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A Faculty’s Vision
On July 28, Harvard’s neighbor published 
the final report of the Institute-wide Task 
Force on the Future of MIT Education, and 
obligingly made it available for interested 
parties (web.mit.edu/future-report/Task-
ForceFinal_July28.pdf). Even in mid sum-
mer, it made for gripping reading about 
teaching, learning, and research elsewhere 
in Cambridge, and beyond.

Those sober, calculating engineers turn 
out to be giddy about transforming edu-
cation. The task force (faculty and staff 
members and students, plus alumni and 
governing-board advisory groups) embrac-
es “modular” instruction units, rather than 
conventional courses; flexibility, so students 
may “reduce or extend their time to degree”; 
options for students to engage further in 
teaching and service; for-credit summer 
classes in online and “blended” formats (five 
experimental classes were held in 2014); 
revised undergraduate requirements (for 
basic science, communications-intensive, 
and humanities, arts, and social-sciences 
courses); international connections among 
students, alumni, and MITx online learners 
around the world; and more.

Their ideas verge on breathtaking: “The 
very notion of a ‘class’ may be outmoded,” 
as online modular libraries are assembled. 

MIT should explore “game-based” learn-
ing, and “define a K-12 strategy” to expand 
offerings for pre-college students. Depart-
ments should shape serial online courses 
meant to qualify users for professional cer-
tification—and generate revenue. By 2020, 
“the roles of MITx instructor and MITx 
student may exist.” “Academic villages” 
should feature new kinds of classrooms, 
labs, and “maker spaces.” And the recom-
mendations are tied to a suggested finan-
cial model that could work, given MIT’s 
revenues, costs, and aspirations.

Shrugging off MIT’s perspective as in-
applicable elsewhere—given its origin at 
an engineering school with a unified peda-
gogy and an imminent capital campaign—
is shortsighted. In fact, the attempt to 
engage both faculty and the wider com-
munity (through extensive surveys) in 
envisioning MIT’s educational future is 
invigorating in and of itself.

Will the result indeed “transform peda-
gogy through bold but thoughtful experi-
mentation, extend MIT’s impact to the 
world, broaden access to high-quality 
education, and improve affordability for 
future generations of learners,” as its au-
thors hope? Perhaps not. But the odds are 
certainly better than if they were never 
asked to imagine what their institution 
might do—or were too timid to aim high.    

vJohn S. Rosenberg, Editor 
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taxing Carbon
It was exciting to see the cover story 
“Taxing Carbon (and boosting the econo-
my)” (September-October, page 52). Tax-
ing carbon is likely the most effective way 
to reduce greenhouse-gas emissions. How-
ever, I would like to question two points of 
Professor Dale Jorgensen’s plan. 

First, he states that the most effective 
way of recycling the revenues would be to 
reduce taxes on capital. Given the sad, and 
growing, income disparity in the Unit-

ed States, yet another tax break for the 
wealthy would be quite unfair.

Second, he states that the damages from 
emissions can be approximated as $30 
per ton of CO2. He seems to say that this 
amount of tax is the most we can “afford” 
and would be good enough. However, our 
goal should be the elimination of emis-
sions. To drive a changeover to renewable 
energy, we need a carbon tax that steadily, 
and relentlessly, increases. This would send 
a signal to the market that we are enter-
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The View From mAss hAll

My Favorite Things

There is something to love about every season at Har-
vard, but, in my mind, autumn is unmatched as a time 
for new beginnings. Watching eager students crisscross 
the Yard in swirls of leaves to get to a new class, hearing 

from faculty about new research collaborations or courses, walking 
into Massachusetts Hall to escape the chill of early morning and 
learning about an exciting advance soon to be announced: these 
are—with due thanks to Rodgers and Hammerstein—a few of my 
favorite things.

