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Today, sunny, warm, high 85. To-
night, patchy clouds, low 68. To-
morrow, plenty of sunshine, very 
warm for early September, high 
89. Weather map is on Page 26. 

Late Edition 
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CLINTON RELYING 
ON TAKING SOUTH 
TO THWART RIVALS 

FOCUS ON SUPER TUESDAY 

After Lessons of 2008, 
a Push to Wrap Up 
Nomination Early 

By PATRICK HEALY 
and AMY CHOZICK 

Hillary Rodham Clinton’s pres-
idential campaign is methodical-
ly building a political firewall 
across the South in hopes of ef-
fectively locking up the Demo-
cratic nomination in March re-
gardless of any early setbacks in 
the Iowa caucuses and the New 
Hampshire primary. 

Mrs. Clinton’s advisers, struck 
by the strength of Senator Bernie 
Sanders in those two states, have 
been assuring worried support-
ers that victories and superdele-
gate support in Southern states 
will help make her the inevitable 
nominee faster than many Demo-
crats expect. They point to her 
popularity with black and His-
panic voters, as well as her policy 
stances and the relationships 
that she and her husband, former 
President Bill Clinton, have culti-
vated. Mrs. Clinton was similarly 
confident at this point eight years 
ago, before Barack Obama and 
his superior organizers began pil-
ing up delegates, including in 
many Southern states. 

In interviews, advisers said the 
campaign was increasingly de-
voting staff members and money 
to win the South Carolina prima-
ry on Feb. 27 while laying the 
groundwork to sweep Alabama, 
Arkansas, Georgia, Oklahoma, 
Tennessee, Texas and Virginia on 
March 1. Those Super Tuesday 
states are highlighted in red on 
maps in the offices of Mrs. Clin-
ton’s senior aides in Brooklyn. 

The eight primaries will de-
liver several hundred delegates 
for Mrs. Clinton, advisers believe, 
toward the goal of more than 
2,200 needed to clinch the Demo-
cratic nomination. The campaign 
is barraging superdelegates in 

Continued on Page 20 

Emails Reveal 
Academic Ties 
In a Food War 

Industry Swaps Grants 

for Lobbying Clout 

By ERIC LIPTON 

WASHINGTON — At Monsan-
to, sales of genetically modified 
seeds were steadily rising. But 
executives at the company’s St. 
Louis headquarters were private-
ly worried about attacks on the 
safety of their products. 

So Monsanto, the world’s larg-
est seed company, and its in-
dustry partners retooled their 
lobbying and public relations 
strategy to spotlight a rarefied 
group of advocates: academics, 
brought in for the gloss of impar-
tiality and weight of authority 
that come with a professor’s ped-
igree. 

“Professors/researchers/sci-
entists have a big white hat in 
this debate and support in their 
states, from politicians to pro-
ducers,” Bill Mashek, a vice pres-
ident at Ketchum, a public rela-
tions firm hired by the biotech-
nology industry, said in an email 
to a University of Florida profes-
sor. “Keep it up!” 

And the industry has. 
Corporations have poured 

money into universities to fund 
research for decades, but now, 
the debate over bioengineered 
foods has escalated into a billion-
dollar food industry war. Compa-
nies like Monsanto are squaring 
off against major organic firms 
like Stonyfield Farm, the yogurt 
company, and both sides have 
aggressively recruited academic 
researchers, emails obtained 
through open records laws show. 

The emails provide a rare view 
into the strategy and tactics of a 
lobbying campaign that has 
transformed ivory tower elites 
into powerful players. The use by 
both sides of third-party scien-
tists, and their supposedly unbi-
ased research, helps explain why 
the American public is often con-
fused as it processes the conflict-
ing information. 

The push has intensified as the 
Senate prepares to take up in-
dustry-backed legislation this 
fall, already passed by the House, 

Continued on Page 18 

This article is by Katrin Benn-
hold, Steven Erlanger and Alison 
Smale. 

MUNICH — Germans waving 
welcome signs in German, Eng-
lish and Arabic came to the train 
station here Saturday to greet the 
first group of what is expected to 
be about 8,000 migrants to arrive 
in Germany by early Sunday, af-
ter an arduous and emotional 
journey through Hungary and 
Austria. 

Germans applauded and vol-
unteers offered hot tea, food and 
toys as about 450 migrants ar-
rived on a special train service 
from Austria, finally reaching 
Germany, which had held out an 
open hand to them. 

