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:YlE~lliER 

Abnor 

Adams 

Andrews (N.C. ) 

Andrews (N.D.) 

Annunzio 

Ashley 

Badillo 

Barrett 

Beard (R.I.) 

Bennett 

Bevill 

Biaggi 

Biester 

Bingham 

Boggs 

Boland 

Breaux 

Breckinridge 

Brink 

Broyhill 

Burke (CA) 

3 '.::.rke ( tJ!..AS S) 

GENER..i\L LIST OF FARH VETO CONTACTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

C0£-1NITTEE ( S) 

Public Works & 
Transportation 

Budget 

Education & Labor 

Appropriations 

Banking & Currency 

Budget 

Judiciary 

Banking & Currency 

Education & Labor 

Armed Services 

Appropriations 

Education & Labor 

International Relations 

International Relations 

Banking & Currency 

Appropriations 

Agriculture 

PHONE 

225-5165 

3106 

5-1784 

5-2611 

5-6661 

5-4146 

·5-4361 

5-4731 

5-2735 

5-2501 

5-4876 

5-2464 

5-4276 

5-4411 

6636 

5-5601 

5-5876 

Merchant Marine & Fisheries 5-2031 

Agriculture 5-4706 

Armed Services 5-5901 

Budget 5-2576 

Appropriations 5-7084 

Ways & Means 5-3215 

~, 

FJ ., 
/ 



Burleson (TEX) 

Byron 

Carter 

Cas 

Ccchran 

Conyers 

Daniel, Dan 

Davis 

Delaney 

Derrick 

Downing 

Duncan (ORE) 

Evins (TENN) 

Fascell 

Flood 

Flowers 

Flynt 

Foun 

Fraser 

Giaimo 

Ginn 

Goodling 

:;:-ass ley 

-2-

COH!YliTTEE (S} 

Ways & Heans 

Interstate & Foreign 
Corrunerce 
Interstate & Foreign 
Corr1merce 

Appropriations 

ations 

Public Works & 
Transportation 
Judiciary 

Armed Services 

Armed Services 

Rules 

. Banking & Currency 

Merchant Marine & 
Fisheries 

J\ppropriations 

Appropriations 

International Relations 

Appropriations 

Judiciary 

Appropriations 

International Relations 

International Relations 

Appropriations 

Merchant Marines & 
Fisheries 

Education & Labor 

Agriculture 

Ways & Heans 

PI-IOrlE 

225-6605 

5-2721 

5-4601 

5-5951 

5-~ 35 

5-5865 

126 

5-4711 

5-3176 

5-3965 

5-5301 

5-4261 

5-48il 

5-4231 

5-4506 

5-6511 

5-2665 

5-4501 

4531 

5-4755 

5-3661 

5831 

5-5836 

5-3301 

5-6271 



~!.EMBER 

Hagedorn 

Haley 

Ha:m..."'tlerschmidt 

Hebert 

Henderson 

Hillis 

Howard 

Hubbard 

I chord 

Jeffords 

Jenrette 

Jones (ALA) 

Jones (N.C.} 

Jones (OKLA} 

Jones (TENN} 

Karth 

Kasten 

Keys 

Landrum 

Latta 

.:::-evi tas 

I.,:;ng (LA) 

-3-

C0Nl'1ITTEE S 

Agriculture 

Interior & Insular 
Affairs 

Public Horks & 
Transportation 

Armed Services 

Public ~-Jorks & 
Transportation 

Armed Services 

Public ~'lorks & 
Transportation 

Banking & Currency 

Armed Services 

Education & Labor 

Agriculture 

Public Works & 
Transportation 

Agriculture 

Ways & Means 

Agriculture 

Ways & Means 

Government Operations 

Ways & Means 

Ways & Means 

Budget 

Public 1florks & 
Transportation 

Rules 

Rules 

PHONE 

225-2472 

5-5015 

5-4301 

5-3015 

5-3415 

5-5037 

5-4671 

5-3115 

5-5155 

5-4115 

5-3315 

5-4801 

5-3101 

5-2211 

5-4714 

5-6631 

5-5101 

5-6601 

5-5211 

5-6405 

5-4926 

5-5772 



~lE~IBER 

f.'lcCloskey 

NcCollister 

HcDade 

McEwen 

McKay 

Hadden 

Mahon 

Mann 

Mathis 

Natsunaga 

Nazzoli 

Hetcalfe 

~lilford 

Hills 

Min eta 

Minish 

~link 

Mitchell 

~lontgomery 

~-·Iorgan 

-4-

COf.'lt''.UTTEE (S) 

Merchant Marines & 
Fisheries 
Interstate & Foreign 
Com.rnerce 

Appropriations 

Ar::leC. Services 

Appropriations 

Appropriations 

Rules 

Appropriations 

Judiciary 

Agriculture 

Rules 

District of Columbia 

Interstate & Foreign 
CoTIUll.erce 

Public Works & 
Transportation 

Ways & Means 

Public Works & 
Transportation 

Banking & Currency 

Education & Labor 

Armed Services 

Armed Services 

Agriculture 

International Relations 

Interstate & Foreign 
Commerce 

PHONE 

225-5411 

5-4155 

5-3731 

5-2931 

5-4611 

5-0453 

5-2461 

5-4005 

5-6030 

5-3631 

5-2726 

5-5401 

5-4372 

5-3605 

5-2506 

5-2631 

5-5035 

5-4906 

5-3665 

5-5031 

5-3901 

5-4665 

5-7163 ""* ~ 
, ... 
~ 



N.Eiv1BER 

2·1urphy (ILL) 

Hurphy (N.Y. ) 

r.Iurtha 

Myers ( IND) 

:'·lyers CPA) 

Nedzi 

Nichols 

Nix 

Ottinger 

Passman 

Patten 

Pepper 

Pike 

Pressler 

Preyer 

Price 

Quie 

Railsback 

Rodino 

Rogers 

Rooney 

Rose 

Runnels 

-5-

COHNITTEE 

Rules 

Interstate & Foreign 
Commerce 

Appropriations 

Appropriations 

Public ~'/orks & 

Transportation 

Armed Services 

Armed Services 

International Relations 

Interstate & Foreign 
Commerce 

Appropriations 

Appropriations 

Rules 

Ways & Means 

Education & Labor 

Interstate & Foreign 
Com..-nerce 

Armed Services 

Education & Labor 

Judiciary 

Judiciary 

Interstate & Foreign 
Commerce 

Interstate & Foreign 
Comrnerce 

Agriculture 

Armed Services 

PHONE 

225-3406 

5-3371 

5-2065 

5-5805 

5-2565 

5-6276 

5-3261 

5-4001 

5-6506 

5-2376 

5-6301 

5-3931 

5-3826 

5-2801 

5-3065 

5-5661 

5-2271 

5-5905 

5-3436 

5-.3001 

5-6411 

5-2731 

5..:.2365 



Ryan 

St. Germain 

Satterfield 

Schroeder 

Schulze 

Sebelius 

Shuster 

Sikes 

Skubitz 

Smith (NEB) 

Snyder 

Solarz 

Spence 

Stanton, James 

Steiger (WIS) 

Stratton 

Sullivan 

Symington 

Taylor (N.C.) 

Teague 

-:::'hompson 

T~one 

-3ongas 
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CO~~ITTEE PHONE 

International Relations 225-3531 

Banking & Currency 5-4911 

Interstate & Foreign 5-2815 
Commerce 

Armed Services 

Banking & Currency 

Agriculture 

Public Works & 
Transportation 

Appropriations 

Interstate & Foreign 
Commerce 

Education & Labor 

Merchant Marine & 
Fisheries 

International Relations 

Armed Services 

Public Works & 
Transportation 

Ways & Means 

Armed Services 

Merchant Marine & 
Fisheries 

Interstate & Foreign 
Commerce 

International Relations 

Science & Technology 

Education & Labor 

Agriculture 

Banking & Currency 

5-4431 

5-5761 

5-2715 

5-2431 

5-4136 

5-3911 

5-6435 

5-3465 

5-2361 

5-2352 

5-5871 

5-2476 

5-5076 

5-2671 

5-2561 

5-6401 

5-2002 

5-3765 

5-4806 

5-3411 
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CO~~ITTEE PHONE 

Treen Armed Services 225-4031 

Van Deerlin Interstate & Foreign 5-5672 
Commerce 

Vigorito Agriculture 5-5406 

~<~Jaggonner Ways & Means 5-2777 

vvampler Agriculture 5-3861 

Winn International Relations 5-2865 

Wilson, Chas. (TEX) International Relations 5-2401 

Wolff International Relations 5-5956 

vvright Budget 5-5071 

Yates Appropriations 5-2111 

Yatron International Relations 5-5546 

Young (TEX) Rules 5-2831 

Zef.eretti: Education & Labor 5-4105 



Farm Veto Contacts for 
Secretary Kissinger 

International Relations Committee 

Bies·ter 
Bingham 
Fascell 
Fountain 
~"'raser 

Norgan 
Nix 
Ryan 
Solarz 
Taylor (NC) 
Winn 
\vilson (Tex.) 
Wolff 
Yatron 

Telephone 

5-4276 
5-4411 
5-4506 
5-4531 
5-4755 
5-4665 
5-4001 
5-3531 
5-2361 
5-6401 
5-2865 
5-2401 
5-5956 
5-5546 



Farm Veto Contacts for 
Secretary Simon 

Ways and Means Cornmi ttee 

Burke (Mass.) 
Burleson (Tex.) 
Green 
Jones (Okla.) 

Keys 
Landrum 
Mills 
Pike 
Steiger (Wis.) 
Waggonner 

Telephone 

5-3215 
5-6605 
5-6271 
5-2211 
5-6631 
5-6601 
5-5211 
5-2506 
5-3826 
5-2476 
5-2777 



Farm Veto Contacts for 
Secretarv Schlesinger 

Armed Services Committee 

Bennett 
Brinkley 
Daniel (Va.) 

Hebert 
Hillis 
I chord 
McDonald 
Mitchell (NY) 
Montgomery 
Nedzi 
Nichols 
Price 
Runnels 
Schroeder 
Spence 
Stratton 
Treen 

Telephone 

5-2501 
5-5901 
5-4711 
5-3176 
5-3015 
5-5037 
5-5155 
5-2931 
5-3665 
5-5031 
5-6276 
5-3261 
5-5661 
5-2365 
5-4431 
5-2452 
5-5076 
5-4031 



Farm Veto Contacts 
Secretary Butz 

Agriculture Committee 

Bowen 
Breckinridge 
Grass ley 
Hagedorn 
Jenrette 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (Tenn.) 
Mathis 
Moore 
Rose 
Sebe1ius 
Thone 
Vigorito 
Wampler 

for 

Telephone 

5-5876 
5-4706 
5-3301 
~ 4.72 
5-3315 
5-3101 
5-4714 
5-3631 
5-3901 
5-2731 
5-2715 
5-4806 
5-5406 
5-3861 



Farrn Veto Contacts for 
Secretar'{ Morton 

Interstate & Foreign Committee 

Byron 
Carter 
J>lcCollister 
Metcalfe 
Moss 
~'lurphy (NY) 
Ottinger 
Preyer 
Rogers 
Rooney 
Satterfield 
Skubitz 
Symington 
VanDeerlin 

Merchant Marine and Fisheries 

Breaux 
Dmvning 
Ginn 
McCloskey 
Snyder (Ky.) 
Sullivan 

Telephone 

5-2721 
5-4601 
5-4155 
5-4372 
5-7163 
5-3371 
5-6506 
5-3065 
5-3001 
5-6411 
5-2815 
5-3911 
5-2561 
5-5672 

5-2031 
5-4261 
5-5831 
5-5411 
5-3465 
5-2671 



Farm Veto Contacts for 
Secretary Dunlop 

Education and Labor Cow~ittee 

Andrews (N.C. ) 
Beard (R.I.) 
Biaggi 
Goodling 
Jeffords 
Nink 
Pressle~ 

Quie 
Smith (Neb.) 
Thompson 
Zeferetti 

Telephone 

5-1784 
5-2735 
5-2464 
5-5836 
5-4115 
5-4906 

5-2271 
5-6435 
5-3765 
5-4105 



Farm Veto Contacts for 
Attornev General Levi 

Judiciary Committee 

Badillo 
Conyers 
Flowers 

lsb 
Rodino 

Rules Committee 

Delaney 
Long (La.) 
Lott 
Madden 
Matsunaga 
Murphy (Ill. ) 
Pepper 
Young (Tex.) 

Telephone 

5-4361 
5-5126 
5-2665 
5-5905 
5-3436 

5-3965 
5-4926 
5-5772 
5-2461 
5-2726 
5-3406 
5-3931 
5-2831 



Farm Veto Contacts 
Secretary Coleman 

Public Works & Transportation 

Abner 
Cochran 
Hammerschmidt 
Henderson 
Howard 
Jones (Ala.) 
Levitas 
Milford 
Mineta 
Myers (Pa.) 
Shuster 
Stanton,James V. (Ohio) 

Telephone 

5165 
5-5865 
5-4301 
5-3415 
5 4671 
5-4801 
5-4272 
5-3605 
5-2631 
5-2565 
5-2431 
5-5871 



Farm Veto Contacts for 
Secretary Hills 

Banking & Currency Co~~ittee 

Annunzio 
Barrett 
Boggs 
Derrick 
O:Iubbard 
Minish 
St. Germain 
Schulze 
Tsongas 

Telephone 

5-6661 
5-4731 
5-6636 
5-5301 
5-3ll5 
5-5035 
5-4911 
5-5761 
5-3411 



Farm Veto Contacts for 
Director Lynn 

Appropriations Committee 

Andrews (ND) 
Bevill 
Boland 
Burke (Calif.) 
Casey 
Chappell 
Duncan (Ore.) 
Evins (Tenn. ) 
Flood 
Flynt 
Giaimo 
McDade 
McEwen 
~~IcKay 

Mahon 
Murtha 
.r.-Iyers (Ind. ) 
Passman 
Patten 
Sikes 
Yates 

Budget Committee 

Adams 
Broyhill 
Latta 
Wright 

Telephone 

5-2611 
5-4876 
5-5601 
5-7084 
5-5951 
5-4035 
5-4811 
5-4231 
5-6511 
5-4501 
5-3661 
5-3731 
5-4611 
5-0453 
5-4005 
5-2065 
5-5805 
5-2376 
5-6301 
5-4136 
5-2111 

5-3106 
5-2576 
5-6405 
5-5071 



FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Harch 20, 1975 

NAX L. FRIEDERSDORF JJ.1. 6 . 
The Farm Bill 

MAR 21 1975 

The Farm Bill passed the House today, 259-162, after rejecting 
a Findley recommital motion, 118-297. 

An amendment to lower dairy support prices from 85% to 80% of 
parity, was passed. 

Also passed yesterday was an amendment to lower cotton target 
prices from 48¢ to 45¢ per pound. (Still unacceptable to USDA) 

These a~endments reduced the cost of the bill by an estimated 
$375 million from the $1 billion cost of the Coa~ittee bill. 

A veto looks easily sustainable, but r.ve r.vill get a hard lobby 
from John McCollister and other Midtvest Republicans for you 
to sign the bill. They have already star·ted. 

bee: Don Rumsfeld 
Bob Hartmann 

_,.d"ack Marsh 
Ron Nessen 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

March 31, 1975 

TO: Jack Marsh 

FROM: William T. Kendall ~(__ 
An old friend of mine, T.om Mader, who works for 
Common Cause called to say that they remain 
OPPOSED to the Farm Bill and will support a 
veto. Thought this might be of interest to the 
President, if he has not gotten the word. 



APR 8 1974 

COUNCIL ON INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC POLICY 
· WASHINGTON, D.C. 101100 

April 7, 1975 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

SUBJECT: 

Max L. Friedersdorf 
2d Floor, WW 

Meeting with the House Agriculture Committee 
Minority Staffers 

Wayne Sharp, Jim Murphy and I met on April 4th with Hyde Murray 
and Steve Allen, both Minority Associate Counsels to the House 
Agriculture Committee. 

The purpose of the meeting was to introduce ourselves and to generally 
discuss international agricultural matters. · 

Murray and Allen strongly recommended that the President veto the 
farm bill. They warned that this legislation is a test case, and if the 
President signs it, or if he vetoes it and the veto is overridden, it 
will give substantial impetus to action on a new omnibus farm bill which 
is now being worked up in the House Agriculture Committee. In their 
view, the omnibus bill will contain the following provisions, among 
others: 

(1) Establishment of a grain reserve. 

(2) An increase in the parity price for milk. 

(3) A broadening of the Food Stamp Program. 

(4) An increase in donation progr~ms such as the School Lunch Program. 

(5) Increases in the P.L. 480 Program. 

( 6) A billion dollar program for the purchase of beef for export. 



• 

- 2-

Murray in particular noted the indication of the strength of the 
Democratic Caucus on this bill. For example, while 71 Democrats 
voted against the bill, no Democrat spoke against the bill on the floor. 
Urban liberal Democrats such as Joe Fisher of Alexandria who would 
normally vote against such a farm bill, voted for it. Murray believes 
that the President's signing of the farm bill would further substantiate 
the power of the Democratic Caucus, and that it would be a major 
political mistake to sign it. He is hopeful that the conferees will adopt 
most of the Senate provisions to make it easier to veto it. 

~H~W& 
General Counsel 



April 22, 1975 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD -HOUSE H 3071 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de

Vice. and there were--ayes 248, noes 166, 
not voting 18, as follows: 

(Roll No. 134l 

AYES-248 
Abdnor -Hagedorn Murtha 
Alexander · .. Hall Myers, Ind. 
Andrew3, N.C. Ramuton Myers, Pa. 
Andrews, Hammer- - Natcher 

N.Dak. schmidt Neal 
Annunzlo Hanley Nichols 
Ashley Hannaford . Nolan 
Aspin Harkin Nowak. 
AuCoin Hawkins Oberstai 

'Badillo Hayes, Inct: - O'Neill 
Baldus - Hays, Ohio Ottinger 
Baucus , Hebert · ·Passman 
Beard. R.I. Hefner Patman 
Bedell -Henderson ·Patten · 
Bergland Hick.s Patterson, Calif, 
Bevill Hightower. · Pattison, N.Y. 
Biester · Hillis . Pepper 
Bingham Howard - Perkins 
Blouin Howe Pickle 
Boggs • Hubbard . Poage 
Bolling Hughes Pressler 
Bonker Hungate Preyer 
Bowen."~ .... ~ Ichord . -.Price 
Brademas Jeffords · Quie 
Breaux' Jenrette Railsback 
Breckinridge JolU!son, Calif. Randall 
B_rinkley Johnson, Pa. Rangel 

-Brooks - Jones, Ala. Reuss 
Brown; Calif. Jones, N.C. . Richmond 
Brown, Ohio Jones, Okla. Riegle 
BroyhUl Jones, Tenn. Risenhoover 
Burke, Calif. Jordan -Roberts 
Burke, Mass. ·Karth -Rodino . 