This fall, I was grateful to add another item to that list: explor-
ing the new home of the Harvard Art Museums. After an ambitious 
six-year renovation and expansion project led by renowned archi-
tect Renzo Piano, the Fogg Museum, Busch-Reisinger Museum, 
and Arthur M. Sackler Museum have been brought together for 
the first time in new and renewed spaces on Quincy Street. Famil-
iar brick façades intersect with dramatic glass walls and ceilings 
and wood-clad forms, welcoming all comers from the community 
into spaces that invite closer and deeper looks. On my first visit, I 
encountered something arresting around every corner: Max Beck-
mann’s Self-Portrait in Tuxedo, Winslow Homer’s Pitching Quoits, Vin-
cent van Gogh’s Self-Portrait Dedicated to Paul Gauguin.

Interacting directly with objects that communicate human 
achievement and history is a moving experience, and the addition 
of forty percent more exhibition space creates expanded opportu-
nities to share the approximately 250,000 objects in Harvard’s col-
lections. Dedicated galleries give students and scholars of art and 
art history ample time to study drawings, paintings, sculptures, 
and other works, and the Art Study Center brings objects not cur-
rently on display into view for faculty, students, and visitors. These 
activities are complemented by the work of specialists in the Straus 
Center for Conservation and Technical Studies, located on the top-
most floors to provide natural light in laboratories and daily views 
of essential conservation efforts.

For those familiar with the Fogg Museum in its previous state, 
one of the most striking transformations is the Calderwood Court-
yard. The space, its travertine stone painstakingly cleaned and its 
mortar joints repointed, is filled with light that passes through the 
building’s glass and steel roof. Galleries and research centers on 
multiple levels are visible from its center, and one can pass easily 
through its sixteen portals and move unencumbered to connect 
with extraordinary—and extraordinarily varied—works of art. 
Tradition and innovation meet, embodying the potential not just 
of the arts at Harvard, but of Harvard in a changing world.

Students a century ago needed a “good excuse” to visit Harvard’s 
holdings, as one Crimson writer put it, because regular courses rarely 
included “spheres of voluntary culture” such as the Fogg. Today, 
undergraduates engage fully with the collections across concentra-

tions. Imagine seeking inspiration for an original music composition 
from a work assigned to you in class, learning introductory Italian 
by being immersed in the collections with an audio recording to 
guide you, or studying wood anatomy in an organismic and evolu-
tionary biology course by examining the backs of painting frames. 
Regardless of field or discipline, students develop an informed sense 
of seeing and new ways of looking, gaining a deeper understanding 
of the past and the future in the process.

The arts represent in all their variety the impulse to question and 
create that has sparked centuries of inquiry and progress at Har-
vard. They free us from what we thought we understood—what 
we thought was possible—and challenge us to reconsider our as-
sumptions. The Harvard Art Museums have been brought together 
in a breathtaking space that invites us to make time for reflection 
and appreciation, and I am confident they will introduce “favorite 
things” to countless people for generations to come. 

            Sincerely, 
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ing an era of renewable energy.
A carbon tax-and-dividend that address-

es these points has been proposed. It starts 
at $10 per ton of CO2 and is increased every 
year by $10. All of the revenue is returned to 
households. A major study of the economic 
consequences by Regional Economic Mod-
els Inc. of Washington predicts a positive 
effect on GDP. Further, the report states, 
“Because of the economic stimulus of re-
cycling carbon fee revenue back to house-
holds, in 20 years, 2.8 million jobs would be 
added to the American economy.”

Fortunately, there are many proposals 
for ways to reduce carbon emissions. Now 
is the time to compare them carefully. 

John F. Schivell ’63, Ph.D. ’68 
Princeton, N.J.

 Regarding “Time to Tax Carbon,” I am 
reminded that whenever a Big Government 
solution is proposed, individual freedom is 
reduced. Do citizens really want to turn their 
lives over to the central planners? I cannot 
disagree that it empowers and enriches the 
central planners and crony capitalists. And 
the little people get littler.