“Thank you, Germany,” said 
one woman from the Kurdish 
part of northern Iraq who said 
she had been on the road for a 
month and a half with her two 
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Migrants arriving to cheers in Munich on Saturday at the city’s main railway station after an arduous journey through Europe. 

Germany Welcomes Thousands of Weary Migrants 

children. A German volunteer, 
Silvia Reinschmiedt, who runs a 
local school, could not stay at 
home. “I said to myself, I have to 
do something,” she said as she 
handed out warm drinks. 

By Saturday evening, about 
6,000 migrants had arrived here, 
and another 1,800 were expected 
to arrive in trains overnight, ac-
cording to the German police. 

On the Trail of a Mentally Ill Brother, Lost in Brooklyn 

By KIM BARKER 

Ever since they were children, Aukej-
shia Boyce-Gaskins made sure to look out 
for her younger half brother, Birshon Da-
ley. 

Their mother, addicted to crack cocaine, 
dumped them with their great-grandmoth-
er when Ms. Boyce-Gaskins was 10 and 
her brother was 2. Ms. Boyce-Gaskins 
helped raise Mr. Daley in a small town in 
Georgia, even taking him in after she 
graduated from high school. Eventually, 
she sent him to live with his father in 
Brooklyn. But then came his diagnosis of 
paranoid schizophrenia. His father died. 
Almost three years ago, he disappeared. 

His sister was frantic. Was he on the 
streets? In a homeless shelter? In a men-
tal hospital? 

She asked a relative to check Mr. Da-
ley’s old haunts, like the barbershop 
where he used to sweep for spare change. 
She scoured the Internet, plugging his 
name into Google again and again. But Mr. 
Daley was nowhere. 

“I had to put it in the back of my soul, about her brother. This time, she was across New York City, catering to poor 
but it’s always been eating at me,” said shocked by what Google delivered: Mr. people recovering from substance abuse, 
Ms. Boyce-Gaskins, 42, who runs a non- Daley, now 34, had been featured in a May homeless people who wanted to avoid 
profit center for disadvantaged youths in 30 investigation by The New York Times shelters and people with mental illnesses 
Atlanta. “My mom charged me with the into cramped, unregulated rooming like Mr. Daley. Their rent was usually paid 
responsibility of making sure he was O.K. houses known as three-quarter houses. by the $215 monthly housing allowance for 
I’ve been in havoc, spiritually.” The homes, seen as somewhere be- people on public assistance, or by about 

On a recent Tuesday morning, Ms. tween regulated halfway houses and actu-
Boyce-Gaskins again woke up thinking al homes, had multiplied in recent years Continued on Page 24 
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Birshon Daley, 34, who has schizophrenia, on the street in Brooklyn in August. 
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A Divide Over Emissions 
California’s campaign against emissions 
pits not only a well-financed oil industry 
against environmentalists, but also 
Democrat against Democrat. PAGE 16 

Jailed Clerk Shakes Up Party 
The same-sex marriage debate in Ken-
tucky exposed divisions in the Republi-
can Party and may generate a burst of 
religious-exemption legislation. PAGE 16 

INTERNATIONAL 4-15 

Quandary in Guatemala 
Having ousted a president, Guatema-
lans choose a new one Sunday. But with 
little faith in the candidates, activists 
hope to keep a movement going. PAGE 4 

A Desperate Flight 
Some are fleeing brutal wars. Oth-
ers, economic misery. For eyewit-
ness dispatches of their perilous 
journeys, follow Anemona Harto-
collis as she travels across Europe 
with the migrants (Page 6). Also, 
in The New York Times Magazine, 
Paolo Pellegrin and Scott Ander-
son document an encounter with 
two boats carrying 733 people 
adrift in the Mediterranean. 

It was the desired destination 
for an extraordinary march of mi-
grants, who broke through Hun-
garian obstacles and reached 
Austria on Saturday morning af-
ter a night of frantic negotiations 
among German, Austrian and 
Hungarian officials cleared the 
way. 

Overnight, some 4,500 exhaust-
ed migrants were bused to the 

Austrian border by a Hungarian 
government that gave up trying 
to stop them and instead decided 
to help them travel in safety. That 
help was temporary, however, as 
Hungary found itself struggling 
to cope with a new influx of mi-
grants. 

