Cheap Food: 

There is a statement/question/accusation/suggestion/assumption/argument that is made when discussing changing the model of agriculture to a more environmentally benign model for raising our food, namely that we can’t do without cheap food which this system has brought us. That suggestion is more a result of corporate spin than fact. These are some of the factors which give the lie to that assumption.
1. Subsidies: we would consider that the billions of dollars of subsidies that are now in the Federal Farm Program and contribute to the ability to have cheap food would remain in a non-chemical model of agriculture. These subsidies were originally intended to pull farmers through those tough years where the growing season did not turn out enough profit to get that farmer to the next year. We rely on food for life. We wouldn’t want that system of raising food to end simply because the weather didn’t cooperate for a particular year.
2. We would assume that people would be eating lower on the food chain in a non-chemical agriculture versus the propensity for processed foods in the current industrial model.

3. There is a moral/ethical question that is not readily reduced to monetary considerations when one looks at the health impacts to humans from the current industrial model of agriculture. – But, to this non-monetized question, one must add those costs we can associate with the health impacts from the current industrial model; whether those costs are considered inside or outside the Natural Capitalism analysis.
4. If one were to apply a Natural Capitalism analysis and account for the externalities of industrial agriculture (pollution of our air, water and soil; human and animal health; loss of soil leading to no agriculture), food is not cheap.
5. The current petro-chemical/industrial model of agriculture is a zero sum model in consideration of soil. Natural replenishment of soil is .5 ton/year if one has in place those systems which can replenish soil, ergo prairie, etc. We will run out of soil in the near future with this model since even the vaunted no-till system loses 5 ton/year, and every other system has much greater soil loss per year.