Donald Boyd, Ph.D. ’68
Indianapolis

A carbon tax is an efficient way of achiev-
ing reductions in carbon emissions, says 
Dale Jorgenson. In the real world, his learned 
thesis will not work. The so-overwrought 
climate-change agenda must focus on these 
realities: China, India, and the United States 
are the world’s biggest (but not the sole) 
carbon emitters. Unless (at least) these 
three work in concert to reduce their emis-
sions, we’re just whistlin’ Dixie. Yes, even as 
emerging nations become more efficient in 
energy use, their absolute amount of emis-
sions growth will increase as their indus-
trial output increases. Natural gas is now 
plentiful, and will help the U.S. reduce its 
aggregate carbon emissions from relatively 
cheap coal, but won’t make a dent in glob-

al emissions for decades. Carbon taxes or 
cap-and-trade impositions are too burden-
some to specific, basic industries. (Australia 
repealed its carbon-dioxide tax this year.) 
Wind, solar, nuclear—lotsa luck depending 
on these. The only feasible, present “solu-
tion” is for the world to actively adapt to the 
presence of carbon emissions—with gradual 
mitigation in the longer run.

Steve Susman ’57, J.D. ’60
Denver

Dale Jorgenson highlights the potential 
for a carbon tax to encourage use of “green” 
manufacturing techniques while improving 
the economy. However, a tax focused on U.S. 
manufacturers is of limited value; it affects 
pollution by non-U.S. manufacturers only if 
there is international cooperation based on 
shared concerns about climate change, and, 
in the absence of international adoption of 
a similar tax regime, U.S. manufacturing is 
put at a competitive disadvantage.

An alternative would be to apply a car-
bon tax along the supply chain to the point 
of use, similar to the way value-added tax-
es operate. An item imported into the U.S. 
would be cumulatively taxed based on the 
carbon load created by its production and 
shipping. Goods arriving without reliable 
certification as to the means of production 
would be taxed at the highest rate.

This method would have the advantage 
of using U.S. power as a consumer, rather 
than solely as a manufacturer, to influence 
global change. International governmental 
cooperation would not be required to cre-
ate a global effect. Other countries would 
be incentivized to impose similar taxes 
on their own production and imports. As-
suming taxes assessed by other countries 
on their own production were used to pro-
mote environmentally responsible behav-
ior, the U.S. could give a credit on goods 
imported for the taxes paid elsewhere.

Carbon taxes have the potential to be 
regressive, since the unrecognized carbon 
load of inexpensive products consumed 
by low-income consumers may be larger 
in proportion to their price than the car-
bon load relating to more expensive items. 
To address this concern, low-income con-
sumers could be provided with a rebate, 
possibly even at the cash register. This, 
too, could be structured to reward selec-
tion of “green” products. 

Stephanie R. Breslow ’81
New York City

   

Harvard Magazine is supported by reader contributions 

and subscriptions, advertising revenue, and a subven-

tion from Harvard University. Its editorial content is 

the responsibility of the editors. Subscription orders 

and customer service inquiries should be sent to the 

Circulation Department, Harvard Magazine, 7 Ware 

Street, Cambridge, Mass. 02138-4037, or call 617-495-

5746 or 800-648-4499, or e-mail addresschanges@har-

vard.edu. Single copies $4.95, plus $2.50 for postage and 

handling. Manuscript submissions are welcome, but we 

cannot assume responsibility for safekeeping. Include 

stamped, self-addressed envelope for manuscript re-

turn. Persons wishing to reprint any portion of Harvard 

Magazine’s contents are required to write in advance for 

permission. Address inquiries to Irina Kuk-

sin, publisher, at the address given above.  

Copyright © 2014 Harvard Magazine Inc.