The arrival in Germany of the 
migrants was the culmination of 
10 days of tragedy and emotion 
that at last caught the world’s at-
tention, as war and chaos in Syria 
and elsewhere in the Middle East 
set off one of the largest emigra-
tions since World War II. 

The standoff in Hungary 
seemed to encapsulate the long 
and often deadly journeys that 
hundreds of thousands of people 
have made to try to reach some 
semblance of peace, security and 
prosperity in a Europe that, for 
the most part, did not much want 
them. 

Even as the thousands made it 
Continued on Page 15 

Francis Is Coming to America 
After Avoiding It for 78 Years 

By LAURIE GOODSTEIN 

During his first private meet- the rich and powerful, he has 
ing with Pope Francis in the Vat- waited until 78 to visit the eco-
ican two years ago, Cardinal nomic giant that likes to think of 
Timothy M. Dolan said, the pope itself as the center of everything. 
took out an atlas with a map of “He’s a little nervous about 
the United States and asked Car- coming,” Cardinal Dolan said at 
dinal Dolan, the archbishop of an interfaith event in New York 
New York, to point out the vari- in May. “Not that he lacks any 
ous regions and cities and talk confidence in the reception of 
about how they differed. friendship that he knows he’ll 

Francis seemed to recognize get, but he readily admits he has 
that he had some homework to never been to the United States.” 
do: When he travels this month Those who have known Fran-
to Washington, New York and cis, both before and after he be-
Philadelphia, the visit will be his came pope, say the reasons for 
first to the United States. Both of Continued on Page 27 
his most recent predecessors, 
Benedict XVI and John Paul II, 
traveled to the United States be-
fore rising to the papacy. Other 
Catholic prelates from around the 
world have come for fund-raisers, 
speaking engagements or global 
Catholic events, like World Youth 
Day in Denver in 1993. 

But Francis, a former archbish-
op of Buenos Aires, had steered 
clear of the United States, which 
has the world’s fourth-largest Ro-
man Catholic population. Some- BRENDAN MCDERMID/REUTERS 

thing of a homebody, preferring A mural of Pope Francis on a 
to hang out with the poor than building in Manhattan. 

SPORTSSUNDAY 

Their Courts of Origin 
Tennis’s biggest stars sometimes come 
from humble roots, as seen in a tour of 
the courts where they started playing, 
and dreaming, as children. PAGE 6 

SUNDAY REVIEW 

Frank Bruni PAGE 3 
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Emails Reveal Financial Ties Between Food Industry and Academics 

TYLER JONES/UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA GEORGE ROBINSON 

“Nobody tells me “If you spend enough time 
what to say, and nobody with skunks, you start 
tells me what to think.” to smell like one.” 

KEVIN FOLTA CHARLES M. BENBROOK 

An aggressive biotech proponent with A proponent of labels on G.M.O. foods, 

financial ties to Monsanto backed by the organic industry 

From Page 1 

that would ban states from adopting 
laws that require the disclosure of food 
produced with genetically modified in-
gredients. 

The efforts have helped produce im-
portant payoffs, including the approval 
by federal regulators of new genetically 
modified seeds after academic experts 
intervened with the United States De-
partment of Agriculture on the indus-
try’s behalf, the emails show. 

Charla Lord, a Monsanto spokeswom-
an, said the company’s longstanding 
partnership with academics helped de-
mystify the science. “It is in the public 
interest for academics to weigh in cred-
ibly, not only to consumers but to stake-
holders like lawmakers and regulators 
as well,” she said. 

But even some of the academics who 
have accepted special “unrestricted 
grants” or taken industry-funded trips 
to help push corporate agendas on Capi-
tol Hill say they regret being caught up 
in this nasty food fight. 

“If you spend enough time with 
skunks, you start to smell like one,” said 
Charles M. Benbrook, who until recent-
ly held a post at Washington State Uni-
versity. The organic foods industry 
funded his research there and paid for 
his trips to Washington, where he 
helped lobby for labels on foods with ge-
netically modified ingredients. 

On the other side, the biotech in-
dustry has published dozens of articles, 
under the names of prominent academ-
ics, that in some cases were drafted by 
industry consultants. 

Monsanto and its industry partners 
have also passed out an undisclosed 
amount in special grants to scientists 
like Kevin Folta, the chairman of the 
horticultural sciences department at the 
University of Florida, to help with “bio-
technology outreach” and to travel 
around the country to defend geneti-
cally modified foods. 