-Burleson, TeL ·Kasten Rooney 
Burlison, Mo. Kastenmeler Rose 
Burton, John Kazen Rostenkowsltl . 

.- Burton, Pbillip Keys • Roush 
Carney . Kindnesli· Runnels 
Car: Krebs ·· Ryan 
Carte~:, Krueger . StGermain 
Casey Lai'alce Schroeder 
Chappell Landrum Sebelius 
Chisholm Latta Seiberling 
Clay . Leggett Sharp 
Cochran Lehman . Shipley 
Connan Levitas . Sikes 
Cornell Litton ·.Simon 
D' Amoura- ·IJoyd, Tenn. Sisk 
Davis Long,La._ Skubltz 
de la Garza Lott _ ... , Slack. . 
Derrick Lujan : ·· Smith, Iowa 

W>lggs McCloskey Smith, Nebr. 
Dingell McCollister Snyder · 
Dodd. McConnack Solarz · . 
Duncan, Oreg. McDade_ Spence ·· 
Edgar McEwen ·.;;.staggers · 
Edwardll, Calif ,.,McFall .. Stanton, : · 
Ell berg McHugh James V. 
English McKay Stark 
Evans, Colo. ...Madden Steed 
Evans, Ind. .,..Mahon Steiger, Wis.-

- Evins, Tenn. Mann Stuckey 
Fisher · Martin .Sullivan 
Fithian Mathis Syminb-ton 
Flood Matsunaga Taylor, Mo. 
Florio Meeds Taylor, N.C .... 
Flowers Melcher •Teague 
Flynt Metcalfe Thompson 

- Foley Meyner Thone 
Ford, Tenn. Mezvlns!cy' · Thornton 
Fountain Mineta Traxler 
Fraser · Mink Treen 
Fulton Moffett Tsongas 
Fuqua Mollohan .. tnlman 
Giaimo Montgomery Vander Veen 
Glbboll.'l Moore Vigorito 
Ginn Moorhead, Pa. Waggonner 
Grassley _,Morgan, WaJp.pler 
Green Moss Waxman 
Guyer Murphy, nt. Weaver 

White Wirth Young, Tex. 
Whitten .Wright Zablocki 
Wilson, Yllotron . 
c Gharles, Tex. Young, Alaska 
W:lnn Young, Ga. 

NOES-166 

.Abzug Erlenbom Mottl 
Adams Eshleman Nedzi 
AdclabbO Fascell Nix 
.Ambro Fenwick Obey 
Anderson, Findley O'Brien 

Callf. Fish O'Hara 
Anderson, nt. Ford, Mich. Peyser 
Archer Forsythe Pike 
Armstrong Frenzel Qulllen 
Ashbrook Frey Rees 
Ba.talia Gaydos Regula 
Barrett Gilman Rhodes 
Bauman Goodllng Rinaldo 
Beard, Tenn. Gradison Robinson 
Bell ~ Roe 
Bennett • Rogers 
Blagg! n Rosenthal 
Blanchard Harrington 'Rousselot 
Boland · Harris Roybal 
Brodhead · Harsha Ruwe 
Broomfield Hastings Ru¥o0 
Brown, Mich. Hechler, W.Va. Santini 
·Buchanan Heckler, Mass. .Sarasin 
Burgener Heinz Sarbanes 
Burke, Fla. Helstoskl Satterfield 
Butler- Holt Scheuer - • 
Byron ·,· .Holtzman Schneebell 
.Cederberg Horton Schulze 
Clancy Hutchinson • Shuster 
Clawson, Dal Hyde Spellman ... , 
Cleveland Jacobs Stanton, - . 
Cohen · Jarman · J. wuuam 
Collins, Dl. ' Johnson, Colo. Steelman ' 
Collins, TeL Kelly Steiger, Ariz. 
Conable · Kemp Stratton 
Conlan Ketchum Studds 
Conte Koch Symms . : • 
Cotter Lagomarsino Talcott . -. 
Coughlin Lent Van Deerlin 
Crane IJoyd, Calif. Vander Jagt 
Daniel, Dan Long, Md. Vanik. 
Daniel, Roblirt McClory Walsh 
.·. W., Jr. McDonald Whalen· · 
Daniels, McKinney · · Whitehurst; 

Dominick V. · Madigan Wiggins 
Danielson Maguire- WUson, Bob 
Delaney . Mazzoli Wilson, 
i>ellums ' Michel ·: Charles H., 
Derwinski Mlkva Call!. 
Devine . MU!ord Wolff 
Dicklnso'n MUler, Calif. Wydler 
Downey MU!er, Ohio Wylle 
Downing ·Minish Yates 
Drinan Mltchell.Md; Young, Fla. · 
Duncan, Tenn. Mitchell, N.Y. Ze!eretti 

.duPont Moakley 
:_Early Moorhead. ': 

Ed wards, Ala. Calif. 
Emery Mosher· 

NOT VOTING-18 • "' 

Clausen, 
Don H. 

Conyers1 Dent . 
Eckhardt 
Esch 
Goldwater' 

Gonzalez 
· Hinshaw 
· Holland 
Macdonald 
Mllls 
Murphy, N:Y. 
Pritcl:!.ard 

Roncalio 
Shriver 
Stephens 
Stokes 
Udall 

So the conference rel)i)~ was agreed 
to. 

The Clerk· announced the following 
pairs: . 

On this vote: 
Mr. Dent tor, with Mr. Conyer& against. 
Mr. Murphy of New York tor, with Mr. 

~acdonald ot Massachusetts against. 
Mr. Shriver tor, with Mr. Hinshaw against. 
Mr •. Holland tor, witti Mr. Goldwater 

against: 
Mr .. ~ncalio for, with Mr. Mills against. 

Until further notice: · 
Mr. Stephens with Mr. Stokes. 
Mr. Esch with Mr. Udall. 
Mr. Don H. Clausen with Mr. G<>nzalez. 

The result· of the vote was announced 
as ~~:hove recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table .. 

GE."'iERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-· 
mous consent thai; all Members ma.:o~ 
have 5 legislative days 1n which to revise 
and extend their remarks on the co.n
ference report just agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 

TO ESTABLISH AL'l AD HOC SELEcT 
COMMITTEE ON OUTER CONTI
NENTAL SHELF 
Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 

privileged resolution, (H. Res. 242>. and 
ask .for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk· read the resolution, p.s 
foll~ws: 

H. RES, 242 
.Resolved, (a) 'That _pursuant to rule :X:, 

clause 5, the Speaker is authorized to estab
lish an ad hoc Select Committee on the 
Outer Continental Shelf to consider andre
port to ' the House on the bnt H.R. 621.8, a 
bill to establish a polcy for the m,inagement: 
of oU and natural gas in· the Outer Contl
nentaf Shelf; to protect the marine and 
coastal environment; to amend the:.. Outer 
O<>ntlnental Shelf Laxids Act; . and tor other 
purposes, and on any related matter on this 
subject within the jurlsdic.tion of the three 
committees named In part (b) ·of this section 
which may hereafter _be ·referred to it by the 
Speaker. · 
. · (b) The select committee shall be ·com~ 
·posed of 16 Members ·of the House appointed 
by .the ·speaker from the following commit
tees; (1) .the Committee on Interior and In
sular Affairs; (2) ·the. Committee on the Ju
diciary; (3) the Committee on Merchant 
~arine and Fisheries: The Speaker shall 
designate one ot the members as chairman. 
·• SEC. .2. Insofar aa applicable the . pro
Visions of rule XI, clauses 1 and 2 shall 
apply · to the select committee. 
. sw. 3 . . To enable the select committee to 
carry out the purposes of thiS resolution, 
such Committee Is authorized to utilize the 
services o! the staffs Of those standing com· 
mlttees of the· House f r o m: .wh.lch ·Memben 
have been 'selected for membership on the 
select committee. . .. . . . . 

SEc. 4. (a) The select committee is au
thorized -and directed to transmit tts find
ings and ·report to the House on aucJi mat~ 
·ter as may have been referred to tt and on 

· which tt h ·as acted as soon as practlca.ble, · 
. but no later than January 31, 1976. · 

(b) . ·Any btll a.nd accompanying report or 
the select committee sha.ll be subjeCt to the. 
rules of the House in the same manner a3 
though tt had been reported from a standing 
committee of the House. · · 

SEc. 5. The committee shall expire upon 
completion of the legislative process,-tnclud..: 
tng final disposition of any veto message, 

'with respect to all legislation reported . bJ 
t~e committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts <Mr. O'NEILL) is recog
-nized for 1 hour. 

<Mr. O'NEILL asked and was ·given 
permission to revise and extend his re• 
marks.) 
, Mr. O'NE1LL. 1\<Ir. Speaker, this resolu 
tion is for the purpose of establishin;; 
an ad hoc. select committee of 16 Mem. 
bers of the House of Representatives tQ 
be appointed by the Speaker from th" 
House Cpmmittee 'on Interior and In
sular Affairs; the Committee oa the .Ju
diciary, and the Committee on Merchant 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 28, 1975 

MEMORANDUM TO: JACK MARSH 

RUSS ROURKE f?. FROM: 

I checked with Don Webster re attached. Bill 
Baroody and farm organization leaders are 
aware of Presidential position re 11 no meeting 11

• 

Webster advises me that leaders appreciate 
the reasons for no meeting, and are grateful 
that their views are being channelled in to the 
President. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 28, 1975 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: NORM ROSS 

The attached is per your request. 

I am seeing these for the first time, although 
I was asked whether or not the meeting with the 
groups should take place. Since there had been two 
meetings that week with the President on the Farm 
Bill, I recommended, after checking with Secretary Butz, 
against it. 

If I can be of further assistance, please let me know. 

Attachment 
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~ 82251 COLUMBIA MO 113 04-14 734P COT 

.- : PMS WILLIAM J BEAROODY, ASSISTANT fOR PUSLJC LIASON ... 
" WHITE HOUSE 

1'> 
, H. Y/A.SHOC 2~531 

~ THE fOLLOWING TELEGRAM REGARDING A MEETING OF SIX MAJOR 
il 

NATIONAL fARM ORGANIZATJO~ LEADERS HAS BEEN SENT TO 14 

~~THE PRESIDENT AS CHAIRMAN OF THE NATIONAL fARM COALITION 
u 14, GENERAL AND COMMODITY ORGANIZATIONS REPRESENTING 17 

n fARMERS fROM COAST TO COAST- I REQUEST AN OPPORTUNITY FOR 
"SIX ELECTED LEADERS INCLUDING MYSELF, OF NATIONAL 1~ 

~ FAR~ COALITJON MEMBER ORGANfZlTfO~S NAMED 3ELOW TO ~EET 
!Z 

n ~ITH YOU AT YOUR EARLIEST CONVENIENCE fHJS WEEK. WE WISH TO 

2~ PRIVATELY CONVEY TH£ VIEWS AND CONCERNS Of FARMERS REGARDING 
2S 

a THIS YEARS PRODUCTION AND PRICE SITUATION AND SPECIFICALLY THE 
. 

--6. EMERGENCy FAR~ .BILL ~HlW .BE.I NG -RESOL VEO-TN' THE--CONGRESS .. 

t· FRED V HEINKEL PRESIDENT MIDCONTINENT fARMERS ASSOCIATION 
~ a 

' COLUMBIA MO , 
. lll 

JOHN w SCOTT MASTER THE NAT I.ONAL GRANGE ·w.~SH I NGTON DC 

OREN LEE STALEY PRESIDENT NATIONAL FARl~RS O~GANIZATJON 

,·- ... 

11 CORNING IOWA 
~ :: . DON.WOODWARD PRESIDENT NATIONAL ASSOCIATION Of WHEAT GROWERS 
~ 0 PENDLETON OREGON 

: GLEN LAKE PRESIDENT NATIONAL MILK PRODUCERS FEDERATION 
,. n DETROIT MICH 
~·: JOHN CURRY PRESIDENT NATIONAL CORN GROJERS ASSOCIATION 

2
: V I C T 0 R I .\ I L L I N 0 J S . 

( ~ FRED V HEINKEL CHAIRMAN NATIONAL fARM COALiTION 
~ PHONE 31444331661 LOCAL 452-8318 COLUM3JA MO 

( l~ 



_ .. _·· -· mJconlinenl 

201 South Seventh • Columbia, Missouri 65201 

L. C. (Cioll) Carpenter 
Vice Pro1idenl 

The White House 
Attn: Hr. Donald \{ebster 
Washington, D. C. 20501 

Dear Nr. Webster: 

April 21, 1975 

Thanks for the courtesy of replying to my telephone 
call a few moments ago. 

The original of this letter has gone fon~ard to the 
President by special delivery today. Enclosed herewith 
are three copies of said letter for your use. 

LCC:ram 
Encs. 

Yours very truly, 

--~ \··~ -
~ ~ ~C\,\)l''-~t~- \/ 
L. C. "Clel~' cb.rpenter 

Telephones: 
Office .•.••. 443·1661 
Home •••••• 445·2755 



OFFICE: OF THE 
PP.£S1DE:tlT 

The President 
·The \'!hi te House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Hr. President: 

£0::1 H1l>li:T:lll: tofli':"~'"I!<;::O.:T:Io H"r~l:J·:~·;T 

C..~<tl'J~1..'l'>;j.:tlll.ll.. !>;!11S:•aJ>U:;i.1:I 65201 

April 21, 19 75 

Those farm organizations and corrunodity groups listed belmv 
whose membership includes producers all across the nation urge 
you to acceJ!t the errrergency farm y>rice su~Jport act, H.R. 4296. 
This bi-partisan bill being passed by Congress updating price 
support levels, loan levels·and target prices of the Agriculture 
and Consumer Protection Act of 1973 is vital to agriculture. 

Farmers really are t·;orried .. Production costs have increased 
tremendously in the last t'\vO years. CoM.rnodity prices have declined, 
reflecting redt,ced domes tic use and Neaker farm price income pro
tection in 1975. 

We are a\.;are, ~!r. President, of the many critical domestic 
ana international issues demanding your attention. We believe 
that approval of the emergency act of 1975, H.R. 4296, is 
compatible \ofi th your efforts to strengthen the national economy 
and to help the nation's balance of trade position, and respectfully 
urge you·to sign this bill. 

FVH: j as 

Midcontinent Farmers Association 
The National Grange 
National Association of Wheat Growers 
National Farmers Organization 
~ational ~ilk Producers Federation 
United Grain Farmers 
i\'ntional Ass 'n of Fanner-Elected Coimaitteemcn 
Co o p c r a t i \" e Co u n c i 1 of ~ . C a r o 1 in a 
:\:1t] ona] Corn \.r0\·:ers Association 
~:ttional l'iool Croh·ers Association 
~~.:t ion:d Peanut Crm-:ers Croup 
GL1in Snrr,hum Producers Association 
Soybean Grmvers of America . 
Webster County Farmers Organization 

P. S. r.tysc 1 f and the others JTien t i oncd in our \\i rc last HCC k still 
hope there is possibility of meeting Hi th you prior to your signing 
this bill. 

c 
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JAMES WEBSTER. PRESIDENTIAL ASSISTANT 
CARE ~HITE HOUSE 
WAS~INGTON DC 20500 

USDA STOCK~ OF GRAINS ON ~A~n RfPOPT ISSliED TOnAv FOR ~OPN ~HEAT ~IL" 
AND SOYBEANS MAKES NEED FOR ENACTM~~IT OF E~ERGENCV FARM RILL PASSEC PV 
CONGRESS THIS WEEK GPEATER THAN fVfR. U~~ENTLY R~QIJF~T VOU PERSUADE 
PRESIDENT FORD TO SIGN T~E BILL. V~TO BY HIM MEANS lfSS INCENTIVF FO~ • FARMERS TO PPQI)UCE. THUS LESS FOR COt.JSUMFRS AND FORF.TG~I F:~CHHiGE. FIFL. 
~ORK CONDITIONS BECO~ING CRITICAL~ WOPK TwO ~EEK~ REHI~D SCHEDULE DUF 1 

TO E~CESSIVE RAINS~ FULL PRODUCTIO~ IS UP TO vou: 

JOHN w CURRY, PRESIDENT 
N~TIONAL CORN GROWERS ASSN 
BOX B 
BOONE IA 5003o 

17i35 EST 
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I. PURPOSE 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 29, 1975 

MEETING ON FARM VETO MESSAGE 
Tuesday, April 29, 1975 

The Cabinet Room 
5:00p.m. 

From: Jim Cannon 

To revie\v and obtain your concurrence on a 
response to a new development related to your 
Farm Veto Message. 

II. BACKGROUND, PARTICIPANTS AND PRESS PLAN 

A. Background 

You recently reviewed Bill Seidman's option 
paper of April 24 on Farm Bill Alternatives (Tab A) 
and decided to veto the bill and not do anything 
about the loan levels. 

Unfortunately yesterday we learned that there 
is a misconception on the Hill that you are 
going to couple your veto with some kind of 
action on loan levels. 

Max Friedersdorf and Secretary Butz report that 
there would be a serious risk that a veto would 
be overridden if a veto message makes no mention 
of loan levels. Max's latest vote count to 
sustain a veto shows: 

52 Democrats 
103 Republicans 
155 Total 
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In view of this new development, Max Friedersdorf, 
Earl Butz, Bill Seidman, Jack Marsh, Jim Lynn and 
t met this morning to discuss this problem. We 
came up with an approach that can help but makes 
no commitment to the expenditure of further Federal 
Funds. 

Your message might include the following language: 

If any unforeseen pr deterioration 
calls for such action, I am directing 
the Secretary of Agriculture be se pre 

-pared to make desirable adjustments in 
price support loan rates for wheat, 
corn, and other feed grains. 

Max and Earl Butz are reasonably certain that a 
veto can be sustained if this language is 
included. 

B. Participants 

The Vice President 
Secretary Butz 
Counsell.or Hartmany 
Counsellor Marsh~ 
Max Friedersdorf 

C. Press Plan 

To be announced. 

Alan Greenspan 
Jim Lynn 
Paul O'Neill 
Jim Cannon 
Bill Seidman 
Don Rumsfeld 
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MAY 5 1975 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 5, 1975 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: I-'IAX L. FRIEDERSDORF /kl.( 
SUBJECT: Farm Bill Veto /) ' 

The House Democratic leadership has postponed the vote 
on the Farm Bill veto until Tuesday, May 13. 