publisher: Irina Kuksin

director of circulation and  
fundraising: Felecia Carter
donor relations and stewardship  
manager: Allison Kern

director of advertising:  
Robert D. Fitta
new england advertising manager: 
Abby Shepard
classified advertising manager: 
Gretchen Bostrom

designer and integrated marketing  
manager: Jennifer Beaumont

production and new media 
manager: Mark Felton
associate web developer:  
Jeffrey Hudecek

gift processor and office manager:
Robert Bonotto

ivy league magazine network

director, sales and marketing:
Ross Garnick, www.ivymags.com

editorial and business office

7 Ware Street

Cambridge, Mass. 02138-4037

Tel. 617-495-5746; fax: 617-495-0324

Website: www.harvardmagazine.com

E-mail: harvard_magazine@harvard.edu
       

@harvardmagazine
       facebook.com/harvardmagazine

speak up, pLease
Har vard Magazine welcomes letters 
on its contents. Please write to “Let-
ters,” Harvard Magazine, 7 Ware Street, 
Cambridge 02138, send comments by e-
mail to your turn@har  vard.edu, use our 
website, www.harvard maga zine. com, 
or fax us at 617-495-0324. Letters may 
be edited to fit the available space. 

6      November -  December 2014

Reprinted from Harvard Magazine. For more information, contact Harvard Magazine, Inc. at 617-495-5746



Dale Jorgenson has quite a “deal” for us: 
industrial producers of carbon will accept 
reduced profits (via carbon tax) so long as 
this is offset by reductions in capital taxes. 
These capital-tax reductions should increase 
efficiency and productivity which will trickle 
down to the masses. Hmm. Yes, the 1 percent 
will become much more wealthy and inequal-
ity will become more severe…but the poor 
and remnants of the middle class will have 
cleaner air now, won’t they?

In other words, don’t even think of ask-
ing producers to pay higher taxes unless 
you give them something to offset it. He 
calls this “recycling” (Orwell, take note). 

How about this: recycle this revenue to-
ward bringing renewable/alternate energy 
to scale, improving public transportation, 
and addressing our crumbled infrastruc-
ture. This will create sustainable jobs and 
broad efficiencies that will increase de-
mand for products and services by wage-
workers…which translate into real eco-
nomic growth and reduced inequality.

Stuart Zeiger ’72
Denver

All conversations about the levy of a 
carbon tax should begin with this admis-
sion: a carbon “tax” is already in place. As 
Jonathan Shaw points out, the social cost 
of emitting greenhouse gases into the at-
mosphere equals approximately $1.6 trillion 
annually. These costs are not internalized by 
the producers of fossil fuels and represent, in 
effect, a subsidy that supports their produc-
tion. A carbon tax would put an end to the 
subsidy that fossil-fuel producers enjoy, and 
redistribute that wealth back to the world’s 
domestic economies.

Dale Jorgenson correctly identifies the 
issue of carbon taxation as “what to do 
with the resulting revenue.” His prescrip-
tion for the U.S. is to use the resulting 
revenue to reduce capital-tax rates. The 
result, he predicts, will be “large gains in 
the efficiency of the economy overall, as 
goods and services are produced less en-
ergy-intensively.” In fact, the U.S. economy 
is increasingly energy efficient already: ac-
cording to the U.S. Department of Energy, 
the amount of energy needed to produce 
a dollar’s worth of goods and services fell 
by more than half between 1949 and 2004. 
During that time U.S. GDP increased more 
than six times. What is urgently needed 
now is a transition to a de-carbonized U.S. 
economy. Revenues resulting from a tax on 

carbon should be used to 
compensate taxpayers for 
the increases in the price of 
energy and other commod-
ities that will necessarily 
occur when fossil fuel pro-
ducers pass the cost of the 
carbon tax on to consum-
ers. This approach would 
sustain consumer demand, 
provide for uninterrupted 
economic expansion, and encourage the 
producers of goods and services to reduce 
the cost of their energy inputs by investing 
directly in renewable energy, which will 
compare much more favorably in price to 
then-unsubsidized fossil fuels.

Joseph Larusso, M.P.A ’00
Roslindale, Mass.

I have always thought economists lived 
in a different world than we human beings, 
but Dale Jorgenson shocked me. His was a 
fine number-crunch on the possibilities of 
a worldwide carbon tax, but his suggestion 
of what to do with the revenue generated 
convinced me that economists don’t even 
live on the same planet as I do.