“This is a great 3rd-party approach to 
developing the advocacy that we’re 
looking to develop,” Michael Lohuis, the 
director of crop biometrics at Monsanto, 
wrote last year in an email as the com-
pany considered giving Dr. Folta an un-
restricted grant. 

Dr. Folta said that he had joined the 
campaign to publicly defend genetically 
modified technologies because he be-
lieves they are safe, and that it is his job 
to share his expertise. “Nobody tells me 
what to say, and nobody tells me what 
to think,” he said, adding, “Every point I 
make is based on evidence.” 

But he also conceded in an interview 
that he could unfairly be seen as a tool 
of industry, and his university now in-
tends to donate the Monsanto grant 
money to a food pantry. “I can un-
derstand that perception 100 percent,” 
he said, “and it bothers me a lot.” 

Players in a Safety Debate 
The moves by Monsanto, in an alli-

ance with the Biotechnology Industry 
Organization and the Grocery Manufac-
turers Association, are detailed in thou-
sands of pages of emails that were at 
first requested by the nonprofit group 
U.S. Right to Know, which receives 
funding from the organic foods industry. 

The New York Times separately re-
quested some of these documents, then 
made additional requests in several 
states for email records of academics 
with ties to the organics industry. 

There is no evidence that academic 
work was compromised, but the emails 
show how academics have shifted from 
researchers to actors in lobbying and 
corporate public relations campaigns. 

The fight between the competing aca-
demics is not focused on questions 
about the safety of genetically engi-
neered seeds themselves. The sides are 
fighting mainly over the safety of herbi-
cides used in so-called genetically mod-
ified organism, or G.M.O., crops. The or-
ganic food proponents argue that herbi-
cide use has surged, and that some of 
these herbicides may be unsafe. The 
biotech companies say that data relat-
ing to herbicide use on genetically engi-
neered crops is being misinterpreted — 
and that these new crops, more resist-
ant to pests and disease, are helping to 
feed the world. 

So far, the anti-G.M.O. community 
has been winning the public relations 
war. Major brands like Chipotle and 
original Cheerios have moved to reduce 
or eliminate their use of genetically en-
gineered ingredients, based in part on a 
marketing judgment that this is what 
the American public wants. That poses 
a threat to companies like Monsanto, 
which had $15.9 billion in global sales 
last year. 

“Misinformation campaign in ag bio-
tech area is more than overwhelming,” 
Yong Gao, then Monsanto’s global regu-
latory policy director, explained in an 
April 2013 email to Dr. Folta as the com-
pany started to work closely with him. 
“It is really hurting the progress in 
translating science and knowledge into 
ag productivity.” 

Dr. Folta is among the most aggres-
sive and prolific biotech proponents, al-
though until his emails were released 
last month, he had not publicly acknowl-
edged the extent of his ties to Monsanto. 

He has a doctorate in molecular biol-
ogy and has been doing research on the 
genomics of small fruit crops for more 
than a decade. Monsanto executives ap-
proached Dr. Folta in the spring of 2013 
after they read a blog post he had writ-
ten defending industry technology. 

“We really appreciate independent 
scientists working to educate the pub-
lic,” Keith Reding, a microbiologist who 

TOM GANNAM/REUTERS 

Monsanto soybeans, top, and a 
soybean chipper that allows 
Monsanto to analyze seed ge-
netics. Monsanto and its indus-
try partners have relied on aca-
demics to push their case for ge-
netically modified crops. 

Dr. Folta, included in the email chain, 
agreed. 

“We can’t fight emotion with lists of 
scientists,” Dr. Folta wrote to Lisa 
Drake, the Monsanto lobbyist. “It needs 
a connection to farming mothers.” 

But Ms. Drake flatly rejected their ar-
guments. Monsanto had already run 
television ads with mothers who were 
farmers. They fell flat. 

“Doesn’t poll as well as credible third 
party scientist,” she said. “I know hard 
to believe, but I have seen the poll re-
sults myself, and that is why the cam-
paigns work the way they do.” 

Emails and other documents ob-
tained by The Times from Washington 
State, where Dr. Benbrook served until 
earlier this year, show how the oppo-
nents of genetically modified foods have 
used their own creative tactics, al-
though their spending on lobbying and 
public relations amounts to a tiny frac-
tion of that of biosciences companies. 