The Democrats are conducting a whip check and will be 
working hard on the 70 Democrats who were among the 
166 votes against the-conference report. 

' 

I 

I 
I 
I 
l 
I 
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I 
STAT&"!ENT ON AGRICULTURAL PRICE SUPPORT BILL 

Last week both Houses of the Congress passed budget resolutions 

that set overall spending targets. The resolutions aim to hold the 

1976 budget deficit to $70 billion or less. 

Meanwhile, both Houses of Congress passed a spending bill to 

provide emergency price supports for the 1975 crop. This bill will 

add a minimum of $1.8 billion to 1976 outlays. The House budget 

resolution does not include any funds for this program and the Senate 

resolution at most provides only $ :_~~ -~~:_ _____ ~} 
The new congressional budget process holds great promise for 

bringing spending under control, but the kind of blatant inconsis-

tencies illustrated by the farm bill will undermine·the process and 

make it meaningless. 

--·~--..::__~ ----
-: ... --~ 

Hay 6, 1975 



POI0ITS WITH RESPECT TO VETO OF FARM BILL 

( l) Bill as passed legislates inflation by increasing the cost of 
food ingredients, i.e. butter, milk, cheese, flour. 

(2) Results in increased food costs to consumers. 

( 3) Nor1-far:-r:, u:cba::1 and suburban areas reap no benefits but 
bear tl1e cost of price supports for farmers both on consumers 
and taxpayers. 

(4) Farm bill calls for $1. 8 B increased spending in fiscal year 1976. 

( S) Farm bill not included in $70 Billion Budget deficit resolution 
passed by House last week. Approval of this bill would make a 
farce of the budget resolution. 



H. R. 4296 

H. R. 4296, the Emergency Farm Bill, is to apply for 1975 crops only. 
It increases the loan and target prices on feed grains, wheat and cotton. 
It mandates a loan p1.·ogram for soybeans and it requires 80 percent 
support on dairy products to be adjusted quarterly by the index of 
production ite:ns, interest, taxes and wage rates. Changes are made 
in lengthening the loan period for all three major commodities. The 
following table shows the present loan and target level comparisons: 

Corn loans 
Corn target 

Wheat loan 
Wheat target 

Cotton loan 
Cotton target 

Soybean loans 

Present 

$1.10 
1.38 

$1.37 
2.05 

$ .3427 
.38 

None 

Conference Bill 

$1.87 
2.25 

$2.50 
3.10 

$ .38 
.45 

$3.94 

Vote - Senate is expected to vote on conference report this week, and 
the House plans on voting next week. 

Budget impact for 1975 crops (net increase in projected outlays of H .R. 
4296 over projected outlays under current legislation): 

CCC loan and inventory operations 
Direct payments to farmers 

Additional outlays 

$1,300 million 
$ 500 million 
$1,800 million 

The direct effect on consumer prices in the next year would be minimal. 
However, the impact on budget outlays would contribute to overall 
inflationary pressures. Also, recent congressional action indicates this 
legislation would establish a basis for increasing targets and loan outlays 
and consumer prices in coming years. 



FAR£1 BILL 

Under the current farm program producers of 'Nheat, 
feed grains and cotton are eligible Federal 
support in three ways: 

They may borrow funds at 61/8% terest with 
these coromodities as collateral. If they 
desire they may forfeit this collateral 
in lieu of repaying the loan. 

If market prices over a spec period of 
time average below the "target" price 
producers will receive a payment equal to the 
difference. These target prices are 
established in law. 

If a producer because of a natural disaster 
is unable to harvest a normal crop, he is 
eligible for a payment equal to 1/3 of the 
target price. 

Up until the 1975 crop soybean producers were eligible 
for price support loans. Dairy products are supported 
by purchases from processors at prices which enable the 
processors to pay milk producers a specified price, 
currently $7.24/cwt. 

Provisions 

HR 4296 would increase loan and target prices for the 
1975 crops as follows: 

Loan Target 

Wheat From $1.37 to 2.50 From $2.05 to 3.10 
Corn It 1.10 to 1.87 It 1.38 to 2.25 
Cotton II .34 to .38 n .38 to .45 
Soybeans II 0 to 3.94 -------
In addition it would establish dairy price supports at 
80% of parity and adjust them quarterly by the changes 
in index of prices paid by farmers for production items, 
including interest, taxes and \'7age rates. 
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Impact on Budget Outlays (taxpayers) 

Budget outlays in 1976 would be increas by $1.8 billion. 

Of this ~uount $500 million would be in the 
form direct payments. Over $300 million 
wou g~ to cotta~ producers ause cotton 
prices are already below the current target 
price. 

Loans to producers \vould increase by about 
$1.3 billion largely because of the increase 
in the loan rate and the attractive interest 
rate. Nost of these loans would eventually 
be repaid unless market prices fell to these 
levels. (This could easily happen with respect 
to cotton since the bill encourages a shift 
from soybean to cotton production) 

There would be some increase, about $30 million, 
in dairy purchases. 

Impact on Farmers and Consumers 

Since it is politically inconceivable that loan and target 
prices would be lowered next year, the bill 1 s impact on 
farmers and consumers must be measured in terms of longer 
than its alleged one-year life. 

For Farmers 

In order to avoid the huge cost of this bill--an open 
ended drain on the Treasury--the ~epartment of Agriculture 
will need to reimpose the same kind production controls 
used in the 1960's. 

For Consumers 

The higher market prices resulting from these production 
controls will undoubtedly raise the price of bread, 
meat, cotton goods, etc., resulting in substantial costs 
to consumers. 



• 

. A. farm bill to plorv under 
~.m:.- pdces up 3 cenb a gaEon; 

chee.::.e uo lO cents a C•J:.Jr:d: butter up 
:20 cents ·a pound! A s't billion increase 
in cor:su1ner expenrlitures fot· dai.ry 
prciiucts: 

As if things weren't bad enough now, 
c.:-:e""' .;oti'ri ':e 1mvn~ c::~ l'OI:secuences 
nZ ..:t ,_:,;\~.~ :.:.3t: ~:~-:C"~~;-:ncy :.3c:n btl\ Jp
proved ia:st week by the House agricul· 
ture comoittee. Bul that's not all. Ad· 
ditional costs to t::e ga,·ernment, which 
:rnea1u tax;:ayers. would go up 5340 mil· 
1ion, according til the Department of 
Agriculture. 

The bill is supported by .a new coati· 
tion including liberal freshmen Deml)o 
crats from the Midwest, urban tiber· 
als, arid the traditional farm bloc that 
includes some Republicans. It would 
r:ii;se price guarantees for dairy prod· 
ucts, authorize hefty increases in both 
target prices and loan rates for g:ra.in.i 
and cotton, and mandate a high loan 
r:J.te for soybeans. 

SettL"'g a target price authorizes the 
government to pay farmers -tl::.e differ· 
eteee J::;.e.twe...n the market price and the 
ta::get price wheni!Ver' the former is 
I \J w· e r . Loan rates determine the 
a;nount of mone-y the farmer can bor· 
row from the government by pledging 
his crops as security. When market 
prices are below loan levels. the farm· 
er c:1n simply keep the loan and let the 
gov~rnment take his crop. 

As recent!y as 1972. under the loan 
program, the gove!"nment was paying 
fanners S4 billion a year in subsidies, 
Tf!Qstly for not growing crops, an<! Sl 
mLl'Jon a day to stare SU.""Pluses. Last 
year the subsidies were be!ow $.'5()0 mil· 
lion and surplus storage costs were 
near zero as a result of changes in the 
1973 Farm Act. l'his act was designf:d 
to !ree farmers fr-om gov~rn.-nent inte!"
farence and let the-m proouc! for the 

rr:arket Lt"lstead of for government ware· 
bYJS€'3. 

Except for cotton. m.:::rket prices to
day are weil above ooth the target and 
i·Jar. levels proposed in the House biH, 
\>:hicll is scheduled !or a vote th[:; 
·.;e·:k. ?:col)r.ents. f:owever. an~ usin« 
a ::> .. ;...-:ou.:iiy i:tc()r..:)~Lc~t s~t ol ac~u .. 
ments in support oi th.e measure. 

On one hand, they say high targets 
are needed to induce farmer$ to prn
duce more food. On the other, they say 
high •targets are needf:d to protect 
farme.:-s' incomes from the rl~ressing 
effects ot the big crops ezpe<!ted to be 
planted this year. If farmers are in 
danger of being clobbered by overpro
duction, it hardly makes sense to a1·gue 
that they need to be induced to produce 
yet more. 

Rep. James Wea•.-&r, one of the fresh-
men Democrats who comes from a 
nonfa'rm district in Oregon, may have 
tipped the committee's hand. ''Tl:lls is a 
consumer bill," he said, "and Pm wl:· 
ing for it beeause it guarantees· Wfl-'11 
get farmers to grow more food and 
bring prices down." . 

If Rep. Weaver is right, tha bill 
would almost surely ~ s.eli.,defeating. 
particularly if it wer~ later e:rtended 
beyond a year. The high loan levels 
would price American farm products 
out of the market; su;Jplies that shouid 
go to hungry peopl~ would again pile up 
in storage; the- li.S. would again• he
come a residual supplier in fore!~ 
markets; a:::d taxpayers .wouid again 
be stuck paying billions of dollars ;an. 
nually in subsidies. 

This is why Secr!!!:ary of Agr"..culturl!t 
Butz calls the bilL ''totaliy unae<ee!)ta· 
ble" and says he will rea~mmend .a 
veto if Con~ ap!'f'O~ it. ?.fr. But% 
is right. The last thing we need !.s to b* 
plunged into a cew round of costly ar.d 
ir~flationary far::n programs. 

• ... 

astilgenbauer
Rectangle



p:-:::2 f .. -;r 7-.:.~~y o~ the bJ.s>: far;n pr~:;. .. jr_:\:~S. B·...:~ unless 
~2:.:;:._-:~, ~:-5 a~~! C'1~s:.::r:~t5 "xcre ':~·iHi~~ t·J ass~:ne ast:-a· 
r.;~:~"l,_~~~ :!:-:Jr.-:~:1i burde~s .. t:;:s g:1;:ra:"::~e c,;~~j ~o:; i~g~ti· 

1·2·:c<s of a ye1r 2go, farmers a:-e r;.:!~:..::-:;:~y !Jringin; alt 
t:>e!~ ;JO~Ii.ical influt:>nce to bear i:1. 2.1 effo:': t0 push them. 
up ~g.}ii1 :;y Jegis!Jtive action. 

The House Agriculture' CO::l:7'jt~~ has re-;o:-ted a biil 
that wo-.:ld ;Jise guJ.ranteed Go·.rer.l:':'lent p:icc:s for wheat 
and C·Jrn by approxirr:ats-ly 50 p-:r cent-fro::~ $2.05 to 
$3. l 0 a bushel for wheat and from SL33 to S2.25 a bushel 
for co<:1. Cotto;, prices would also bf! raised substamially. 
The actual market prices for these major commodities 
arC" now at o:- above the proposed higher levels. lf market 
prirt>s fall below these so-called "target'' prices, how· 
C'-."'· ti;~ Governmf.'nt would be required to make up the 
dif'c~erv:e with direct payments to farmers. 

The! bill •.vould also increase the price support for milk 
p:')Jd'.!cts to SS per cent of parity from 30 per cent. Ac-

to 
1ncre.:tse -..vo'J!d ratse the price of mLk Jy elg:-:t cen:3 a 

of chees~ by tei1 ce:1•-3· a pour..d~ and of but::er by 
t'.~y·er.~y cent~ a ?Jt!r;::L 

With th~ cost of li\ing continuing to rise C:espite the 
v.;o;s;.;n!ng recession, increases of this magnituda· in 
str:p!e foods would be a shocking blow to mi!!ioas- or 
~: .. ~--;::l:~·~::wr.~~ r:.:"r~.:t:~s .. -\c ::1~ 5!.::1c ~ir::e-, by ~· 
cvw.:-J.;::::~g a j~J:np in yroCuction~ t:..e chan;e in L1.e 
goJar.c.r.~eed price !eve! rtElS the risk of putting t!le Gov. 
ernment back into the futile, unecono!T'jc game o{ storing 
surplus butter. 

This biU, pushed by or.e or the strongest lobbies in 
Congress, has strong support in both parties. But. as 
Representative Peyser, Republican of \Vestchester, has 
pointed out, urban Congressmen will find it exceedingly 
difficult to explain their support for such a stee? in
cre:lseto their own constituents. Secretary of Agriculture
Butz has warned that if the biil passes in its present form, 
he will .strongly recommend a Presidential veto. The 
wholly unacceptable cost of this me::tsure in direct pay~ 
ments by the Treasury and in higher prices paid by-con
sumers would certainly justify such a veto. · 

THURSDAY. MARCH 11, !975 
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:Back to !he :Fa.r1u .Dole 
S<::;cause sorr:eonc said econo!r"....ic 

s-7i::: 'J.l.s.tion \vould be a good idea~ 
sucidecly are tu:nbli:!.g 

c:·:e: each other trying to iind politi
Cally use:t:l ~;ays to band out 
:::no:J.ey. I~ should be no surpri:;;e to 
&-:yor:e that they have jus; passed a 
}Jill to boost fa1·m subsidies. 

lia ... re.:; thi;, alr::!ady !::.15 brou:Jht a 
s!.gn.ii:c3.nt im:;Jroverr1ent ~n ~1.~ over
all oi t~e u-.s. 2.;{ricultural 
sec~or. 1?or exan;Jta, so:T:8 Southern 
cc:tvn far:riars are s;vitchlng to soy
beans thi~ yea!", a beneE·~ both to 
them o.nd consumers a::ound the 
world. P.rises indicate that the world 

The::e a::e both gauer3 1 and spe- v;ar:.ts soybean.s more than it wants 
Clfic r-eason3 why B:1e Presid<mt cotton. High supports p::ior to 1973 
:ihould veto the bill, as he a9par- played a sig:oilicant role in killing 
ently plans to do"at some con.sidera- ·wodd demand for U.S. cotton and 
ble political risk. The genaral rea~ stimulating substitution or petrole
:;on is ±at every sucit action oy Con.· urn-based synthetics by the textile 

ac!.C.3 iuriler '"..0 Ue ior1:l.ida01~ t::ade .. 
be feder~l gover-.-:.:nen~ will naw bill from Congress 

h:we to fb.ance this year. The Trea- would start to reverse these benefits 
sury has only begun to cover a by attempting to restore farmers to 
billion or more and yet the bond the p)l.blic dole. By congressional 
markets a::-e :ski~h.,. the Fed's arithmetic. this is their. right since 
money printing nac.hi!::.es-are whir- labor- has been proini.sed public ser-o 
;bg again. and COZ?Oratio.ns are be-.· vice job!!, the elderly are to get a 
ginning to wonder where they will special bonus, independent oil pro
#nd funds. duce:r-s will get to keep their deple-

Aside from those da;a.ger signals, tion allowances, etc., etc. 
fl~ere is a specific reason why the Congressional proponents abo 
~:arm bill should be scuttled.: It has have been trying to get consumers 
~yery prospect _of wrecking a fed~ and foreign aid propone!nts behind 
eral farm policy that has finally their bill by threatening that farm~ 
begun to make sense in. the two ers will reduce their production this 
years since passage of the 1973 om- year if they don't get higher target 
nibus fat·m bill. prices. ·That is a ramer implausible 

Basically, the 1973 act began tak· claim . consider'..ng the fact that a 
ing the federal government out of huge wheat, soybean an.d feed grain. 
the commodity business, whlch en· crop is in prospect as farmers :re
tailed marl-ret manipulations and snond to world demand. It is also 

storage costs. The biil substi- i~plausibie considering that. £act 
tpted a target price concept, provid-. that farm income this year, while 
1ng a safety net for farmers in the likel~- to fall a bit further from the 
.fcrm of direct subsidies if market 1973 record-when it was snectacu
pnces fell below 1cv-els that would larly higher than. any previ~us year 
recover production costs. -;vill remain high by any historical 

The results of this change have standard. 
b'een salutary in several very impor· The sharply highet" 'targets-and 
tant ways. First of all, the cost to su.ppo.rt Ievels·dn the new .bill Will 
t...':e government of ru_'Tllling the pro- raise ,farm sutroort .costs abOut S500 
gram has fallen to about S500 million million· i!l th~- com.ing crop .. y~ar. 
from $3.9 billion in the last three Since it is unlikehr that Congress 
y.ears. Second, U.S. e:tports of farm will ~et support levels fall in an elee
p.T'I')ducts wilt soav to a predicted S22 t±on year, ~e- U3DA is figuring on 
hiilion this year from about $8 bil~ an:- even sharoer escalation. in 1976 
Eon i."l 1972, mainly becanse U.S. and 1917. ·'to· -somewhere above the 
fdrmers are now freer to employ costs that ~isted before the 1973 act 
their su:;Jerior productive efficien· was passed. 
c1es in competing in world markets. 
A.i"ld third, the agricultural sector 
now has ·an incentive to . to 
cb.:mgi.'lg world market pa~tems by 
S'.lbs-tibti.ng crops that are rno:-e L"'l 
6rn~d for crops that they once 
wew mainly for ferlernl. stor:1g;3 
bi~s~ 

Ag•icultu.re Secretar)' Bu:z be-

The President will need some po
Ht:cal cour:tge to veto the fann bilL 
W!thout doubt his opponents wm ma 
it against him in. l97iJ. B0.t- unless 
someone rn:~ste::-s -S•Jme ;;;olit:cal 
cou::-age, there may be a lot bigger 
things i;o wcn-y about in 1376 than 
can be cc!lcei.ved by 3llyone · in 
Washing".vn today. 

TEE WALL STREET JOl;"""RXAL, 

O"' : .. 1, 
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Sl1ot1lcl Ecll;rl Presicle11tial 'r eto I 
DESPITE inflation and hi~h food the Surgeon General says is not good 

1
1 

price:s tnere is an ··emer~ency" down on £or your heaith. 
l lli-e farm? Subsidies of this nature are paid ac- r 

\Veil, yes. if you would heiieve a cording to a "target'' price which is the 
S"!rt:lte coalition of difference between the marker price 
Hberal f7'~5~:71cn and rhe poiitic:diy·fixed price ',vher.ev~r 
:::; ~~ocrats r'rorn 
lihe corn country 
and the farm bloc, 
fnduding Republi
cans. In the House 
b h i s group has 
bumped subsidies 
for dairy products 
alone by. nearly 
half a billion dol· 
t"ars. 

(We are re-
lieved to read that Butz 
i:inly four members of Florida's 13-man 
Hous"! delegation, none of them from 
South Florida, went for heightened sub· 
sidies. which cost $4 billion in 1972 for 
not growing crops.) 