Jorgenson suggests that revenues from 
the carbon tax should be used to acceler-
ate the growth of our economy and pre-
sumably those in Europe as well. If, how-
ever, the economies of the West continue 
to grow, they will overwhelm supplies of 
the world’s resources. The planet cannot 
support nine billion humans and the ever-
demanding advanced economies as well as 
the needs of the underdeveloped econo-
mies to catch up.

Professor, please throw away your 
growth glasses and start to work on how 
we might have an equitable and prosper-
ous life without the ceaseless demands of 
economic growth. Please, as you set about 
your new task, don’t think about hiding 
under the umbrella of possible advances 
in technology. The record shows the ad-
vanced technological economies keep de-
manding more and more of the world’s 
resources.

Sam Bass Warner ’50
Needham, Mass.

teaChing writing
John casey and others like him who claim 
that writing cannot be taught (“Bears, Oars, 
Metaphors,” September-October, page 59) 
do immeasurable damage to education. We 

have a nation which for the large 
part is illiterate not only in read-

ing but in writing, a nation where school 
teachers do not assign written assignments, 
a nation where invective and sophistry char-
acterize much of the national dialogue. Why 
should teachers submit themselves to read-
ing student compositions when Harvard-
educated masters of literature such as Casey 
and others tell them that writing cannot be 
taught?

Casey may not be able to teach writing, 
but writing can be taught. Aristotle, Ci-
cero, and Quintilian believed writing can 
be taught. I suggest anyone interested in 
writing have a look at Edward P. Corbett’s 
Classical Rhetoric for the Modern Student (1965). 
In its preface Corbett says, “No system, 
classical or modern, has been devised that 
can change students suddenly and irrevo-
cably into masters of elegant prose, but the 
ancient teachers of rhetoric, refusing to be 
impressed by the notion of ‘creative self-
expression’ until the student had a self to 
express and a facility for expressing it, suc-
ceeded in large part in developing a meth-
od which, when well taught, could help 
students to write and speak effectively.”

Thirty-five years of teaching high-
school students and reading mountains 
of student compositions have taught me 
not only that writing can be taught but 
that reading and writing are symbiotic. 
And that effort taught me an even greater 
lesson: writing can go a long way toward 
helping students to know themselves.

James W. Downs ’51
Suffern, N.Y.

FranCis parkman
Re “vita” (September-October, page 50): 
A recent visit to Cambridge demonstrated 
to me the continuing power of Francis Park-
man’s post-Harvard travel experiences to 
electrify. Surely the climax of his adventures 
was attained during the post-Law School 
trip out West: the fever pitch of the Indians’ 
mass buffalo hunt on horseback into which 
Parkman flung himself in 1846 and then re-

Visit harvardmag.

com/extras for many more letters on 

a proposed carbon tax and climate 

change—and other recent articles in 

these pages. 
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counted in The Oregon Trail. When, entering 
the Peabody Museum for the first time, I 
spotted a small object which on further in-
spection proved to be a small riding whip of 
Oglala Sioux manufacture, my heart started 
to pound in anticipation. Sure enough: “Gift 
of Francis Parkman.” How breathtaking to 
encounter this talisman of his youthful ex-
citement and purpose in light of the mas-
sive historical accomplishment they 
fueled! Happily, thanks to generous donors 
and a sympathetic College administration, 
the life-changing experience of travel for 
research is now within the reach of a far 
broader portion of the undergraduate so-
cioeconomic spectrum than in the Brahmin 
Parkman’s day. 

His monumental France and England in 
North America contains a heartening re-
minder of another enduring aspect of the 
student experience: the inspiration and 
motivation that we draw from our fellows. 
The central volume, La Salle and the Discovery 
of the Great West (1869), begins “To The Class 
of 1844, Harvard College, This Book is Cor-
dially Dedicated by one of their number.” I 
hope he enjoyed his twenty-fifth reunion!

