuffling of the wealth and a regaining of control 
by small-scale communities. 
Small is beautiful.   
Although, not to the BIGs, of course. 
 
Agroecology improves crop resilience, maximises biodiversity, does not use 
chemical inputs and recycles waste for long-term soil fertility.  
Agroecological farms sustain productivity over time - because they keep 
their life support systems healthy. 
 
In contrast, industrial farming productivity can be unstable, as shown by a 
study called Recent patterns of crop yield growth and stagnation.  This study 
showed that the yields of intensive farms stayed the same, or even fell, for a 
significant proportion of staple crops the world over between 1961 and 2008. 
Astrud argues in Agroecology can be our new food system that “a defective 
system cannot go on constantly being rebooted until it destroys itself and 
everyone around it” and that ending hunger is NOT about productivity. 

https://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms2296/
https://theecologist.org/2022/jan/13/agroecology-can-be-our-new-food-system
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it is about redistributing profits, regulating corporate power, and realising 
human rights. 
Sounds great. 
 

8 Agribusiness devastates our environment takes an in-depth look at the 
problems caused by industrial farming.   
 
I will list just a few of those issues here: 
Extreme use of water  
Pollution by pesticides and agricultural run-off 
Destruction of forests to grow animal feed - one of the biggest threats to 
biodiversity 
Agribusiness increases emissions while destroying wild habitats - it produces 
about a quarter of greenhouse gas emissions 
 
But – but – but we are forever being instructed that WE – the ordinary people – 
should change how we live to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.  Is this not 
gaslighting?  The Bigs are not prepared to change how THEY do things – 
instead, they want US to stop breathing out carbon dioxide. 
 
Vast areas of land being used to produce just one crop - such as palm oil or 
sugar - which depletes the soil. 
90% of farms are small farms – BUT the 90% only have use of 25% of the 
world’s farmland. 
 
Yet, the UN estimates that 70-80% of food consumed in most of the “Global 
South” is produced by small farms – while the 20-30% of food produced by 
large agribusinesses has huge, destructive impacts. 
Indigenous peoples are custodians of 80% of the world’s remaining 
biodiversity - but face severe food insecurity and extreme poverty.  
 
But, on the positive side. Agribusiness - Big Agriculture - produces lots of 
food, right?   
WRONG. 
 
Despite agribusiness being the dominant method of producing food, one in 
three people worldwide are malnourished.  The World Health Organization say 
that malnutrition is the underlying contributing factor in approximately 45% of 
deaths of children under five. 
 
Agribusiness, ironically, makes access to food increasingly precarious - it is 
causes some of the biggest threats to food sustainability and accessibility.  One 
way it does this is by desertification. 
 
The world could be fed at least three times over with an agroecological 
model of food production – and, great news for those less cynical than 
myself, the planet would be cooled. 
 

9 We need a better way of producing food, in addition to a better way of 
running many other essential aspects of life.  Governments, hand in glove 

https://theecologist.org/2021/aug/25/agribusiness-devastates-our-environment
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with the BIGs - and BIG in their own right - are NOW going to bring these 
better ways into being. 
 
The current food system is an indication that it all needs to change.  For 
people and the planet.  What we have in the world currently is what the 
people with power – who see food as a commodity for increasing their 
wealth - are choosing. 
 
None of the BIGs will solve the problem that they have created and are 
maintaining – because for them it is not a problem but a solution.  A solution 
for how to increase their wealth and their control over us, the “little people.”. 
The ordinary people of the world – who need to eat nutritious food to stay 
alive and well, who know that we cannot simply take from, and pollute our 
planet - these are the people who need to create a better system for food 
production. 
 
So let us say no to Big Agriculture, Big Food, Big Pesticide and all the other 
harmful parasitic industries that have been living off WE Humans and our 
planet for far too long. 
And the same to the other BIGs, as well.  
 
We need to make sure that our food really IS food – nutritious, as well as nice 
to eat – and to be sure that what we eat is free from toxins.  And we need to 
make sure that the way we produce food is sustainable – good for the planet 
as well as for us.  Rather than arguing about whether a plant-based diet, or 
one that includes regeneratively farmed meat, is better… 
 
Isn’t it time for us – the “little people” to focus on the future we want to see? 
To start visualising it? 
To begin creating it? 
 

 CONNECT’S Maxim and Oath 
Connect is only interested in finding and sharing the TRUTH. 

In search of that TRUTH, we only pose questions – we have no answers. 
 

 By: Helen King 

 Source: Tetbury CONNECT: Magazine 

4 LINK The Ecologist: Vegans' common ground with cattle ranchers 

6 LINK The Ecologist: Agroecology can be our new food system 

6 LINK The Guardian: Innocent TV ad banned for claiming its drinks help 
environment 

7 LINK Nature.com: Recent patterns of crop yield growth and stagnation 
 

8 LINK The Ecologist: Agribusiness devastates our environment 

 FURTHER READING 

 LINK 25 years of Dolly: What’s become of the world’s first cloned sheep? 

https://www.tetburyconnect-m3.com/magazine
https://theecologist.org/2021/oct/22/vegans-common-ground-cattle-ranchers
https://theecologist.org/2022/jan/13/agroecology-can-be-our-new-food-system
https://www.theguardian.com/media/2022/feb/23/innocent-tv-ad-banned-for-claiming-its-drinks-help-environment
https://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms2296/
https://theecologist.org/2021/aug/25/agribusiness-devastates-our-environment
https://www.dw.com/en/25-years-of-dolly-whats-become-of-the-worlds-first-cloned-sheep/a-60864024
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Well, she has led to the cloning of farm animals in the USA in the 
interest of Big Profit – among some incidentals.  
 

 PLEASE DOWNLOAD AND SHARE THIS ARTICLE 

 

  
 Opportunity to join the CONNECT team and network 
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