The Senate has managed commrt
t<C.:>-\v!s~ to do even better than the 
.Hause. Its agriculture panel has upped 
fne anr.e from $4-95 r-:1illion to S953 mil
li~m to consumers in a three-year ver
sion of the one-year House price subsi
dy bill with higher milk and cotton sup
pnris. 

For gond measure the Senate vC'r-
5ion al5o included an amendment rais
i0,?: pric~ support~ for tobacco. Thi.;; h a 
commodity, on (he mhe-r hand. which 

Ihe first one is !ower. 
The rationale. as Th~ Chicago Trib

une explained and analyzed it recently, 
is as follows: 

"On the one hand, they say high 
prices are needed to induce farmers to 
produce more food. On the other, they 
say high targets are needed to protect 
farmers• incomes from the depressing 
eifects. of the big crops expected to he 
planted this year. If farmers are in dan- ·I 
ger of being clobbered hy overproduc- I 
tion, it hardly makes sense to argue 1 
that they need to be induced to produce 1 

yet more.'' 
Of course-. But too little farm legis- ! 

ration since the 193os~ when price sup- I 
ports necessarily orginated, has made J 
any economic sense. r;[ost of it is a hoi- i 
lmv mockery of the private enterprise 
system which the predominant hi~ in· 
du.;trial farmers (and subsidy gather-
ers) pmfess to serve. · 

We do not often agree with the· • 
clumsy antics of Secretary of 1\gricui..: , 
wr~ Butz. He has promised, however, 
tn deliver a presidential veto if this 
··emergency"' foolishness down on the 
farm cnnrinues. Let's hear it for com-· 
mon se11se. 

Sunday. :Vlarch 23. l9i:i 
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Far1n Price Tumble 
?.1:-rn ::-~'·:es h:r:e d=c::r;ed by lO :;Jer cent in the !::st 

fL~-e :::.o::ths~ prc:::~sirg consu~~rs some surcease fro!':1 
t!:e cU:nb of food costs at retaiL Ho~ for 
S'.:ch reiief \V~il dim? hot~tever, if Sen!lte-Housa COI".ferees 
l:3C Lhc s!~"T:P i:1 farm L1come as justific~tion "for endors .. 
ing t:1e wildly ex::ggeratad. pr',ce st:;:;,ports for farr:1ers 
a;;proved by ti:e Senate ju.;t before i:!'le E:1ster recess. 

E';en ::1 ~~is :r=cession p<!riod when t.l:te Government 
l5 properly concerned ?lith guarding every seg."l'tent or 
the :;JOpuiaton againsc u.n.due ha:dship, tl':e House version 
:::-f ~~~ ~~·:>ur~ :o pr09 tqJ r.:he -p~.ce of ri:ey commocittias 
G·.J::s .:.li ::::1r. far:ners can rea.sonabiy ask in t.":te way of 
income !::sura::ce. Indeed. in our view it goes further 
than is appropriate by any yardstick of over-aU eco
no:nic bal.a.."lce.. 

Th~ Senate bill is infinitely worse. With its much 
more ex,amsive guarantees. it would boost costs by 
nearly $20 hiilion over thr~ years, according to the 
Department of Agriculture. Whataver discount one pul:.3 
on that figure. it plainly rep~ents a tax on Govem.-nent 
and consumers alike that would give Inflation a perilous 
boo!!t. 

Instead of concentrating on price supports and pro• 
auction controls, which for four decades have had a 
ch~kered history or soeial utility. it is far metre hr.p<lt"· 
tant now to devise methods of translating lower farm 
prices into lower prices at supermarkets and other retail 
outlets. 

The cost of· getting food from farm to table has been 
go!ng U!l while the faqner gets less far his crops. An 
eUort to rever5e that upward trend Is being made by 
the· National Commission on Productivity and Work 
Quality. through suix:om::t!ttees i:lvolving the food 
unions. retail and whoiesate distributors,. processors, 
warehouse operatol"3, railroads and trucking fl~ts. How
e•,rer. the commission opent~s on a microscopic budget 
and has no assurance that it wil! s!.!rvive beyond the 
June 30 end of the fiscal year. 

The Ford Administration and Congress can cont:ibut:! 
to greater stability in food prices ar;d rn ma.r1y ot.her 

aspects of the war on inflation by making the modest 
investment n~ed to gin some stability to th!!! com
mission itself. 

t\ p r i. l 2 , i 'J 7 5 
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1-\ F arlll HanflOllt 
THE SE;.iATE'S VERSiON of the farm price 

support biil is about as unconscionable an author
ization w sack the C.S Treasury as has ever 
come QlJt of Congre!:ls in all its long and tnglorious 
hbtory of ~iving ::~•,vay money to the man with the 
hl-J~ :};:d ~h~ C,.;.dlliac~ 

;:hroug:~1 with fawnL.ig haste and without 
the least concern for the L.'"lterests of consumers 
staggering under very high food prices this 
rr.easure would cost the Treasury $20 billion or 
more over three years. its administration oppo
nents predict. Secretary of Agriculture Butz has 
said he will urge President Ford to "lieto it u 
anything like the Senate's bill comes out o[ a 
conference committee. 

LAST WEEK THE HOUSE passed a bill 
installing much less expensive price supports 
amounting to about 3470 million and for one 
year's duration only. Even that was opposed by 
Butz as unnecessary and a reversal of existing 
farm policy which since 1973 has run in the 
direction of getting the government out of the 
agricultural marketplace. The American Farm 
Bureau Federation supports him in his advocacy 
of less government involvement and has opposed 
both the House and Senate bills. We are glad to 
note that both Caliiornia senators, Alan Cranston 
and John Tunney. voted against the Senate bill's 
$20 billi.on supports and we can't understand why 
an urban congressman like San Francisco's 
Phillip Burton would st~r the House Democratic 
caucus toward an enthusiastic embrace of this 
logrolling, anti-consumer legislation that ''ill 
inevitabiy raise the price at milk. cheese and 
butter and conceivably the price of grains. cotton 
and tobacco. 

IT IS TD!E SOMEBODY in the congressional 
leadership showed some sense of responsibility 
toward controliing the size of the coming federal 
deficit. Kr1ocki:ng off these [arm pri.ce supports by 
upholding a presidential veto when and 1£ it 
comes would be the place to begin. 

)ll;lla:lf Ftf I F;f ll'ft,l lt:JIJ '0111 ej';)f)ltffb tt. ·;; 

Fr" 
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ror: J?. 7 n/~ ~ lk"' 
\_A l ana i/ltL , 

_,(~ IL~L\~ PRICC:S, sinking npitlly for t::e past fj~~~e 

U r:1cnths, offer t:1e latest example of the dan~erou.5 
inst::.bLlity th:1t has overtaken :\merican a;;riculLure. 
Th~ Hot:se Agriculture Cvmmittee has :-esponded i:J. a 
mo..nr:er that is as conventional as it is narrow and 
inadequate. Th~ comwittee has repor::ed out 1n. emer~-

iu, o::s- ye.ar. The resuit .is an equaiiy con•;ent:onal poll~ 
t:cal qu;:trrel. Some of the farmers angrily charge that 
even the eommittee's h!gher sup:oor:s would not cover 
their production costs. Consumers> organizations de
noun.ce the bill because it would raise some prices and 
prevent others from sinking. Tile Ford administration is 
threatenL."lg a veto because t!le higher subsidy levels 
~~·oulC. co3t the feder:J.l government nearly a billion doj. 
l:!rs. I\obody seems to be thinking much about what has 
gone wrong in our a~ricultural system over the past 
several years or how a durable remedy might be 
constructed. 

There is no great mystery about the basic reasons for 
the ;vild swings in farm prices since 1972. This country 
has largely sold off its grain reserves, and it is producin~ 
increaslr!gly for foreign buyers. The administration zeal· 
ou::;ly pursues its ideal of a free market in a business 
v;hera the biggest operators ·are state trading corpnr3-
tion3-of whi..::h the mo.'it important :md n:ost unpredict
able ~" th.at o£ U:e So•;iet.>. With low reserves anrl uncer
;;ain foreign demand. even a small shortfall sends p:riee 

and even a small surplus turns them sk!ddin~ 
clo\>1Fv,u·d. These fluctuations in grain prices set off 

inflationary disruptions in Amencar. meat and 
:Jroductan ·which, particularly in the case of 

b2et". c::m take years to work themselves out. You don't 
ne~cl a PhD in economics to see that mereiy raising the 

s·.m~JOrt prices will do very little to stop this 

The E~Y.tse A::;riculture Committee's bill \s. particu· 
u0fortunate in its tendency to set farmers and 

-:;:):J'iU'T.er:; each other. The two sides have a 
cornm.on ir.terest in stabilizing prices. \'/neat and 

c1rn gro<.v~rs liked the idea of a swinging market as 
:ong a.;; it kept s·.vinging upward. But now that it has 
: t.:rned and the £::1rmers perceive their periL it becomes 

pDlitiral terms-f'Jr Congress to work t~ 
. ~,,,-'. a comprehensive natinnal farm policy. 

If farmers want. government insurance against suddeJ 
drops in prices. they are going to have to concede th::tt 
consumers ha·ve an equal right to insurance as;ainst sudi 
den leaps in prices. Consumers, for their part, are gtJl 
ing to have to get used to the idea tl:lat food prices c:uj 
nrJt safely be 1!!!Shed down much. Tbis rount:r'7 bas·no-iif 
t;::n:'i! ::1. sounJ ,:~c!s~on ~o work tow'lrd unp~e.nt.edJ.! 
high graL."'l produc+...ion. Prices are going to· have- ~hi 
held high enough to cover extremely intensive cultiVii 
tion. While there is a compelling case to be made,;!ci; 
higher price supports for grain, there- is an equallJ 
strong case for federal intervention to keep erratie- and 
unexpeded foreign purchases from deranging the-: miD 
ket. That means either export. controls or. highe~;. ~. ~~ 
serves, and perhaps a combination of the-two;::"" ..:: .;;~ 

The case of the dairy industry is quite different:~ 
here the Agriculture Committee's bill a on a:lroget.~ 
the wrong track. While the country needs.more grail~ 
to meet worldwide deman~ we already haV& a subst.ali 
tial surplus of mllk. The effect of the committee's:.geiii 
erosity in raising dairy supports is to increase that o~ 
supply at great expense to the consumer: The Agri~ 
ture Department estimates that the effect .of the c-0~ 
mittee's formula, by the end of the year; would b;..ttJ 
raise the price of milk 8 cents a gallon, the prlc&·-c)j 
che-'?se 10 cents a pound and the price of butter :io centS 
a pound. The dairymen's distress last· year was mainl-j 
owed · to the steady :rise in the cost of feed fot' th~ 
cows. But since la:;t fall the decline in grain prices hail 
transferred tha distress to the grain producers and 
brought a significant measure of relief. to tbe-· da.i.J:i. 
~w~ ~ 

The United States cannot expect to return to til!' kbl~ 
of stability in food prices that it enjoyed before 1972; 
whe:! w~ ueEbe-rltely held our domestic prices far above 
wor!d leve!s. The rest of the wor:id. is r:tciler now, and 
well able to bid on our markets. But neither does this 
coudry have to er:dure indefinitely the kind of mid
night raids, svec.ulative pounces, and· unexpected sllo~ 
ages that our r::zrk2q have suffered over t.'le p~st se~ 
eral years. The House eommittee bas wasted its op; 
portunity to adapt American agricultura! policy to theSe 
new c!:rcnmst:lD.ces. it i3 up to the Senate to take a 
broader vie\v. 

S1~7'-n.~v :'fJRC"!"T 1r.'i, -' l.1 .:l.. -'- ' :~- -~ il ~ -
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n P" 11P.""''" t1- r1nn ·. rlnes ;{~~ c :· . "')' l_.+l c •'"' ....~... c .l. l · · · '"-'. :(.d..J.. 3.. l tiL.._ o 
Findi11g reason to praise Agriculrure Secre

tary Earl Butz affords 2. novel satisfaction, li:.;;e 
finding a needle in a haystack. His capacity for 
gratuitously dispensing rhetorical cockleburs is 
er:.lLcss. But he's right on target this time. ·in 
proposing that President Ford veto rhe legisla
tiun if it passes Congress - tr.at woutd raise 
:-~:,·:~ t-~r:c'".! .3u.i)ports J.::;J..in, 2.nd r~1ereby s:::c~( the 
consumers with higher grocery costs. 

At !D.st, the public is getting a taste of some 
lower food prices, and this srrLl<es stark fear 
into farrriers - fear that the law of supply and 
demand may be starting to work, aiter all L.':lese 
ve:1rs, in the consumer's favor. Of course the 
farmers have excruciating economic problems 
of their own: their production costs continue to 
inflate and they get too small a share of the final 
food dollar. But any federal remedy for their 
distress should be of the kind that doesn't drive 
food prices up again. 

That's what new legislation approved over
whelmingly by the House Agriculture Comrnit4 

tee wouid do. This one-year •·emergency" bill
a response to lowering prices and the political 
muscle of a dozen powerful farm organizations 
- wcu!d boost the price supports for miLl< and 

dairy products. and ralse the gover::mer:t-guar
anteed floors on p:-ices of whea;:, corn :wJ. 
cotton. All together, it could ver::v v.;ell 
consumer costs by S-! billion a year. accordin~ to 
one private research report. Brought down to 
specifics. the Agriculture Departm-em: thi.r:!-<s it 
could kick the price of milk up eight cents a 

~t:e o( btt:,:er u9 2V ce!lC> a ;;~Jund.,. J.;:·J. 
so forth down the line. By estimate of its own 
proponents, the measure might cost the govern
ment S3. 7 billion if increased farm production 
causes prices to decline a bit more. 

But that's the whole point of the higher 
production levels v•hich the government has 
been trying to stimulate - to put the brakes on 
food inflation. We trust that consumers will 
be watching House members very keenly when 
this inflationary bill comes to a floor vote. prob
ably today or tomorrow. They are, aiter all, sup· 
porting farm prices already to the tune of sever
al billions. The amazing thing is that those fresh 
new liberal congressmen from the grain belt 
seem to be cultivating a fine back-scratching ar
rangement with some liberal urban lawmakers, 
to put this plan through. Tne new Congress may 
be learning t..l-te old methods very welL 

TUESDAY, MARCH 18, 1975 
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-- --... -·-- ........ ~-~-~~~----~------~~------

Yes No Und. -:.:1/R No Und. N/R 
Ca.lifornia ----t----t----t----11 Indiana 

BelL ...... --------------------~ _________ --------- ________ _ Hillis.------------------------ --------
Burgener .. ____ -------------- l\1yers ........ ---------------- ________ _ 
Clausen____________________ --------- __________________ /oUXJ, _. 
Clawson _____________________ -~---?."" _________ _________ _________ Grassley ______________________________ --·----·· _________________ _ 
Goldwater_________________ ---~~--- _________ _________ _________ Michigan · 

Hinshaw____________________ _________ _________ _________ _ ________ BBrro
0

wnomfi __ e __ Id ___ ~--~ -----------------~~-: ""------~--~--~ --~-----------~~ _-_--_--_--_-__ - ----~-------~~ 
Ketchum ____________________ ._.::_ ____________ --------- _________ - - - - - - - ---- ~---- - -- -- __ --

/ I Lagomarsino (ARW) ____ -------- _____________ :?"' --------- Cederberg___________________ _____ ------------------ ________ _ 
()1"', McCloskey-----------------~ _________ -L:':.---- .-t'~- Esch _______ ------------------ _________ -------~- _______ __ 

11oorhead ___________________ .c ...... _________ ---------_________ Hutchinson _________________ ~ --------- --------- ---------
Rousselot __________________ ~ Ruppe _______________________ ------...,----------------------------
Talcott .. -------------------- Vander Jagt. --------------
Wiggins_____________________ Minnesota 
Wilson ........... ----------- Frenzel (ARW) -----------~ ________________________ __ 
1:~-tf:L~-------------------- Hagedorn ___________________ --------- _______ ~-------- ___ o/:g_ __ 

Alaska Quie_ ------------------------- ------·-- · · 
Young_______________________ Wisconsin 

Arizona, Kasten.---------------------- --------

~~:::~-~-~--~:~~~~~~~::::::~~ ~· ::::::::: ~::~::::: ::~::~::: 
Steiger ______ ----------------

Colorado 
Armstrong (ARW) ..... 
Johnson.-----------------

Idaho 
Hansen ____________________ _ 
Symms _____________________ _ 

Neu-' Mexico 
Lujan .. ___________ -----------

Washingto-n 
Pritchard _____ --------------

Kansas 
Sebelius _____________________ --------
sh . ~'{_.{'·.:..<:.:..:{~ nver ______ , _______ -------- ---------
Skubitz _____ --------------~-- ------~~-
WiOIL. ----------------------- --------

Nebraska 
McCollister_--------------- --------
Smith .• ~--------------------- --------~ --------
Thone (ARW) ------------- --------

North Dakota 
Andrews ________ .. ----------- --------

Oklahoma 
Jarman---------------------- -------- --------- --------- ---------

South Dakota 
Abdnor __ -------------------- -~-------
Pressler ________ -------------- ________ _ 

Total pages 1 and 2 ____________ jo $ :3 

Gradison .. ----------------- ________ --------- --------- ---------
Guyer ________ ---------------

. ~t:~~~~--~~::~::::~::::: ;z:_ :~~:~~::~ ~:~~~:::: ~::::::~: 
Latta~~-~t;~~JJ.:!_rr:.:.L!. _________ _ _______________ ~~ 

Miller __ ----------------------
Mosher----------------------
Regula .. __________ -----------~ 
Stanton .. _____ ------------

~~e~~:--~~~~::~:::~:~::::::: 2:: :::::~~:: ~:::::::: ::::::::: 
Illinois · 

Anderson.--------~---------

1 



' "' \ .Vate: 
Question: 

B;:·der and Southern (Young) (fi::) 
Yes No Und. N/R 

Maryland ---1-----~ 

Gude .. _________ -------------
Holt .. _______________________ _ 
Bauman __________ --------- __ 

]\,{is .so-uri 
Taylor (ARW) ___________________ _ 

~-
Kentucky 

Carter _________________________________________________________ _ 

Snyder----------------------- _________ _ _______ --------- ________ _ 
Tennessee 

Beard .. ---------------------
Duncan _______ ·-------------
Quillen----------------------

Florida · 
Baf alis .. ___________ ---------
Burke ____ ------ ___ -------- __ _ 
Frey-------------------------
Kelly _______ -----------------
Young ______________________ _ 