Jody Armstrong ’78
New York City

LegaCy admissions
I was disheartened  to read the letter by 
Gretchen Bachrach about diversity (Sep-
tember-October, page 8). Although Bach-
rach seemingly does not understand the 
enriching and enlarging educational value 
of diverse thought and experience to any 
university, including Harvard, “the pin-
nacle” of higher education, my main area 
of contention with her letter was the ad-
missions category she omitted: legacy. If 
Harvard is to accept students only on the 
basis of “past demonstrations of academic 
effort and achievement,” then surely there 
will be many offspring of Harvard alums 
who will have to get their education from 
the non-pinnacle university. If we are to 
eliminate awarding points to applicants 
based on “race, religion or gender,” then 
let’s do away with all such categories, in-
cluding that awarded to the privileged who, 
through no effort on their part, happened 
to be born into a Harvard family. Not all 
Harvard students who “look” the part are 
there solely on sheer “academic effort and 
achievement.”

Phyllis Levinson, MCR ’79
Gaithersburg, Md. 

tibet’s status
I read “Tibetan Literature, Digitized” 
(September-October, page 23). It said, “…
an enormous number of Tibetan texts dis-
appeared during the Cultural Revolution, 
which affected the Tibetan plateau as much 
as it did the rest of China.” The statement 
is saying that the Tibetan plateau is China, 
but Tibet is not China any more than France 
was Germany after Germany invaded France 
during the Second World War. Tibet has its 
own culture, literature, history, language, 
that China is trying to suppress along with 
its ethnic cleansing of the Tibetan people. I 
appreciate that the politics of the situation 
are difficult but the truth remains. It is still 
inappropriate to baldly misstate and there-
by deny Tibet’s invaded and subjugated sta-
tus. If the sovereignty of Tibet had not been 
violated, there wouldn’t be the same need 
for Harvard to try to protect the country’s 
remaining literary heritage.

Nancy J. Gawlowicz
New York City

Crimson vs . CardinaL
When i was an undergraduate at Stan-
ford in the early 1960s (“Is Harvard Cool?” 
September-October, page 2), there was a 
standing joke that Stanford might be the 
Harvard of the West, but you still never 
heard anyone say that Harvard was the Stan-
ford of the East. It took The New York Times 
to finally say it. It’s all in good fun. Out of 
my class and the preceding class from my 
fraternity at Stanford, six of us went on to 
Harvard for graduate school, and we all felt 
we were very fortunate indeed to be able 
to do so.

Chris Moore, J.D. ’64
Torrance, Calif.

sLive on the sLy
It was lovely to see Professor Seymour 
Slive presented with an honorary degree 
this past June. [His subsequent death was 
reported in Brevia, September-October, 
page 29.] He provides one of my favorite 
Harvard anecdotes. 

I took an art-history course with Slive 
that included a tour of the Busch-Reis-
inger Museum. We spent some time with 
several ornately carved German wooden 
pieces from another era. As he stood next 
to one, he put his hands lovingly upon it, 
exploring all of its nooks and crannies. He 
said something which I now find abso-
lutely unbelievable: “Sometime when the 
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www.RivalryOnIce.com

museum guard’s back is turned, you must 
touch a piece like this and feel how much 
the artist cared about it.” I have never had 
the nerve to follow his advice, but I tell 
this story as frequently as I can.

Clarissa Bushman ’79
New York City

wonderFuL widener
President drew Faust wrote in the 
September-October 2014 issue (The View 
from Mass Hall, page 5) that as Widener be-
gins its second century it has accumulated 
3.5 million volumes in 10 stories of stacks. 
That pales in comparison to that majestic 
edifice’s accumulated billions of memories. 

When I think back to my time on cam-
pus, there are numerous places, things, 
and events that come to mind, but none 
any more vivid than wandering Widen-
er. I will never forget sitting on the floor, 
between those narrow stacks, that could 
be seen continuing mysteriously through 
the slabs of stone to the floors above and 
below, engrossed in one book or another 
and watching the lights wink on and off 
as someone else moved through the floors, 

turning their light on as they entered an 
aisle and off as they exited, only to repeat 
it at the next one, sometimes bright and 
close and sometimes dim and far away. It 
was magical then, even more so now with 
time. Hail Widener!

Bill Lacey, M.Arch. ’76
Manhattan Beach, Calif.

