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To the editor,

Mr. Meigs editorial titled “The Ethanol Fallacy” revisits tired and pointless arguments regarding corn based ethanol. His entire premise is based on a single assumption - that corn will be the only “feed stock” used to produce ethanol. If Mr. Meigs has in fact read the new energy security act that has recently become law, he would be aware that corn based ethanol only comprises 15 billion gallons of the 36 billion gallons mandated by the government for renewable fuels through 2022. 

No credible studies dispute the fact that enough corn can be grown to accommodate this number with little or no impact on other corn markets. In fact as Mr. Meigs himself stated, corn acres planted in 2007 were up 19%, exceeding by 4% the amount of corn needed to “feed the ethanol machine”. Within the next five years cellulosic ethanol will be available providing a feedstock that is not in competition with food or livestock markets and will have even better environmental and pricing benefits than does corn based ethanol.  

Mr. Meigs also references the Cornell study done by David Pimentel who concluded that the energy balance of ethanol is worse than that of gasoline. This study has been discounted repeatedly by numerous experts including Mr. Pimentels own University. As a result, only “experts” with an anti-ethanol agenda quote it.

Lastly Mr. Meigs brings out the “hugh” hidden tax argument against ethanol, completely ignoring the fact that subsidies to the oil and gas industry (including the hidden tax of defending the middle east oil infrastructure from terrorists elements) make any subsidies given to the ethanol industry look like rounding errors compared to what big oil receives from tax payers. In fact, the US Treasury receives $1.30 a gallon for every gallon of ethanol produced due to reduced farm program payments and increased tax revenues from the ethanol industry.

Ethanol is not a perfect solution, nor indeed the final solution to our dependence on foreign oil. However, it is a step in the right direction and stubbornly sticking to outdated, backward, and ultimately harmful positions regarding the energy future of our country serves no purpose but to continue to enrich those who need it the least.
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