North Carolina 

~::~~~-~:~-----~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~ -~~~~~~~~ :~~~~~~~: ~~::~:::~ 
tl. South Carolina . , 

~Vt Spence·---~~}~------ _______ _ 

if: Virg~:tler_______________________ ------- --------- ------------------
Daniel ______________________ , 
Robinson. _______ , __ :_________ _ ______ 

7 
_______________ ---------

Wamp1er~~~-":'.~~3..Y.~~t.. _________ ~- -~------- ________ _ 
Whitehurst. (ARW)______ ,-

Alaba-ma· 
BuchanaJ.L--~--------------- --------- --------- ---------
Dickinson.{ .8.!.:l::hf!J__ --------- --------- ---------
Edwards _____ ------------- __________________ --------- ---------

ArkansaB 
Hammerschmidt __________ ---------

Loztisiana 
Moore .. _____________________________ _ 

Treen. ___ -------------------- ---------
Mississippi 

~~~~~~~-~-~---~:~~~:~~~~~:~~:~~: ~:~~~:::: 2': ~::~::::~ :~:~::~:: 
Texa.<: 

Archer __________ ------------, 
Collins .. --------------------
Steelman .. ____ -------------

.. ,.... 10 TotaL ____ ~------------ .r:<~_.;) __________ _ 

(Re.-. Mar.l&75) 2 

94th CongresE 
Tally Shee1 

New England and Mid-Atlantic (McDade) ~(f) 

Yes No 1Jnd. N/R 
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SUITE 901 •1012 14th ST. N.W. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005 • (202) 737-3732 

~® 
May 8, 1975 

Dear Representative: 

It is expected -that i'hE.: recently vetoed Emergency Farm Legislation 
(H.R. 4296 as amended) wi I I como before the House r.ex"t week for- an ovorr ide 
vote. Consumer Federation of America, the ncrrion 1 s largest consumer organi
zation, is convirced that a vote to ovefri~e ihe Presidential veto is a vote 
for consumers. This omended legislatron includes alI provisions which CFA 
has advocated since "the legrslation WQS first considered. 

We fee I that this b i I I strikes an · d tab I e ba l.::mce beh1eon the I eg i ti mate 
needs of consumers and far-mer~, pa:·i·icular-ly the smal I, family farmer. 
Furthermore, the bi II \vould help to insure a much needed market stabilization 
by helping to al fevi~te the extreme fluctuations which have been disastrous 
to farmers and consumers a I ike. ConsumBrs are i ncrcas i ng I y aware that wi I d 
market f I uctuat ions af feet not on I y their v1a II et, but their very ab i I i ty to 
secure food.· With so much of the wor-ld dGponding upon our food supply it 
is vital that respoPsible legislution be cn<Jci-ed which would maximize the 
ava i I ab i I i ty of food. If farmers do not receive assun)nces of at I east a 
minimum return for ·Jhcir investrncnts and ln!Jor, it is reasonable to expect 
them to significantly cu:buck on food pr-oduction. Undoubtedly, the resultant 
food shortage wi I l br·ing consumer· pr·ices to a su!Jstantially higher level than 
even the most exaggerated projections by tho U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

In this connection, it is importan1 to realize thut the originally announced 
USDA figures were a scare ·ract i'c des i g.1od to crei'l"!e hys rrr i a · mong consumer-s. 
USDA carelessly portn.Jyoc tho "shocking' cost incr-ec:,se vlhich would result it 
this legislation p2ssccJ. At B:i;b parity they indicui"od that the price of 
fluid milk would rise 8¢ per gal ion, cheese toe per pound and butter 20~ per 
pound at a total cost of $9S5 millhn. Through j·ho conscientious efforts of 
Mr. Jeffords and his col leagues, t~o l~DA finally acknowledged that their 
figures were based up6n u misreodir.9 of the bi If's quarterly adjustrnent 
provrsrons. The revi~>ed USD/\ fi~t..r-0s a;-e 4 .. 5¢ per gallon of milk, 5.25¢ per 
po· · 'j of butter-, and :i. ~'!rt per pound of cheese. This f I agrant and i nexcusab I e 
calculation represents an en·or of 77.8~~ on milk., 90.?% on cheese and 277.4% 
on butter. Consumer-s huve learned to expvct ;·h1s kind of reporting from 
Secretary Butz. 

Significant I y, the revised figures 0:1 consumer co~>t i rnpact at 80% of pari-t-y 
which is -t-he level included in II.R. 4296 would be negl :.., )le -- I .I¢ per 
gallon of milk, !.3rt per pound of cheese and butter -- a small price to pay 
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for stab i I i ty. 

In discussing the "cost" of this legislation, it is important to note that 
failure to pass the Err:ergency Farm Bi I I is likely to result in increasing 
unemployment for farmers and farm-related industries including machinery 
and petrochemicals. The loss of tax revenues and increased unemployment 
which would follow cannot be ignored. 

In addition, IO\\Iered farm income increases the opportunity for Jm·gc 
corporations to move in and take over family size farms. We believe 
further vertical integration and monopolistic control of our food supply 
would be devastating to the consumer. 

For alI of these reasons, we believe the long-range interest of the consumer 
would ~enBfit by overriding President Ford's veto of H.R. 4296. We urge 
you to vote to do so. 

Sincerely, 

c: L~--<- F 'uc lr '-'- -~c-u., J '~' u 

Carol Tucker Foreman 
Executive Director 

--1 --·.;;·. 
-b/ ~-. r·-: t·· .. 
/ i,,.U ..;: t.. .. ..<-' [..-')'< . ./ . • { .. .( ...._( ( \ . ..._, 

Kathleen F. O'Rei I ly 
Legislative Director 



(cj.C common cause 
2030 M STREET. N.W .• WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20036 

John W. Gardner, Chairman (2021 833-1200 

May 9, 1975 

The Honorable Peter Peyser 
House of Representatives 
1133 Longworth House Office Building· 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Dear Representative Peyser: 

I am writing in behalf of Common Cause to inform you 
of our support of the President's veto of the Emergency 
Agriculture Act of 1975. On March 17, we wrote to each 
member of the House urging deletion of the sections of the 
bill increasing cotton and dairy target prices and loan 
levels. I have enclosed for your information a copy of 
our letter of March 17 which outlines our reasons for tak
ing this position, principally our belief that it is highly 
wasteful of federal funds to increase cotton price supports 
at a time.when this country has a cotton surplus and our 
deep concern about the total lack of hearings on the bill's 
dairy provisions. We stated that unless the cotton and 
dairy increases were removed from the bill, we would oppose 
the entire bill. Since increased cotton and dairy supports 
remain in the bill, we continue to oppose it. 

There has been great controversy over estimates in re
gard to the cost of the bill to the government and the con
sumer. Widely differing estimates, especially relating to 
the bill's dairy provisions, have been presented by the 
USDA. This underscores the major point we made in our 
letter of March 17. The dairy provisions of the ·farm bill 
should not have been brought to the floor for a vote without 
the benefit of hearings to assess, among other things, the 
impact of the proposed price support increases on both farmers 
and consumers. Comprehensive public hearings can provide a 
forum for questioning cost estimates presented by the USDA 
and other experts. The committee can use hearings to make 
sure the estimates are reasonable and based on a proper read
ing of the legislation. 

In March, supporters of legislation providing for in
creased dairy and cotton price supports argued that it was 
essential to rush the bill through Congress to ensure full 
plantings this year. This argument is no longer valid. 
There is no need for haste. 



The Honorable Peter Peyser 
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For all these reasons, Common Cause supports the 
President's veto. 

~JS~ 
David Cohen 
President 

Enclosure 

. ;· 
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LUI I II I lUI I LJOU\:lt:: 
2030 M STAHl, N.W .• WASHINGTON. 0. C. 20036 

John W. Gardner. Chairman (202) 833-1200 

t-1arch 17, 1975 

Dear Representative: 

This week the House will consider H.R. 4296, farm legis
lation to provide a 1975 price support program. Common Cause 
believes that the cotton and dairy provisions of the bill ate 
especially burdensome on and unfair to consumers. The cotton 
provision in particular is on its face highly wasteful of 
federal funds. 

H.R. 4296 increases cotton target prices and loan levels. 
The legislation provides added incentives to produce cotton. 
Yet with 6 million bales of cotton in storage, the United 
States has more than a one year supply. The Agriculture 
Department estimates that the bill will cost the taxpayer 
$213 million for loans and $341 million for target payments 
in the next year. 

There is a larger question than cost to the taxpayer. 
With too many ·Americans undernourished and world famine in
creasing, how can we justify subsidizing cotton surpluses? 
Cotton land can be used for various food crops. In our 
judgment the cotton subsidies should be deleted from the bill. 

The dairy provisions raise other questions. No hearings 
were held on the dairy provisions this year, although over half 
the membership is new to the Agriculture Committee. The lack 
of hearings is not merely a question of form. H.R. 4296 
increases the dairy price support to 85% of parity with quarterly 
adjustments. The estimated cost to the federal government will 
be $162 million more than the $250 million already projerted 
under-the present level of support. 

Increased costs to the government and consumers must be 
weighed against the needs of dairy farmers. i\le do not oppose 
subsidies per se. But overlooked by the Committee is the bill's 
impact on consumers. Will milk, cheese and butter prices be 
increased? If so, by how much? The Agriculture Depa~t~ent 
estimates milk would increase 8¢ per gallon, cheese 10¢ a pound 
and butter 20¢ a pound. A critical ~eview of these estimates is 
especially important in today' s economic climate. 'l'he failure 
of the Committ~e to examine the dairy provisions provides no 
reliable barometer by which to cast votes. For example, if the 
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Agriculture Department figures are correct, will the increased 
costs hurt low-income people? What will be the effect on food 
stamp distribution and costs? Will some pairy farmers' income 
drop further because of decreased consumPtion? We believe that 
the Committee must examine these questions with care, rather 
than asking House members to cast an uninformed vote. 

Common Cause beiieves that a sound farm policy can be 
developed that benefits both consumers and farmers. Toward that 
end it is essential for a complete record to be developed that 
shows the impact these agricultural subsidies have on consumers 
and taxpayers. 

Common Cause urges members of the House to delete the 
sections on cotton and dairy subsidies. If either effort fails, 
the bill should be defeated. This would provide the Committee 
with the oppo~tunity to thoroughly examine these crucial issues. 

Acting President 

~ , I 
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THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 

WASHINGTON 

May 9, 1975 

The Honorable William C. Wampler 
U. S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Bill: 

This is to inform you that it is our intention to 
make a semi-annual review of the dairy price support 
situation in the year ahead. If it appears necessary 
and advisable to make price support adjustments in 
order to secure the supply of milk~ as defined in 
the law, it is our intention to do so. This is per
missible under the law, even though the law mandates 
only annual adjustments. 

May I assure you that we want to do everything possible 
to maintain both a healthy and profitable dairy industry 
within the framework of an expanding market. 

Sincerely yours, 

~~ (/~ ..1 . 
~~ 

:ARL L. BUTZ 



common cause 
2030 M STREET. N.W .• WASHINGTON, D. C. 20036 

John W. Gardner, Chairman (2021 833-1200 

The Honorable Peter Peyser 
House of Representatives 

May 9, 1975 

1133 Longworth House Office Building· 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Dear Representative Peyser: 

I am writing in behalf of Common Cause to inform you 
of our support of the President's veto of the Emergency 
Agriculture Act of 1975. On March 17, we wrote to each 
member of the House urging deletion of the sections of the 
bill increasing cotton and dairy target prices and loan 
levels. I have enclosed for your information a copy of 
our letter of March 17 which outlines our reasons for tak- .. 
ing this position, principally our belief that it is highly 
wasteful of federal funds to increase cotton price supports 
at a time.when this country has a cotton surplus and our 
deep concern about the total lack of hearings on the bill's 
dairy provisions. We stated that unless the cotton and 
dairy increases were.removed from the bill, we would oppose 
the entire bill. Since increased cotton and dairy supports 
remain in the bill, we continue to oppose it. 

There has been great controversy over estimates in re
gard to the cost of the bill to the government and the con
sumer. Widely differing estimates, especially relating to 
the bill's dairy provisions, have been presented by the 
USDA. This underscores the major point we made in our 
letter of March 17. The dairy provisions of the ·farm bill 
should not have been brought to the floor for a vote without. 
the benefit of hearings to assess, among other things, the . 
impact of the proposed price support increases on both farmers 
and consumers. Comprehensive public hearings can provide a 
forum for questioning cost estimates presented by th~ USDA 
and other experts. The committee can_use hearings to make 
sure the estimates are reasonable and based on a proper read
ing of the legislation. 

In March, supporters of legislation providing for in
creased dairy and cotton price supports argued that it 1.vas 
essential to rush the bill through Congress to ensure full 
plantings this year. This argument is no longer valid ·~ 
There is no need for haste. •.:. 

# ~ u 
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For all these reasons, Common Cause supports the 
President's veto. 

Enclosure 

... . ;· 

~J)~ 
David Cohen 
President 
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D.c<U' Coue;ressman: · 

The National Consumers Cone;ress strone,ly urr,es your support i 11 

sustainine, the rrcside.nt 's veto of the Dnere,ency Fau11 1\ct. I L 
has been estimated that this 1\ct tmuld cost cousurn•'rs st>vr~r.:ll 

billion dollars throue,h hie,hcr retail prices and e,overament pur
chases for farm commodities. The long rane,c effect on farrn('r 
and consumer could be devastating. 

• 
The proposed chane;c in the ~upport price of milk to 80/~ of p:nity 
with quarterly adjustments is economically unsound. Commercial 
stocl<s of manufactured dairy products aro up 21% over last Yt'a r.·. 
Government purchases of dairy: products to maintain the January 
rise in the support price are four times r;reater than they "'''rc 
last year. In short, the market is e;lutted and an artificial 
price increase will only make tile situation Horse by causinr, a 
further decrease in milk consumption. Since thr'! L1st timr Cnncrr:ss 
held hearings on dairy price supports, feed costs for dairy far:-.('rs 
have dropped by 30%. Thus, the orie,inal rationale for raisillC 
consumer dairy·costs over one billion dollars is no lon~:;,cr valid. 

The proposed incr<:!ase in target prices for cotton should be 
deleted from the bills since the tare,ct price is substantially 
higher than the current marl<et price. Thus, if enacted, cotton 
farmers would be encourae,ed to plant only for government con
sumption. There is currently enough cotton on hand--six million 
bales--to supply all domestic needs for 1975. llir;her rc'tai 1 
prices (estimated. at $tt5 million) will perpetuate tl!,~ 35% re
duction in cot ton consumption last year and endane,er the com1x~t i
tive status of u.s. cotton in world·markets. 

The proposed target prices for ••heat and corn@ $3.10 and $2.25 
respectively, are too high rclativ~ to the! cost of production. 
If the 1976 escalator' clause were placed into effect for the '7 5 
crop, the tare;et prices for whe~t and corn would be $2.50 and 
$1.68 · rcspecti vcly. This is a reasonable compromise between the 
Congressional· proposal and current prices. 

Again, ue strone,ly urge your support in sustaining the President's 
veto and we encourage you to plan farm programs that'really will 

.meet the needs of both farmers and consumers. 
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l-!uy 9, 1975 

Dear Colleague: 

1l1 I LoNcwn•nu Hou;ll':' <..-.. "-• --- _ 
,...,..;.~.o .. ~01.' U!l-2.71!l 

C . PATRICK ROUI:ATB 

ADt.II ... I&'Yft"lfVI[ AS.IftTAI'{'f' 

MELVIN E. TH•JM .. RON 

LI'CJ11LAT1V• A•MnAUT 

AGRICULTUHE COMMI~ 

I'UDCOMMIYTel Rt 

LJvt.aTOC.t< AND GftAINS 

("ANY.tNG MINORITY Mt ... Rt:n) 

,., ... LV,..,.., ... A.NO RUML Oo:v,_,.. ... .,., 

IN"I'I!:RIOI"-1 ANJ'") INSULAR 
Af'I'"Airl!i COMMITTEE 

aUOCOMMI"T"rTIItt'• 

NAl'lOHAL PAHKfl ANO AI'CRf'ATIOft 

(AA_I_ MINoi<ITY .. CMIICA) 

Mot<u,.,....M•...-

I can assure you the situation confronting rrany 1\..,.erican 
farmers today is not. ncorly as ft.umy or htJJrOrous ·as iJOrtruycd. 
by the recent letter fran our colleague fran Illi.oois. 'l'o u,o 
farmer, his current E?CO.Y.&'nic situation is rrost serious and it 
sluuld be of serious concern to you • 

JUst a fevl sl"ort rronths ago, farmers in my dist.~~.ict \·Jere 
receiving $4.68 a bt:.l::hP-1 for wheat. The eY.pOrt u".Lrrket was gocxJ.. 
Despite record production costs, they felt obligated to hero t.~c 
•goverrJr"!'!nt 's cull for full production. In a rront..l-t, we "vJill. 
hr:~.rvest cr~.~0 wheat in my district alone to sab.s~J over 11::"11£ 
of our nauon •;:;; nc~s for a vear • 

Tcday, the price of t-;heat at the. countr.1 elevator i.r1 l;..c:A..I..<>.:""\s 
is $2. flO. Production costs are even higher; the exp::>rt n\:"U:"kct 
broken by governrrcnt intcrvCA'1tion. Farmers in my district are 
nost concernoo curl frustratcxl to say the least. 

'TO THOSE ~·!l:O DID Nm.' VOTE roR 'l'llE F/':!<1! DILL! .This bill is 