President Faust’s paean to Widener Li-
brary reminded me of a delightful discovery 
I made there while trying to find material for 
a term paper for an economic history course. 
I came across a huge bookstack packed floor 
to ceiling with hundreds of English detec-
tive novels. They had the bookplate of a 
Harvard professor of Egyptology. He must 
have spent his evenings in the desert reading 
them, and then donated them to Widener. 
Needless to say, I spent too many of my own 
evenings reading them.

Barbara R. Bergmann, Ph.D. ’58
Bethesda, Md.

how to deaL with Louts
I enJoyed  “How the Faculty Feels” (Sep-
tember-October, page 21). Of special inter-

est was the figure titled “Work/Life Bal-
ance,” which showed that, on average, both 
men and women put in the same hours on 
the job. In contrast, the women with chil-
dren spend roughly twice as many hours as 
men on housework. While I was the direc-
tor of residency training at the University of 
Louisville ophthalmology department, my 
unpleasant task was reprimanding those 
trainees who did not measure up to our 
standards. The males who caused prob-
lems did so in a variety of ways: some were 
late for clinics or failed to answer emergen-
cy calls; others dressed inappropriately or 
showed little respect for the technicians or 
their female colleagues. In contrast, all the 
female trainees who got in trouble shared 
the same failing: on the annual Ophthal-
mic Knowledge Assessment Program they 
had terrible scores—sometimes below the 
tenth percentile. These women weren’t hit-
ting the books.

When I called them into my office for 
their quarterly reviews, each told the same 
story: they had to spend many hours every 
day feeding the family, cleaning the house, 
bathing the kids, 
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Herbicide and Insecticide Use on GMO Crops Skyrocketing 
While Pro-GMO Media Run Interference

Former EPA Senior Scientist’s New Article Sets Record Straight

By David Bronner, President of Dr. Bronner’s Magic Soaps

Michael Specter’s recent articles bashing Vandana Shiva and the 
labeling of genetically engineered foods (“Seeds of Doubt” and 
“The Problem with G.M.O. Labels,” 8/25/14) in The New Yorker are 
the latest high-profile, pro-GMO articles that fail to engage with the 
fundamental critique of genetically engineered food crops in U.S. 
soil today: rather than reduce pesticide inputs, GMOs are causing 
them to skyrocket in volume and toxicity.  

Setting the record straight, Dr. Ramon J. Seidler, Ph.D., former 
Senior Scientist at the Environmental Protection Agency, has 
recently published a well-researched article documenting the 
devastating facts, “Pesticide Use on Genetically Engineered Crops,” 
in the Environmental Working Group’s online AgMag.  Dr. Seidler’s 
article cites and links to recent scientific literature and media 
reports and should be required reading for all journalists covering 
GMOs, as well as for citizens generally to understand why their 
right to know if food is genetically engineered is so important. The 
short discussion below summarizes the major points of his article. 

Over 99% of GMO acreage is engineered by chemical companies 
to tolerate heavy herbicide (glyphosate) use and/or to produce 
insecticide (Bt) in every cell of every plant over the entire 
growing season. The result is massive selection pressure that has 
rapidly created pest resistance—the opposite of integrated pest 
management where judicious use of chemical controls is applied 
only as necessary.  Predictably, just like the overuse of antibiotics in 
confined factory farms has created resistant “supergerms” leading 
to animals being overdosed with ever more powerful antibiotics, we 
now have huge swaths of the country infested with “superweeds” 
and “superbugs” resistant to glyphosate and Bt, meaning more 
volume of greater quantities of toxic pesticides are being applied. 

For example, the use of systemic insecticides, which coat GMO corn 
and soy seeds and are incorporated and expressed inside the entire 
plant, has skyrocketed in the last ten years. This includes the use of 
neonicotinoids (neonics) which are extremely powerful neurotoxins 
that contaminate our food and water and destroy non-target 
pollinators and wildlife such as bees, butterflies and birds. In fact, 
two neonics in widespread use in the U.S. are currently banned in 
the EU because of their suspected link to Colony Collapse Disorder 
in bees.