The organic foods industry has a di-
rect financial interest to raise consumer 
concerns, because federal law requires 
that any product labeled organic in the 
United States be free of ingredients pro-
duced from genetically modified seeds. 
So if consumers move away from 
G.M.O.-based sources, they sometimes 
switch to organic alternatives. 

Like the biotech companies, organic 
industry executives believed they could 
have more influence if they pushed 
their message through academics. 

“I am a business guy, not a scientist,” 
said Gary Hirshberg, the chairman and 
former president of Stonyfield Farm, 
which produces organic yogurt, who 
leads an industry lobbying effort called 
Just Label It. “So of course it helps to 
have an academic scientist explain it.” 

That is why Dr. Benbrook, who had 
served as chief scientist at the Organic 
Center, a group funded by the organic 
foods industry, resigned his job and 
sought a university appointment, he 
said. 

“I was working for an organization af-
filiated and funded by the industry, and 
people were just not listening,” he said. 

At Washington State, Dr. Benbrook 
was supported by many of the same fi-
nancial backers, including Organic Val-
ley, Whole Foods, Stonyfield and United 
Natural Foods Inc. The companies 
stayed closely involved in his research 
and advocacy, helping him push report-
ers to write about his studies, including 
one concluding that organic milk, pro-
duced without any G.M.O.-produced 
feed for the cows, had greater nutri-
tional value. 

At least twice, Mr. Hirshberg’s group 
also paid for Dr. Benbrook to go to 
Washington so he could help lobby 
against a federal ban on G.M.O. labels. 
And his research suggesting that herbi-
cide use in G.M.O. crops has surged has 
been a central part of the organic in-
dustry’s argument for mandatory la-
bels. 

Dr. Benbrook, whose research post at 
Washington State was not renewed this 
year, said the organic companies had 
turned to him for the same reasons 
Monsanto and others support the Uni-
versity of Florida or Dr. Folta directly. 

“They want to influence the public,” 
he said. “They could conduct those 
studies on their own and put this in-
formation on their website. But nobody 
would believe them. There is a friggin’ 
war going on around this stuff. And ev-
eryone is looking to gain as much lever-
age as they can.” 

EL 000005 

helps Monsanto manage its relations 
with regulatory agencies, wrote in an 
April 2013 email to Dr. Folta. 

A few weeks later, the Council for Bio-
technology Information — controlled by 
BASF, Bayer, Dow Chemical, DuPont 
and Monsanto — asked Dr. Folta and 
other prominent academics if they 
would participate in a new website, 
GMO Answers, which was established 
to combat perceived misinformation 
about their products. The plan was to 
provide the academics with questions 
from the public, such as, “Do GMOs 
cause cancer?” 

“This is a new way to build trust, dia-
logue and support for biotech in agricul-
ture that will help explain in an inde-
pendent voice what GMOs are,” an ex-
ecutive at Ketchum wrote to Dr. Folta. 

But Ketchum did more than provide 
questions. On several occasions, it also 
gave Dr. Folta draft answers, which he 
then used nearly verbatim, a step that 
he now says was a mistake. 

“It was absolutely not the right 
thing,” he said, adding that he now in-
sists that he write his own responses. 

Kate Hall, a spokeswoman for the bio-
technology council, said that the schol-
ars were free to revise the scripted re-
sponses, and that the group offered 
these draft answers in only a few dozen 
cases, compared with the nearly 1,000 
responses on GMO Answers to date. 

Dr. Folta, the emails show, soon be-
came part of an inner circle of industry 
consultants, lobbyists and executives 
who devised strategy on how to block 
state efforts to mandate G.M.O. labeling 
and, most recently, on how to get Con-
gress to pass legislation that would pre-
empt any state from taking such a step. 

While Dr. Folta was not personally 
compensated, biotech companies paid 
for his trips to testify in Pennsylvania 
and Hawaii. “I should state upfront that 
I have not been compensated for any 
testimony,” he said at a public hearing 
in Hawaii, before adding, “The technol-
ogy is safe and is used because it helps 
farmers compete.” 

Dr. Folta routinely gave updates on 
his travels — and his face-to-face en-
counters with opponents of genetically 
modified crops — to the industry execu-
tives who were funding his efforts. 