not \-!iti1out fL:.ult. i «pprcc.iatc your rosition.- rm, cor.sidering 
the k.i.n:1 of r-oli tier. n:w l::eing played, it sr..ocl.c.1 l:.e pointed out 
~ .. orr'{.) of the inforn"Cl_'t:_~.You ..£3)' 1"-...avc received rna_y \vell be 
nusl.Ilf~::::n-at~cn. Hi<i .. hcr tnai1 get into a pro and con "Dear 
Coller"1<)"Ue" g~~x~, le..: H'C s:iJnply say if I can help ai'1S\·Jer any 
questions )IOU might have, please contact me -- 5-2715. 

~~-~-'0 DJD Vm:'E fDH 'l'llt: I:>.-"\1?."-1 DILL! \'!ithout this bill, 
we may be het.c'i.o.:1 fo1: a farm depre:::sion t.~t \\Quld l1c:"1VC very 
serious consequences for our entire nc1tion. I t.h..ll1.i:. you for your 
~"1st support and urge your continued support for t.J.~e eroergcncy 
farm bill. 



THE SE:CRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 

WASHINGTON 

Nay 9, 1975 

The Honorable William C. Wampler 
U. S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Bill : 

This is to inform you that it is our intention to 
make a semi-annual review of the dairy price sup~ort 
situation in the year ahead. If it appears necessary 
and advisable to make price support adjustments in 
order to secure the supply of milk, as defined in 
the law, it is our intention to do so. This is per
missible under the law, even though the law mandates 
only annual adjustments. 

_May I assure you that we want to do everything possible 
to maintain both a healthy and profitable dairy industry 
\'lithin the framework of an expanding market. 

Sincerely yours, 

. .. (;;,J i!Ld.-
:ARL L. BUTZ (;-

·=· . .... 
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H3889 
and $0.4 billion In outlays below the budget 
as submitted. 

The managers ngrccd to the House level 
for foreign economic assistance, asrmmlng 
major reductions In Indochina PostwBr Re
construction. The managers also agreed that 
token budget authority should be provided 
for the Special Financing Facility to lndl· 
cate the Congress anticipates a leglslutlve 
proposal !or this purpose. 
General science, space and technology (2.50) 

The House Resolution u.~sumes budget au
thority of $4.7 bllllon and outlays of $4.6 
billion. 

The Senate amendment assumes budget 
authority of $4.7 billion and outlays of $4.6 
billion. 

The House and Senate estimates were sub
stantially the same. The managers agreed 
to the Senate's figures. 

billion In budget authority and $8.65 billion 
In outlnyfl. 

The House reRolutlon assumes $5.0 b1lllon 
In budget authority and $2.6 billion In out
layR for accelerated publlc works programfl. 
The Senate amendment did not Include thlfl 
assumption. Since the accelerated public 
works progmm Is Intended to provide eco
nomic stimulus, the Conference agreed to 
retain the House budget authority estimate 
and an outlay estimate of approximately $2.1 
billion to be available either for an accel
erated public works program or some other 
appropriate stimulative program that Con
gress may decide to enact, such as emergency 
financial assistance to state and local 
governments. 
Education, manpower and social services 

(500) 
The House resolution assumes budget 

authority of $19.0 billion and outlays of 
$20.4 blllion. Natural resources, environment and energy 

(300) The Senate amendment assume'S budget 
The House Resolution assumes budget au- authoi·lty of $20.7 billion and outlays of $19.4 

thorlty of $14.1 billion and. outlays of $11.5 billion. 
billion. The conferees agree to budget authority 

The Senate amendment assumes budget of $19.0 billion and outlays of $19.85 billion 
authority of $13.4 billion and outlays of $11.7. In this function. These figures assumes that 
billion. all .programs in this functiqn can be funded 

The Conference agreed to budget authority at least at their fiscal year 1975 funding 
of $13.8 billion, and outlays of $11.6 billion. level, the regular on-going programs be in-

-- - -- . - -· creased, and that the number of public serv-
Agnculture (350) ~~ Ice employment jobs also be increased. The 

I 

The House Resolution assumes budget au- ' conferees reached a decision to add $0.45 bil
thorlty of $4.3 billion and outlays of $1.8 :·.lion to the $3.1 billion already In this func
billlon. jtlon for public service jobs In view of the 

The Senate amendment assumes budget ;job-creating effect of the $0.6 billion assumed 
authority of $4.3 bllllon and outlays of $2.0 1n function 400 for rail assistance. 

1 
bllllon. ' Health (550) 

The Conference agreed to the House esti-
mates. By this action the Conference does The House resolution assumes budget au
not either Include or exclude outlays for the thorlty of $33.1 billion and outlays of $30.7 
farm bill recently vetoed, because the con- billion. 
ferees assume that outlays In fiscal 1976 wlll ! The Senate amendment assumes budget 

. _ ~m~!~~~~~l If that -~~~~-':>_l'_~~~~:lar -~~ ~~i?o~~ty of $32.6 bllllon and outlays of $31.0 

·~----ConHnerce and transportation ( 400 ) The Conferees agreed t~ the House figures. 
The House resolution assumes budget au- Income seC1Lrtty (600) 

thorlty of $11.0 blllion and outlays of $18.5 The House resolution assumes budget"'au-
blllion. thorlty of $141.3 blllion and outlays of $124.9 

The Senate amendment assumes budget billion. 
authority of $9.5 billion and outlays of $16.6 ·The Senate amendment assumes budget 
billion. authority of $138.5 billion and outlays _of 

The conference substitute ussumes $11.3 
billion In budget authority and $17.6 billion 
In outlays. The estimates include a total of 
$0.8 billion In outlays for small business, 
postal service and rail rehabilitation projects 
now being considered by the House-Senate 
conference on the Emergency Employment 
Apprt>prlatlons Act of 1975. The estimates 
also contain $3.3 blllion In budget authority 
to continue advance highway apportion
ments and $6.3 billion in highway outlays. 
Outlays of $0.4 billion are provided for hous
Ing legislation expected to pass In fiscal 1975. 
Funding for other rail improvement projects 
recommended by the Senate Is Included, with 
$600 million In budget authority and out- . 
lays. Other items include additions to the 
Administration's budget of $0.2 billion In 
budget authority and outlays for the Wash
Ington Metro; $0.2 billion in budget author
Ity and outlays for Postal Service subsidies; 
and $0.3 billion In budget authority and $0.2 
billion in outlays for additional small busi
ness loans. 
Community and regional development ( 450) 

The House resolution assumes budget au· 
thorlty of $10.8 bl111on and outlays of $9.0 
billion. 

The Sena.te amendment assumes budget 
authority o! $6.0 billion a11d outlays of $6.6 
billion. 

The conference substitute assumes $11.0 

$126.1 billion. 
The conferees agreed to budget authority 

of $140.9 billion and outlays of $125.3 bll· 
lion in this function. 

This total Includes $0.8 bllllon for the 
extension of emergency benefits for insured 
unemployed for an additional 13 weeks. It 
also assumes savings In fiscal year 1976 
through legislative and administrative Im
provements in programs such as food stamps, 
aid to families with dependent children, and 
social security. 

The managers Intend that there be no 
cap on benefit increases as proposed In tile 
President's budget. The managers intend 
that the resolution provide sulllclent funds 
to extend both emergency benefits for the 
Insured unemployed and also special unem
ployment assistance for the uninsured 
unemployed. 

Veterans benefits and services' (700) 
The House Resolution assumes budget 

authority of $18.0 billion and outlays of 
$17.5 billion. 

The Senate amendment assumes budget 
authority of $17.6 bllllon and outlays of 
$16.9 billion. 

The Conference agreed to the House as
sumptions of $18.0 billion In budget author
Ity and $17.6 billion In outlays for this 
function. The munagers on the part of the 
Senate agreed to these figures because of 
the probability that Congress will reject 

Administration proposals to J'cduco the ell· 
glblllty period for veterans' readjustment 
benefits and to require relmbumcmcnt from 
private health Insurers for VA health care. 
The Senl\te Bmendment did not assume ln
creBses In budget 1\ttthorlty and outlays for 
either. The House assumed $0.7 billion In 
budget authority and outlays for t.hese prob
able expenditures to which the conferees 
'agreed. 

Law enforcement and justice (750) 
The House resolution assumes budget au· 

thorlty of $3.3 billion and outlays of $3.4 
billion. 

The Senate amendment assumes budget 
authority of $3.3 billion and outlays of $3.4 
billion. 

The Conference agreed to the Honse 
figures. 

General government (800) 
The House resolution assumes budget au

thority of $3.3 billion and outlays of $3.4 
billion. 

The Senate amendment assumes budget 
authority of $3.3 billion and outlays of $3.2 
billion. 

The conference committee agreed to $3.3 
billion In budget authority, the same as the 
House and Senate estimates, but to $3.3 bil
lio·n In outlays, $50 million below the House 
assumption and $100 million above the 
Senate assumption. 
Revenue sharing and general purpose fiscal 

assistance (850) 
The House resolution assumes budget au

thority of $7.3 billion and outlays of $7.2 
billion. 

The Senate amendment assumes budget 
authority of $7.3 billion and outlays of $7.2 
billion. 

Essentially, the assumptions of both houses 
were the same for this function, but the 
conference committee agreed to round out 
the House estimate to the nearest tenth of a 
bill ion dollars. 

Interest (900) 
The House resolution assumes budget au

thority of $35.0 billion and outlays of $35.0 
billion. 

The Senate amendment assumes budget 
authority of $35.3 billion and outlays of $35.3 
billion. 

The Conference substitute provides $35.0 
billion In budget authority and outlays, the 
same as the House estimate and $0.3 billion 
lower than the Senate estimate. 

Allowances 
The House resolution assumes budget au

thority of $1.7 billion and outlays of $1.6 
billion. 

The Senate amendment assumes budget 
authority of $1.3 blllion and outlays of $1.1 
billion. 

The Conference agreed to $1.4 billion In 
budget authority and $1.2 billion In outlays. 

The conferees assume that the levels 
agreed ~1pon are sufficient to cover civilian 
agency pay raises under existing law and 
outlays that may be required for humani
tarian assistance for Indochina refugees, as 
well as other contingencies. 

Undistributed offsetting receipts ( 950) 
The House resolution assumes budget au

thority of -$16.2 billion and outlays of 
--$16.2 billion. 

The Senate amendment assumes Identical 
amO\Ul ts, 

The conference substitute accepts the 
Senate estlmata. 

Both the House resolution and the Senate 
umendment assumed $4.0 billion In receipts 
from lenses of mineral rights on the. Outer 
Continental Shelf. rather than $8.0 bllllmr 
estimated by the Administration. 

~'A 
.... : (:~ ·.. . ~ . ,, ~ 

.'-...-/ 
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FROM THE OFFICE OF 
CONG. WILLIAM C. WAMPLER 
2422 RAYBURN HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20515 
TELEPHONE: 202-225-3861 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
WASHINGTON, D.C., MAY 12, 1975: 

Congressman Wampler today made the following statement on the 

Floor of the House of Representatives: 

USDA DAIRY ACTION 

Last Friday I received notice of an important and I hope 

significant action by the u.s. Department of Agriculture in regard to 

dairy price supports during the balance of the 1975-76 marketing year. 

Let me read the text of the letter Secretary of Agriculture 

Earl Butz sent to me: 

.Dear Bill: 

This is to inform you that it is our intention to make a 
semi-annual review of the dairy price support situation in 
the year ahead. If it appears necessary and advisable to make 
price support adjustments in order to secure the supply of 
milk, as defined in the law, it is our intention to do so. 
This is permissible under the law, even though the law mandates 
only annual adjustments. 

May I assure you that we want to do everything possible to 
maintain both a healthy and profitable dairy industry within 
the framework of an expanding market. 

Sincerely yours, 

/s/ Earl Butz 

EARL L. BUTZ 

As I am sure everyone knows, the vetoed Farm Bill upon which 

we will vote tomorrow mandates quarterly adjustments in dairy price 

supports under a formula which reflects certain production costs. 

While I supported the vetoed bill in the past, I doubt that 

the House will override that veto. Thus, I am encouraged to learn that 

Secretary Butz will on his own initiative set up a formal semi-annual 

review procedure this year. 

I want to commend the Secretary for this decision and I hope 

that, when he examines the compelling evidence that dairy farmers do 

indeed need a reasonable boost in their price supports, he will take 

the appropriate and needed action. 

i i i 
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The Washington Star 
Saturday, May 17, 1975 

A Veto Rightly Upheld 
In the matter of getting his vetoes sustained 

by a Congress of the other party, President 
Ford is off to a much better start this year than 
his performance of last year foretold. He won 
the first round with the 94th Congress in a 
breeze that surprised many observers of his un
steady fortunes on Capitol Hill. But in vetoing 
the emergency farm price support bill, he was 
on very solid ground, well above partisan con
siderations. The House is to be complimented 
for realizing this, and giving him a veto victory 
by a comfortable 40-vote margin. 

In fact, there were 20 more votes against the 
bill on the veto-override test than when it passed 
originally in the House. No doubt this reflects 
the fact that many urban congressmen had 
heard from heated consumers back home, who 
had gotten word of the grocery price increases 
entailed in this dubious measure. There seems 
no doubt about its inflationary effect on milk, 
butter and cheese, and it also would have hiked. 
the government-guaranteed prices on wheat, 
com and cotton. Farmers fear the food-price de
clines which urban people long for, and which 
are showing up at last. So in this week's show
down, many urban Democrats in the House sim-

ply had to split with their colleagues from the 
grain, cotton and dairy belts, and support the 
President. · 

His argument against refiring inflation by 
such means was more powerful, but no less rele
vant, than his contention that this would have 
worsened the federal deficit considerably, and 
indefensibly. The public would have been pay
ing hundreds of millions more for the added 
federal assistance, along with higher price.s "ofl 
food, and the whole thing would not wash, either, 
logically or politically. 

Furthermore, it went against the necessary . 
new drift away from federal farm controls and 
price props and toward a policy of letting the 
marketplace be a larger factor. Farmers are 
afraid that big crops this fall will depress 
prices, and Ford properly has pledged to help 
the grain belt ali he can if that occurs. He can 
take administrative action, under existing au
thority, to give moderate relief. 

But for Congress to saddle the inflation
wracked public with higher price guarantees 
plainly is intolerable. And consumers had better 
be alert, because farm forces in Congress may 
try it again this year. 
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PRBSIDEllT 

l"RIBDEDSDORF 

BIU. VETO 

Prior to the 'ft»t.a on the PU'Jl Bill veto at ~ft)aillately 
Z , • .• 1:0110rrow '· reoc •rend you make the followinq CoagreaaiOD&l 

o · calla : 

__ : ·r-

n John ADderaoo - Ande%'8011 ·111 be ••Jd.DCJ one 
::su:.l·· rt :-4:leeebea prior to the "tOte and ia atroDgly 

h -~ one. You aboul4 eDcouraqe hia to Nke a 9ood 
lo . .i. r rea&rka and . • 1 r infl 'C• ' Vai ftl1"iD9 

- v tin perio4. 

ler --- r. '~)l_r # the raaklllg' Jtapublicu on 1:be 
a. i ul t:ure Ca.ai ttee, YOt.ecl in auppon. of ~ Bill, i> t 
ond well t.o ·.r r requoat to r...ta nM1Ual. 

moved to t: ,.o t where he .ay ~) . vaivuin9 aD4 
JO r. 'l vUl vote to sustain. You could thank 'tim for r · n in. 
:)Uaive i t1 lobbyinq effort. 

3.. Jim Bzoyhill _--Jim 1· atill on ~ fence and a . on~ call 
fro. you could us. h iJ · over to ou.r aide. 

4. hte aodiDO -- Chaizaan Ro4iDO haa wted both wavs oa t.hia 
ia ~ u4 ia Mia9 lobbied hard by the American Bakers AuociatJ.OA 
to .ate to autain your Yeto. You could tb&Dlt hia vUJal.~~ for: hie 
excellaat. .,.,or;~ 1D expecJJ.t.iacJ the aetugee a111 last , ~-· and 
rtentioa th•t you woa14 appreciate hia support on t.be veto toaon:ow. 

5. John Jtren -- Myen hu beea lobbied hU'C'l · y &ecnbry auta 
u.d we believe that a phone call frolll you :ig!:\t awiD9 hia over 
ia •"Pport. of the veto. 

bee: Don Rumsfeld 
Jack Marsh 





\ 

JJtfay 13,. 1975 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.:._...;; HOUSE 
~ . . . : 

Rang~ 
R~ 
R tcbmond 
Riegle 
Rt.senbOOver 
ROberts 
ROncalio 
Rose 
ROuah 
Runnels 
Ryan 
Scb.roeder 
Sebeliua 
Seiberling 
s~ 
Shlplet 
Sbr1ver 
S ikes 
Simon 
S lsk 
Sltublta 
Slaclt 

Bmit.h. Iowa Trul• The result of the vote was aonounced. The SPEABER. . The gentleman from 
5mlt.h. Neor. Treen a8 above recorded. • ~--•.- ,. . . . Hawaii <Mr. MA%SUMAGA) is recognized :=. ~=-~.:.. _;- .- The SPEAKER. The Clerk-will notifY for 1 hour.· . . , . . . ... . . . 
Spence . uumaa ;..;: the Senate ot the actlo!l ~-~e. House. <Mr • . MATSUNAGA ~.&sked a.nd ·was-
Staggers Van4• v- given permi.saion. to. revise and extend W.S. 
s~a:!v. ~=~ " ~ ' GENERAL LEAVE remarks.) . , .· . · -. · -~ , ... _ ; 
Starlt :Wampler . Mr. MATSUNAGA..~_Mr. Speaker;-~~-~-
steed · Waxm&ll ... - - Mr. POLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanl- yield 30 minutes to the-gentleman.from. 
Steiger. WI.L WeaYer ': •·• . California (Mr. Dzr. CLAWSON)-, ~ ... ~u~~ :. 
stephen.a White, -+s:: moua consent that all Members may have .....-.-.. 
stokes Whittell. · 5 leg1slative days in which to revise and which I yield ~--~ time as ~,-m_~~ 
~~~~ w~Q..: Tes. _ e.-ctend their remarks on the veto message cons~e. . • •. · , . .. :1·.:~:• . . . : _, .... c. 