Mainstream pro-GMO media also fail to discuss the ever-increasing 
amount of older, much more toxic herbicides like 2,4-D and 
Dicamba being sprayed, along with huge volumes of glyphosate, 
to deal with superweeds. Most importantly and egregiously, this 
biased reporting does not mention the imminent approval of the 
pesticide industry’s next-generation herbicide-tolerant crops that 
are resistant not only to glyphosate but also to high doses of 2,4-
D and Dicamba, which will lead to huge increases of these toxic 
chemicals being sprayed on our food and farming communities.  

The USDA and EPA are in the process of rubber-stamping these into 
our farming communities (and unlabeled onto our dinner plates) 
this fall, yet pro-GMO media consistently fail to discuss their 
imminent approval, even as the lower-toxicity profile of glyphosate 
is touted. Such reporting gives a free pass to the chemical pesticide 
industry that pours millions into lobbying government and media 
elites and defeating voter ballot initiatives to require labeling of 
GMO foods.  

Hopefully Dr. Seidler’s article will be widely read and disseminated, 
so reporters can learn the facts and check their biases against 
industry-fed distortions.  Citizens and consumers need to hear 
the fundamental concern that GMOs are doubling down on, not 
freeing us from, the pesticide treadmill that contaminates our food 
and water while lining the pockets of the chemical companies that 
make both the GMOs and the pesticides used on them.

David Bronner is President of Dr. Bronner’s 
Magic Soaps, the top-selling brand of 
natural soaps in North America. He 
graduated with a degree (B.A.) in Biology 
from Harvard University in 1995. A leader 
in the fight to label GMO foods in the 
U.S., Dr. Bronner’s dedicates resources 
to progressive issues on behalf of the 
company’s mission to use profits to help 

make a better world. 

Read the Seidler article online 
here: http://bit.ly/1tPDHhl or 
scan the QR code

A D V E R T I S E M E N T
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etc., before collapsing in bed exhausted. 
When I asked what their husbands were 
doing, again came the same complaint: they 
were either watching television or study-
ing for their own knowledge assessment 
program. Some women begged me to dress 
down their wayward spouses because of 
their selfish habits.

Keep in mind that all these women 
were the cream of the crop: only the best 
students got into medical school, while 
our department averaged 100 applicants 
for each training position. So here is the 
question that has plagued me for decades: 
why did those bright, ambitious women 
put up with such dreadful treatment? In 
retrospect, I wish I had bribed my step-
son Arthur—six feet six, 300 pounds, a 

professional bouncer for 10 years—to take 
those lazy bums aside for an intimate dis-
cussion.

John Gamel ’66
Louisville

errors and an emendation
In reviewing Andrea Louise Campbell’s 
Trapped in America’s Safety Net (“Ensnared,” 
September-October, page 63), we failed to 
check the finished book against an earlier 
reading copy. The quoted last sentence in 
the first paragraph of the review should 
read, “She will need a wheelchair and round-
the-clock personal care assistance indefi-
nitely.” We regret our oversight.

In the article on the faculty climate sur-
vey (“How the Faculty Feels,” September-
October, page 21), the $5 million in fund-
ing for income-based childcare subsidies, 

made available to junior faculty members, 
was incorrectly attributed to decanal (i.e., 
school) funds. The source of the funds in 
fact is the University’s fringe-benefit pool.

The wording of “Is Harvard Cool?” (7 
Ware Street, September-October, page 2) 
may have suggested that Stanford’s rising 
yield rate among admitted applicants (79 
percent) has now exceeded that of Har-
vard College (82 percent); it has not.

Freeman Dyson, identified as a Nobel 
Prize winner (“Synthetic Biology’s New 
Menagerie,” September-October, page 42), 
in fact has not been so honored. We apolo-
gize for the error.

Noah Feldman, quoted as Bemis profes-
sor of international law (“Loeb Classical 
Library 1.0,” September-October, page 12), 
was named Frankfurter professor of law 
after the issue went to press. vThe Editors
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