“Your email made my day!” wrote 
Cathleen Enright, an executive vice 
president of the Biotechnology Industry 
Organization, after Dr. Folta gave her a 

written update on the October 2014 leg-
islative hearing in Pennsylvania. 
“Please send all receipts to us when-
ever you get around to it. No rush.” 

In August 2014, Monsanto decided to 
approve Dr. Folta’s grant for $25,000 to 
allow him to travel more extensively to 
give talks on the genetically modified 
food industry’s products. 

“I am grateful for this opportunity 
and promise a solid return on the in-
vestment,” Dr. Folta wrote in an email 
to one Monsanto executive. 

Dr. Folta is one of many academics 
the biotech industry has approached to 
help it defend or promote its products, 
the emails show. 

The company, in late 2011, gave a 
grant for an undisclosed amount to 
Bruce M. Chassy, a professor emeritus 
at the University of Illinois, to support 
“biotechnology outreach and education 
activities,” his emails show. 

In the same email in which Dr. Chas-
sy negotiated the release of the grant 
funds, he discussed with a Monsanto ex-
ecutive a monthslong effort to persuade 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
to abandon its proposal to tighten the 
regulation of pesticides used on insect-
resistant seeds. 

“Is there a coordinated plan to main-
tain pressure and emphasis on EPA’s 
evolving regulations?” Eric Sachs, the 
chief of Monsanto’s global scientific af-
fairs group, wrote in a related email to 
Dr. Chassy. “Have you considered hav-
ing a small group of scientists request a 
meeting with Lisa Jackson,” referring to 
the E.P.A. administrator at the time. 

In an interview, Dr. Chassy said he 
had initiated the fight against the E.P.A. 
plan before Monsanto pressed him. But 
he conceded that the money he had re-
ceived from the company had helped to 
elevate his voice through travel, a web-
site he created and other means. 

“What industry does is when they 
find people saying things they like, they 
make it possible for your voice to be 
heard in more places and more loudly,” 
he said. 

Dr. Chassy eventually set up a meet-
ing at the E.P.A., with the help of an in-
dustry lobbyist, and the agency ulti-
mately dropped the proposal. 

In 2013, Monsanto also asked David 
R. Shaw, the vice president for research 
and economic development at Missis-
sippi State University, to intervene with 
the Department of Agriculture to help 

persuade the agency to approve a new 
type of genetically modified soybean 
and cottonseed designed by Monsanto. 

Organic farmers argued against this 
move, convinced that approval of the 
new seeds would lead to an increase in 
potentially harmful herbicide use. Mon-
santo wanted Dr. Shaw, whom the com-
pany has supported over the last dec-
ade with at least $880,000 in research 
grants for projects he helped oversee, to 
refute these arguments, the emails 
show. 

“Our Regulatory Affairs and Govern-
ment Affairs groups feel it is important 
that USDA hear from folks like you on 
the key issues since there is a high prob-
ability that many negative voices will be 
heard during these calls,” said a June 
2013 email from John K. Soteres, then 
Monsanto’s head of weed resistance 
programs. “Your voice not only counts 
from the standpoint of presenting scien-
tifically based viewpoints but also to a 
degree from a numbers standpoint.” 

Dow Chemical made a similar pitch 
this year, with one company executive 
first reminding Dr. Shaw in an email 
about the industry’s financial support 
for the university. Then the executive 
asked Dr. Shaw to intervene with the 
Agriculture Department to urge it to ap-
prove Dow’s new genetically modified 
cottonseed, which was designed to be 
treated with a Dow-produced herbicide. 

Dow’s and Monsanto’s requests to 
the Agriculture Department have since 
been approved. Dr. Shaw declined to 
comment. But a university spokesman, 
Sid Salter, described Dr. Shaw as “a 
highly ethical researcher.” 

Why Not ‘Mommy Farmers’? 
At times, the scientists themselves 

questioned whether they were the best 
advocates for the companies. 

“What the situation requires is a suite 
of TV spots featuring attractive young 
women, preferably mommy farmers, 
explaining why biotech derived foods 
are the safest & greenest in the history 
of ag and worthy of support,” wrote 
L. Val Giddings, a senior fellow at In-
formation Technology & Innovation 
Foundation, a nonprofit food policy re-
search group in Washington, in an Octo-
ber 2014 email to a Monsanto lobbyist. 
The company was debating how to de-
feat labeling campaigns last year in Col-
orado and Oregon. 