_ Symington • w~nn. ,, just under consideration. Mr. Speaker, llOuse- .Resolution _ 445. 
Taylor. :wo. . Wirth . ""' • The SPEAKER. Is there objection to provides-for consideration of H.R. 5357, 
Taylor, N.C. Wrigll$ ·• . the request of the gentleman.: from Wash- which, ·a.s reported by· our Committee on: -=:-- i~=:~ ington? . _. - ~ - . · ·· · -,:~~~~.:: .. : · In~te--andForeign Commerce, would:--
Tboae<_. l-'. _ . ZaDloclti .. • . • Thennru. no obJectioRz.~~.;...~;.: -; _ : . authorize appropriations to the Secretary 

·· ~TllotmoD · __ • ,.;;.~".;,. • ..;:~":-· ' ;;J;O ., ... ~ -- - .,..-f-1~~:.~..,1~·, ot:..C.OJ!UDeree--to·-prouiote. tourist. tf?.vel;..:~~ 
- ,, :"' NAYs-tS2 . ..,l.;,~i-~,;:;· · ~ . ·~'-", . .,., • - . · '·-- - _ -- · ·• ~~ ¥l'f:i•-;..;r;s.- • within. the United States." all.d also to pro;:;:• ·. : 

- ·: M~-·--N;:y·: · · PERMISSION•. FOR ,COMMITI'EE ON mote international travel by foreign resi:.:: ... 
!a~bo . ·=~e MY-~~-._~ RULES TO _ PILE ~J:'~~i}';Rl\l~-: denta ~-~e _U~ted, States. The mol~-· 
Ambro . • Prey o·BrieD--:-tt.'.tl.,. , _lLI;~-REPO~TS-:~~~~~: _ ..... -.; tioa, prondes an o~n. rule with 1 hour: ot:· 
~~ -:: ~U:!'!ter ~=--;;:ii ;).....;: 1\lr~·liATSUNA~::wr;.'~ l'aak gene~ . debate.'- ~th . the time being~-- : 
Andenoo.Dl."-' GoOdling., .- . Pepper.~.::~-~'j{..:· Unanimous· consent -that the Committee- equally, -divided. . and.:.~ntrolled by-_.~e.;_;,.;; 
ArCher Gra.dJ.aon ;.. Peuia-,~!._) ... ::: . :· on Rules may have _, untiFmidnight to- chairman a.n~ ranking minority mem~rs.;-- ~ 
!:':r::C g::r. ·. ~~r~>-;- .. night to fUe certain privileged- !8PGrts._, o~:the Comnnttee o.~· In~~ ax;~ ~o~~:~-~~ 
Batalla . .Haley ·.. -Pritcbald.';,.- The---BPEAXER. 1$ tbet"e- objection to eJ.gn.C<>mJnerce.- ' ~-:"·'-' . . - .·-:- --- . J; __ _,, 
Baum&ll · Rammer- _Quillm. o::_;;•· the request of- the pntJeman..i, fr~ A!ter._.l'eJJ.eral,debate, the bill-would bet • 
Bell. ,• : : schmidt Ba!leb-Ck 'T •• · 'l:ra__:Ua . ~ -~ • ·; • •·r • ,·. '!..''1>'"'; '.'· ,..,_,_.-_ read. for-amendment UDder-the 5-minute>-"Be et1t ' Ra.D.1Ie' ~ -\ ._ .... .,. ~w~·, ~ . .._.....,.,,. , "" . .,. ............. "'~ ......... , :· ..:t.,... •• • • - -. ... , 

B~ · -~n ~-)·;:-::-':> The~-~--no· objeetio~'>Z~~~*:<J<'. • rule.~4t,the concluai~ C?f .. the consi4era-,: :_-
Blanchald. Harrt.s RhOd• ~~:..:.: . - :-- · '··· ~~ ': -:_ •.:.• - -~- .- .r:!c:-t • t,io~ ·~: H.R._.5357.-.for.:.JUDendment; ,~~ :_ 
Bol&D4 Harsha. ~ -RinAldo --~~ . ; · .. i -r:;_:;t ' -:; ~ -' •. ,...,.., . "'!" ..:t,+;.r ... com.au~_will ~ and.repor.t the- bill .~<<-· 
BrocmUleld . Ha.stlnp .BobinaOA . ~-.~ PERMISSION . :POR- · COMMITI'EE ON the. House with such amendment& a.s mav:< -~ Brown. Jolieb:. H6bert ' Roc11nel',- • r: • - . . . • J .:•: , 

Brown. Ohio · Heclller. W.va. Roe r_4,.,;~~_.-,. . ST.Aloil)ARDS OF ·OPPICIAL· .. coN- have ·been adopted,:'! and ':the ·Pre!JO~_....- . 
Buchanan Hecltler~ ~- RogerS-f,.-:{:-~:.:- r - DUCT.;-TO . srr ·DURING\ GENERAli question. will be <;Onsid~red as.ordered-on...::r-~ 
:aurgener HeinZ . , RooniiJ". •: .cr- DEBATE -AND ' DURING-· .THE 5~ the-bill' and amendments thereto .. to. . .tinal ~·.'" 
Burke Fla. • HelatoU:i , - • ROMnt~·-· ,. • · -- · · • · - • · · . - --
Buuer . Holt-. ~ • Bo~ ·. MINUTE -R~: TOMORRO~ ... P~e ~th~ut.J~-~r:ve~ m?~ .. <?~.~= .. 
Byron • _Holtzm~ ROybal .. ,..._ , Mr, PLYl'CT'·Mr SPeaker:z-a.:Uixa.\n_- --cepl ~mot1on to-reco~t. -.,__: -;-· ·':.1·;'1-~~.'. 
Cederberg· Horton · · ·' Ruppe••w -~·~ ·- • -- . · · - · . ,. - · · Kr.· Speaker tourisD1 i8 reeOSD.ized as· 
Clancy. ''' Hutchin.eon. ; . Ruuo ;;.;.j· -:;;·i.i mous: co~nt that the C~ttee on: b~··b\wnes.s iD, the United.: States · m.'4i ClaUNil, • Hyde · " . st·~ :., .. _,-, Standards of Oftlcial Conduct--may_sit . J.. · _. · • - · ·... -·: 

Don H. . Jacobs . Santini. ' - .- . during general debate-arid durlDa the 5- Sta~,_wurtsm .. _ranks ' among --the- ~top. 
• Cla-..oo. Del · 'Jarman - sarutn .... .. ·- . - - . - three industries · and in · three of these.. 

Clevet&D4 Johll.IOn·. Colo; Sarban•·:~ ~.t:!: . ~ute rule- ·on ·tomorrow<··-~:· .. . ·. Sta~ .. includbi,g . my own State :·or 
COhen · · John.IOn, Pa. Sattertleld. - '1:'he SPEAKER. Is there ·Objection to ·; - ' ' - '· -· .. 
coum..m .. ,_XellY-... _Scheuer .---~ _ the- request· of thf! gentleman; from Ha~Jt is the leading_industrY. ~our~·~· ,-
coullla. TeE;" , Kemp ·· Schtt~l-~- . - . ?.~ _: .. _. . - _ ~~~.'1 • .- :i-:1.: ... -. ,- ._ - ism.u.an in4u.st.ry. generates. a.nnuaLre:Tf~·-.; 
conable - Ketchum Schulze:_ . :t;O·Rb- . l'lla ·, · .. ·- -- ... - .. ~·-.. · enues .In the total amount of $61 b~·7.- -:: 
COnlan ltlndn-· -Shuater •;['.:·: . ( e_ rewuno ~.-~. ~N,~, •:.)-'J--7;, and.p.ro91desover·4.rnill1olijo'--to· a-e· r :.o:.'-<· 
Conte ~ _-KOch . . Spe . ··t~·"' ,_ . . ... _ ~ ... ~ " :~Y.. .- -"7'~-! . . . ~ ua n..LI4 , . " 
eonyen La81mlarsln0 stan ..• 3_ .. ,,. . f/# ;:;~ •. --·· • ; , ._, • . : --, ICans. ·In _view:of:. the:current depressed. · 
cotter _._Landrum_,:. · :1. _ ' ;'~ • ! · : , . · : ·_', ~·~t-'[ --:_.-;-~-- - - state of .our ~DmY .. _.Jt..Ja .particularl:r.:! 
~lD ·-~~-A· .:)~ ~ ~-'> A ORIZING · .. APPROPRIATIONS noteworthy that tourism increa.ses· F_ed::-~~·-:-. 
Dantet.o.n·· ·'~~caut.- • ·sua ~=? .TOURIST TRAVELtP~MO...- eral, State-; or locartax receipts. --.:~-~-~:-7-t~. 
Daniel, RObert LollS. MAt. · ~ Stud · .·· -.-. · ON ·• .. ,. < - ~~ -:-- ~, •• J-· t.""'- ~ · _; -· ·I>esptte ..... ,_ seeininglj- ros' y p1·c· ture'"th·e--.. -~ 

W .• Jr. LuJ&A·. ..... ~- symmaw~~ ! ~ ·- ~·t-~~1:."~ .. ~ ... <-·...,;~. · . ~ ~-- ' ~ ·" 
Daniela, · ., .Kc:Clor:r :f . ..., Talco$$-~ ·~· :;"_ ·... _ Mr. __ MATSUNAGA. _!fr.--~:'·by::, tourism industry is1ac~ · operatin~,- :'· 

Domlnlclt v. -:WcCloeJtey- . van Declin .- directiOD :of the Committee- on: Rules. 1 considerablY below~apac1ty level. For ex-~ , _ 
g:=lti :~: ·7 

· .~~ .. !~~-- call up Hotise ResolutiOn ~5-and.aakfor . ample, it has -been . . reported that ..u.s=.:;., 
Denne ·_:Macdonald- wa~m ..... , , .,_ its-. immediate considerattaDd:'~.,~ ..... ·~ · hotels a.wi motels- are- presently_ opera Una (. · 
D1cltlnson Madden _ • -whalen · · :~ , • . The _ Clert! · ~d thtt ~~Ution as .at on:J7; 30. percent of capacity. Purthee~ •, ·~ 
Downey, N.Y. Madigan Whitehm:".:.: f Uo ~ ~ , . • - more .from an. estimated 85 mmtou per,:: -' 
DoWDing va. ·MacWre-· wlSI:1na ·.;..- • o ws . .. -. . · ' . . "-- .,._ 
0r1nan ' Martin ,wu.oo.:&ob · · -~ . • a. :aa.. ·.~~..- ~-~out. the world who hav& the,·.~--
ouncan. Tenn.~ Mazzoll wuaoo.; ·:.-. _ .· : .. Buo~ ~ upon the adopttOil -of this · means to travel to ~-United States, .we:; ~- · 
duPont :Wetcalte . Cbaz1•·1L,;· • _ ...... - . 1 ... ........... be , _ __. __ to mo- th .. have, over a period of, years managed to~ . 
Ear17 ·••· • · • ·Michel eant~""··· · ._...._. "-..-.. ....... .._. •• •• · ' • · Edwucb.Ali.:'; :Mlltva w0~-.,., .,:~ ~;~\ _the BoUM r.o~n .ttaelf into' the·Cclmmlttee incl:uce onb'.a rela~v~-~ num~~·.:: 
Emer:r _ . . · . Mlltord Wydler- ,.4 • ~:- of the -Whole Roose on .tbe- state ot.-the visitthiscountry . . ~::..~.;.- --. · . "-.~~·\ illi<{:-; 
Erlenbom :. .::::.·M1ller. Ohio Wylle.~.f':.":...::.~ Unto~ for the consideration -of the bill (JUL. "The U.S. Travel 'SeiriCi, which~u-.esJ~-
~~an :=u.N.Y. i!:~:.' -:::;:: ;_ 53157) _to authorize approprtattona. to the tabllshed .ln· the ,Department. of _Com~~< 
Pascell Moo head Y~·ft· Alulta r Sec:retcy ol Commerce tor the promotion ot merce - . Con-·· in. -1961 and M"ven 

r - ' · ~-· tourla:t traftl. ' After geuen.l ·dllbate, which u;, ~~ ·• a• •· 
Penwtclt • Calif. . Younc.Pla. ..... _,be co----ed tot"'- bW --ft4 ._..__, broaderresponsibilltiesm. 1970 reporta . 
Plndley MOIIher ZeferetU · """... ....,... ""' - ........ eon- th t th U.S .... -- ' · 
F1sll J4oitl ttnue· not to exceed one·11ouro- to be equally a e · ne~ .balance-of-payment-·.-- • 

NOT VOTING-8 divtded and ·CCliJtrolled by the- ch&1:rman anci deficit - from international- tourism · in-' 
· ranlt1ng minOrity .member ot. the-Committee ' 19'14 ·was · slightly under $3 billion..: an: 

~~Ind. . ~ch. ==~ on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, . the improvement over .. the' $3.1 billion deficit 
bUl mall be reset --tor amendment under the _ recorded in 19'13 . . This- momentum to-; 

So, two-thirds not having voted'-'lzi fa- 11n-minute rule. At the concluat.on of the ward a more fayorable _net balance ·of
vor thereof, the veto of the President was · COlUilderatioD or · the bill for ~endment, payments can, and should, be mai.D.-:: 
sustained and ·the bill was rejected. the Committee shall rtae aDd repon the btw ta· ed .,.___, .... __ sho ....... it. _, __ ' · - · • to the House with such amendments as may m · .o:.A_...., .. ence. ......,. wn -_ .,. is-- _ 

The. Clerk all}l~unced ~e f~owin8 b&n been adopted, and the prenoua quea- an underbaldng that can be succe&sful-
pairs: tton shall be conaklered aa Ol'dered on the only through Ule continued partnership -

Mr. Ev&ns of indiana with~- AdaDia. bW and amenctmenta thereto to Anal -paaa- of the Federal Government and private 
Mr. Pard of Michigan with :Mr. Hlnabaw. age without .lnterfenlng motion ~pt o:q.e industry in promoting the United States--
Mr. RostellltO'Ifllki with Mr: Mollob&n. motton ~recommit. · " ' . as aninternatlonal travel destination.- . . . ... . ~..:.t :,. ~ _,.,.: .,.. . :--.-u,~!~ 

-
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'rise price or cor:l ·wowd·mc:zUae appro:ii•_ iiPWa.rd target and loa.n ra.tes · so·· t.b.a.t sult of the economic recession we are now 
&tely ~ percent Wit.h a :.tf.s. a.creage .re- they would be·Witbin the range of the experteo.ciog. This price w1ll also recover 
1ction o! 9SO &net e.xport.5 a.na domestic use cost of producing the commodities cov- .a.nd payments may not be necessary. Al
ere to N"'j~Ai:l unc:ha.llgee1. s.n Iowa. · StAte ered b:Y the bill according to da.ta sup-. rea.dy, there 1s a tendency to this e1Iect. 
tlhe;Rty computer-~Y &howecL.,,:;:; .::.~'= plied by land-grant universities around · The bill·would have mjnjmaJ efrects on 
-~·he poi.llt bei:lg-tba.t WithOut iller~ the country. ··'='·· . - • "' • · consumer prices. According to USDA es
rice supports ·ms.n:y._fa.rmers·would re· - Target· prices under R.R.: 4296 are for tima.tes,-:· toe consumer price of milk 
o.tce their pl.allting:.-:·· __ · .:.- · cotton. 45 cent3 a pound, whea.t, ·$3.10 a would increase only about 1 cent a gal-
Moreover, t..'le Christian Science Moo!- bushel, and oorn, $::!.25 a. bushel Target lon, a.od -cheese, 1 cent a. PQUild. The 

lr-sta.ted. in a.n. .editorial . on APrll-17, . prices are used as a ba.sis .for-maltiog Priceofwhea.tina.-loafof·breadisbuta 
ns; t.h.a.t;:- - . ·-:f.,>·· ·. .. •• - - ~,,,,;., · -deficiency ·and disaster payments to fraction of the cost of the loaf-less than 
u · PreSident Ford. wanta·11L.-.nen· to p~ producers.-.·!>-: · ·· - · · · ~ · ····' .': . 5 cents per pound loaf; More.il.oportant
J.ce up to -t.hetr m.axtmum as he urges,' to · Loan rates under H.R. · 4296 ·are: : for ly, if this . bill were enacted. farmers 
elp mode."''Lte :food prices a.~ home a'!ld. help ootton, 38 cents- a. pound,. wheat; $2.50 a would .react in. a positive fa.shiott and. 
'eel t!1& hungry abroa.d,. he should. ElgD. tb.a_ bushel, and com, $1.87 a. bushel The bill , provide coosumers abti.od.a.nt. supplies at 
;=-price b!ll. Pa.ssage would. redu.e ~risk also provides .a. ma.nd&tory loan program ·fair a.od reasooa.ble prices:·' . -
· the kind o! prtce .whipl&ah tlla.t .ha& ~~- ~for soybeans. with -support e.t $3.94· a I stroogly.:urge my colleagues to join 
.rmers s.nd. consumers l.n recent years. . • ·th · ·-o;-- ....... _ Pr ·d t ' _ . . . -·~ · -.. .· . . . - ~ . busheJ.-hist year USDA a.ba.ndoned the Wl me .~ overn""'-'-'6 · o.uc.. es1 en s 
· Fin.a.llY,< Mr; :Speaker.;;·the:iJ:l.a.billtY to ' loan program:!or -tbis ilnpor'ta.ot ' com- veto.< 1·' ,;. .... <;:_::.'!>' ,:.; : ; •• "'"' :~ 
~ the· U:nporta.nce .. o.f. t.b.i3.legis- · m<Xfrty.- .,_: ••. ;;:,.._;; •• · · · - .. ~ ·-·~,...~~;;..,_-· · ~·Mr •. Speaker;.I move the, previous ques~ 
~tiao.· a.od. the necessity · of its- ·passa.ge --· Support far :nilk is esta.blished<-s.t so tioo. ::-:::...;.:~:;;::-:_.: .. ,_- .: .. ,;·.2:>;'="· . 
an. result only in~ fur..llerlng the. nus- -percent of· parity with quarlerJY-adjust- · -: :..The previous question-was: ordered. · 
~ons of both.t.he.!armer.and.the_con- ment& to reflect .cba.nges in. production The SPEAKER. The qtiestion.is, Will 
J.IIler and. the imposition.. of additiona.l costs. The SO-percent level is . tbe level a.t ..the. Houae, ·em reconsideration,. ~ the 
nancial burden£ on .eaca. group . . · .•• .,.; whicll m!lk·was supported last· yea.r· bu1; bill. the objections of the PresidenUo the 
Mr. ·FOLEY •. Mr.:.SJ)eaker, I · yield my~ tb.e requirement . for quarterly- a.dj1J3t.. · contra.ry.DOtwitbstao~? "'"'- · .. _. 

ill ·the remaining time; ~-:.:_. ::· · '":· :--;: · ··.· " ments provides farmers important· pro- . . ~:.-Under-the Constitution, .tbia vote must 
<Ml;'. ·FOLEY asked-and -was given per.; -· tection from the erosion· tha.t . ca.n. occur ·.be determined by the yeas a.nd o.a.ys. 

l.ission · to •. revise ,;:::&04 ":·extend: . his -m the suPPOrt left! from infla,tioD&ry in- .· ~ The vote was ta.ken by· eleetrocic a e.:. 
emarks.> ·: · . · . "·-·=-·~ ·. --: · . ..:.-.: ·. ·: · - "~ ·creases in production costs. · ,- ... , •. -~·.-··. -;.,_,_ -'~. a.od:thefe w~ea.s-245, o.a.ys 182, 
<Mr. FOI..E't. Mr~ ~.:.is a:bllh : The pu.rpoSe. of. the ta.rg~ _prk~land .ootvoting-i_asfollows: .. ;;; .. ·:::.;,:- .:.. '_;~ 
hs.t:has been writtml::m· ·~ House".-o! ·. loa.nlevelsistolendstablllty-'totheri:!.a.r.~ -.:..t-;:;..::.;.;~"-:L ta.ou No:·2otf ~:-:·. -
Lepresenta.tlves. It:was wntten ·by"a. bl- kets for fa.rm products. I! our 'fa.rmfts· -~-=.;.:.;·..,..~· ;·::~ ·" · YEAS-~ '"?'.3:! · . 
tar:..isa.n maJority..,of -the Committee_ ~ B:re going to PI'Oduee the food. and :::l.ber _..,.A~:~~:;~_~Ed.gar ... : .. --~~~~ · .• _ 
..g:nculture. _It :WU · ~~rted . by· a. ·bi- - need«! a.t home and ~ if we · a-e . Alexa=er· ' -::-: : Ectwatda. Oa.Ut.':-x.a.ita :·- ·•- · " 
oa.rtisa.tr-ma.Jonty -in ~ H~ and in .· going to rebuild our reserves to a.void the . A.nc1:11WW,~~- -- ltilbere · · - .~- ·Len•tt 
heotherbodyrt,~dsusb·~~ ... m~~- short supply situ&tion that hu plagued ~~:::?-::-:~~O:;..;r~~~ · 
er~~ repo 41Y a 1-~ m&J0 .. 40q. t!:le coum:ry in the recen.'t past, then our AnnWlZio ~. - ·· Evtna.T~: :_.~ LlCJY¢, Tenn. 
:'his lS not a. pa.rtlsa.n. bill. It 1S the worlc !armers · need ·the prtee a.ssu:ances . and Aabley ~ ~...,. Fisher · · ;,.- Lone, LL 

~'~Coe best jucismeod i!t .. oLr ~ .... Mbeemex~-~-' - 41come P~ ProVided_ by this ta.n:o. · ·~'fuP~~~5ii~-, -~~:r-~i.5tcr-
......,_, ogress, an · ...._.., .,.......,... bill, The bill 1S more tba.n Just a stabili- ~ BacUllo. · ·- "'-': ··'l"Iorto · . , _ _..· McCormack 
ci -sa.ying so, the best informed and most · za.tion of·. farm income tt plaaes tbe Na.- ·. Ba.l<iua=·:z.r~~'? l"lowers ..:_-::._::,.Mc:Da4e 
;OOcemed Members wbo. know agrtcul- . tiott's food. and fiber 'supp1 .. in-a more .Banwt1;,--~·''·:PI:rnt.·.~:.H- "McEwen 

-.. both ·d of -th ·aisle ha.ve· OJ · Baucua ~. ,..... ' Poley ..,_, ,. . Mel'all ure . .._. um _:s1 es · . e. , .. ., . · secure and stable POSition. Without it, BeaM, ai~':~7onl. Tenn.·--~· McHugh 
.up ported this bill _enth1JS1,a.St;lca.lly. = · ~ there is a: clear and present da.nger farm- -- :s-rd. Tenn.""-"· Pountain ·'"":'. McKay 
~ It~:will .not ·ra.ise. the ;prices·c·to -con- e:-s would·etit back production for fea.r Of ·, . ..Bedell ..:~._: .'.'Frailer : -,_, .:_:_blabon 
:umers. It · will provide· protection ·for · glutting the market a.nd ca.using a-pre:,. ~-~~~::::~~~··: :.~~-:.:..,~· .. 
ull·production and it·w:UJ.. m ·.:o:ry -judg-· - c:nntous drop .in· .fa.rm .Priees . . The ,..bUl Btmer::-~?:':f;..·G&Ytlos : :· ·::"' ,-¥&~· 
nent ·be a. steJ) forward to assuring 'this-· gives :-farmers;..the : kind . of·. assurance Bingha,m~'-"::- Giaimo -"::'~·•Meeda·-. · .-
:ountnr a.nd sJl the world tha.t·depen.ds ··neecied to 'push for the J:a:rgeSt poss1ble BI~<.;-::','~·Gtbao:a.s '-::~ ?:~~: - · 
1pon our_.productive ca.p~ tba.t.th~ · ~ProdlliCt!.on,::;:·;~:;:~(\;~··: -;,:~:...,-.." ;.."£,·::_;..~~ :: . . ' :~~~~>:&,~.z:.Jf;~(M~ '-~
rill .not be sho~es ot -vi~ Iood or fiber ·-::::The President ;clainiS tna.t .lt.R; ~ ~ · Banker:~-:,""":; :-ol'UMe,- ~::::;.;, wuer, cal~. · 
:ve . need_· to . pro~~e the life support ·for :~could a.dd an ·estima.ted $1.8 billion-to the ·· =:nw.· :':-r·==. fl!:"~~ ~ •;: 
)ur millions of cltizens-a.nd for the hun-· Federal deficit. ·This is predicated on the Brsux •• ,.:.:: HaJJ . . -:~ · 
:ireds or m..Ulio~ around tbe world ~who 3 a.ssumptiat~: tha.t commodities put under .· ~;;' Hamtl1:on,.-:= {.~·-!ltmcbe1l. :WcL. 
' """"nd U""'n ... - · ··-~~- ,.. - .. ~ 1 t. d 1 to · ,...~ J3l"iD.kle:v., ~- Hanle:v ..... :woal£ley -- -:1e~ ,.._ --'-:' ,-··:--"-~"":·'· -·>-< ·-.:·. _ . ._...:.. - oa.o represen .a. ea.d oss the ..... ll'ern· . ·Brodll-.d--'-"~ ~-Hamultorcl ·" . ..., -vofrett • 
:J: urge·my colleagues ·m:·the ·HouMfto_· nrent. This fs-h&rdly the case. ·aovern- . Brooks ~~·~:::-. 'Barld.D. .. ::-:::=-Mon-=lll'S". 
Jo!n ,me in voting to override the Presi-· ment loan stocks represent another form . ~c~ ~ ·ii!~ci.: ~~ :=Mel; .p;_: 
:lent s veto of H.R. 4296,. the Emergency - of bank ·a.ccount. If ·the biD achieves .its __ Burke c.ltt..:r.- Hays Ohio•.·;-, MCZ'PA · 
!l.gricU]tural Act of 197s:-The President's objective of keep~ prices a.t·stabl~ lev-- Bttrll:e: :r.u.-.. ~ Hetnft .. . '~:: .• "Mo8ii · . 
veto message tells· us-why we need the els,' there may be little if a.nY conunod1- Burleeon. Ter'Hendenmt·.~. = ·K~hy,m. 
a.dditiona.l saf'"'""ardS ___...;.ded- by H..R.. ties taken in under .,...__ · loan .,._,..._.,.. Bttrliloi:.'YO.i"·~~Rtcu ' · '· ... ~.:·.; y-arma, 

~ .. ~ iJ'-VU 0oUe .... ....,.._ Bv:-.co..JoJ:!:l-··Hig}l.~· r~IncL. • 

1!296. As he stated; fa..-m production costs .. Partners· who m.&Y need .immediate .ca.sb :su..-am. Ph1WP R!lll.s . .' · • .· Na.tc:be:- · 
have been. pushed· upward. Dema.n.d for may . pledge their crops to the Govern._.;. · ~- .:-~ .:_ ... 'Bolland. -·: . < • Neat -

~ertai.n farm pr-oducts has simulta.neo~ ment ~t. during _the season Would -~ ~~~;::~.~~::m · ~:_:-:: -:=:,ls. 
sla.ckened because···of-.. the-· recesslOll;. -deem tne commoditY a.nd·repa.y the loan Ca.MT· . ;;. •. ·. 'B.ubbe.Zd. • •:.!• Nu: 
Prices. pa.id· by fs..'"ID.ers ·a.re currently::ll with interest. U prices should fall, then Cha.ppe!l-'.:::.. - Hughes ',..:; .Nolan 
percent above year-a.gO levels. In con- the Govermnent would e.cquire ti.tJe to Cllilmolm - Hungate :_·•··;-~~ 
trast, the index of prices received bY these inventories but with proper.man- :~-~- : ~J:=. . ...,., Obey 
farmers is now far below levels of a year agement could dispose of. these- · stocks CO:m&D. '::;t~-~Je::rette --- O'Neill . 
a.go. The Secreta.ry of .Agriculture a.nd as it has in. the recent past a.t a. profit Ccml.ell ···"i' -Jol:ulaOn, Call!. Otrulger 

t 1 . t"-' ___..... +'--t th 'th littJ i! a.n ost to th ,..~ D'Al:DOUIW'~ :;·- Jon•, Ala. PIUIQXl&Il he ana gra.n ......... vcH"'"'es agree w..= e or Wl e Y c e ·vvvern-. DaniiUOD..: -~.lonea, N.C. . Patma.::!. 
cu:Tent prodUction costs for whe&tr feed · meat. Tbe onlY net costs to the Govern- DaVis · ·- .:· .Tonea. oll:la. ~. Ca!1!. 
gy-oi:n.s and cotton a.re higher- than the ment of the program would be from th·e de Ia auza ~;-' .Jones. Te.li.Il. • Patt!aon, N .Y. 

current ta..-.,ret prices. These target prices deficiency a.nd disaster payments . . Net -~~ ·- _ ~~ ~: 
a.nd loe.n levels were established m 1973 outlays under the bill could amount . to · nerneJt -. Kaaten Poage 
befo:-e tru:ta.tion saddled our farmers with a.pproxima.telY $230 million 1f there were Di8'IS -~,_;,;.-- 2.Kut.enmater Pressler 
these ma.rl.:ed. increases in costs. _ , to be no recovery in prices received· bY · -~---~~= · :.·~en · ·· · · ~er 

Let :me sum.m.a.r1ze briet!:;o .the prov1• farmers, Particularly cotton fa.rmen. n-..mcan.:~ ~ Qule 
l>io::5 of E:.P ... 4295. The bill would revil!le The low price of cotton today !s_the re- Eell:llll'd~ · • --Xnl~ Randall 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 14, 1975 

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 4cK MARSH 

FROM: 

.MAX FRIEDERSDO_ay 

JERRY H.~ 

The attached was returned in the President• s outbox with the 
following notation: 

-- Returned. 



TALKING POINTS DIRECTED TO COiiGRESSt•1A.N \IILLIAN \•l.U.MPLER 

~eadership Role: Congressman Wampler has been ranking Republican 
on the House Cormrittee on Agriculture since the unfortunate death 
of Congressman Teague (Calif.) in January 1974. As ranking 
minority member, Congressman Wampler has a leadership role which 
sets him apart from the rank and file member. The Administration 
2nd the Republican Congressional leadership have an obligation to 
the Nation to pursue sound economic policies. While the aim of 
H. R. 4295 may be laudable, its results would be costly, not only 
to consumers and taxpayers, but to JiJr;eri can farmer's in the 1 ong run. 

House and Senate conferees on Friday did not see fit to include 
any monies in the budget resolution for a ne\"1 farm bill. The 
additional $1.8 billion in outlays in FY 1976 is totally unaccept
able and most certainly not in the best national interest. 

Dairy provisions: Co:1gressman Hampler's district produces very 
-little feed grain, cotton Ol' \'/heat, the corrJ1lOdities principally 
affected by H. R. 4296. Virginia's 9th district is primari1y a 
tobacco and dairy region. The increase provided for dairy price 
supports is extremely modest and could be more than offset by in
increases in feed costs. 

The S;:cretary of Agriculture has th2 authority to review and raise 
dairy price supports more fl~equently than the annual adjustment 
mandated by law. Secretar·y Butz has informed Congressman ~!ampler 
of his ·intention to conduct a semi-annual revie:·'/ of the dail"Y price 
support situation and make' adjustments, if necessary, to insure an 
adequate supply of milk as defined by law. 

'. 
/ ·-
r ··~:. 

;·, ~ ... , 
\ \~-~"' J:.:·'/ 

·:~~\>, '·~·./ 
""-. .... ~#,;/' 



TALKING POINTS DIRECTED TO CQrlGRESSI;\J.\N JOH:·i tWtRS, INDIP..f!A; 

The debate on the so-called 11 Emergency Farm Bill!! has beco:11e 
increasingly more political a~d less substantive. The support 
prices embodied in the bi11 were the result of agreements 
reached in a caucus of House Agr-iculture Cor:-.'Tiittee Democrats. 
Republican Corrmittee Hembers ~,Jere not advised of the 1eve1s 
until after the agreement had been struck. Ru1e by caucus is 
no \'iay for farm policy or any other policy to be formulated. 

The economics of the bill are bad, both for the consumer and 
taxpayer v;ho must pay the bill; and the farmer \'Jho must operate 
for years under the misguided policies formulated. 

The interest of farmers and the Nation, at large, can best be 
advanced by holding the line on additional budget expenditures. 
Farmers need continued open access to foreign markets, not 
increased Federal aid. If unforeseen price deterioration requires 
action on the Presid2nt's part, the Secretary of Agriculture 1t1ill 
be directed to adjust price support loan rates on feedgrains, wheat 
and soybeans. 

.: ..... i _,,, / 
.t:/l 

• ·~ '<.-~ .... "",_.~.,., 



THE WHITE ~Ej_ 3 1976 
WASHINGTON 

DATE: rfl .. j 3., 16 
TO:~~=e 
FROM.~riedersdorf 
Please handle ________________ __ 

Please see me ----------------
For your information ~, 



H.R. 4296--EMERGENCY AGRICULTURAL ACT 
(Vetoed May 1, Sustained May 13) 

v!HY SUSTAIN? 

COST AND I~1PACT 

Would add $1.8 billion to FY 76 federal deficit, cr~ate new 
inflationary pressures, and have the long term effectt of 
constraining production. 

Trend toward free competition in farm markets wocild be reversed. 
/ 

I 
High cotton loan rate would induce farmers tojgrow more cotton 
(already in surplus) and less of the more-ne~ded soybeans. 

/ 

. High prices vmuld allow foreign 1mpetiti·c· p./ to undercut U.S. 
prices and force U.S. into a posi ion as ~ residual supplier. 

f 

ADMINISTRATION FARM RELIEF ACTION \ I 
Removed all restrictions on wheat t}re ge allotments. (Wheat 
production has now increased 30% f om ast year, 100% in the 
last 5 years.) 

Raised 1975 cotton support loan rate by 9¢ a pound in November, 
an increase required with a rise in world prices. 

Increased milk price support level to 80% of parity last Decewber. 
(Bill would have required quarterly adjustment, allowing parity 
increases every 90 days as opposed to regular annual adjustments.) 

Concluding negotiations with European Economic Community to 
remove export subsidies on incoming industrial cheese (to pre
vent l:dumpi ng" of 1 ow-priced cheese on U.S. markets) • 

President will raise loan rates for wheat, corn, and soybeans 
if farm prices deteriorate further. (NOTE: Grain market 
prices are expected to remain well above loan rates and target 
prices. f•lajor indicator is index of prices received by farmers, 
showing a rise of 4 points in June, reversing a 5 month decline.) 
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The ptice ot com would tncre&~~e appron-: upward target and loan mteS 110 tha.t suit of the economic recession we are now 
mately 46 percent 'With a u.s. II.Cl't!8@e re- they wo'Jld be within the range of the experiencing. Tbia price will also recover 
ductlon of 9% and exports twd domestic u&e cost of produc1ng the commodities eov- and payments may not be necessary. Al
were to rema.m unehanged., an Iowa Sta.te ered by the bill oocording to da.ta sup- ready, there is a tendency to this etrect. 
University computer study showed. _ plied by la.nd-gra.nt universities around The bill would have minimal effects on 

The point. being that without increased the country. consumer priees. -.A.ceo:rd:ing to USDA es-
price supports ma.ny farmers would re- Te.rget prices under lt.R. 4296 a.re for t!m&tes, the ~er price of milk 
duce their planting. ootton, 45 cents a. pound, whea.t, $3.10 a. would increase ODly about I cent a gal-

Moreover, the Christian Science Monl- bushel, and corn, $2.25 a bushel Te.rget lon, and cheese, 1 cent a pound. _The 
· tor stated in an editorial on April 17, prices are used as a bas:ls for making Price of wheat in a loaf of bread is but a 
. 1975, that- deficiency and disaster payments to fraction of the cost of the loaf-less than 

u Preeident ll'ord wants tarm.MS to pro- producer.s. 5 cents per pound loaf. More important-
duee up to theil' max.im.um as he urges, to Loa.n. rates under H.R. 4296 are for ly. 1f this bill were enacted, fanners 
help moderate food ptiees at home and help cotton. 38 cents a pound, wheat, $2.50 a would react .in a positive fashion and 
teed the h'I:IDgrY abroad, he should sign the bushel, and com, $1.8'l a bushel. The bill provide consumers abundant supplies at 
farm·Pt10e b1ll. Pa.ss&ge would reduce the r1sk also provides a mll.ndatory loan program fair and reasonable prices. 
ot the kind or prtee w.b.Jplasll that has hurt for eoybeans "With support at $3.94 a I strongly urge my colleagues to join 
tarmers and consumers t:n recent }ears. bushel-last year USDA &bandoned. the with me in overriding the President's 
<Fin.a.lly, Mr. Spea.ker. the inabflity to loan progroam for trus important com- veto. 

, reeogn1ze the importance of this legis- modity. Mr. Speaker, I move the previol}.S ques-
la.t1on and the necessity of its passage SUpport for milk is established at 80 tion. · 

-can result only. In furthering the fntS- percent of parity With quarterly adjust- The previous .question was ordered. 
tra.tions of both the farmer and the con- ments to reflect changes in production The SPEAKER. The question is, Will 
sumer .and till! imposition cf- additional costs. The so-percent leve11s the level a.t the House, on reconsidera.tion,. pess the 

·:fl.n.a.n.cial burdens ·on each group. - which milk -was supported last -year but bill, the objections of the President to the 
. :. ,-::-,. Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker. I yield my- the requirement for quarterly .adjust- ·contrary notwithstanding? 

.self the remafntng time. • · meDts provides farmers important pro- Under the Constitution, this vote must 
' <Mr. FOLEY asked a.nd~was given per- tection from. the erosion tha.t can ()oour be determined by the yeas and nays. 

·inisslon t.o .revise · and extend .his in the1!l'IIPport level from infl.&ti-onary in- . The vote was taken by electronic de-
rema.rks.) · '.:..: .-" .,. : . - . . . creases in production oost5. vice, and there were-yeas 245, nays 182, 

Mr. POLEY.-:Mr. Speaker, tb1s iss. bill -The purpose of the ta.rgt¢ prices and not voting 6, es follows: 
·that· bas been written In -the House of loan levels is to lend stability to the mar- · (Roll No. 2011 
Representatiws. .It was written by a b1- kebs tor ·farm prod11'C1B. li our :tarmeni · Y.EAS-245 

.• pa.rt1san majority of the Committee o;t- a.re going to produce 'the food &nd fiber Abdnor .Edgar LaFe.Ice 
· . .Agriculture. It ·was supported by a b1- needed •t home and e.broad :tr we are Alexander c.: Edwards, Oallt. Lr.tta. 
· partisan majority .in tbis House and in· going to l'ebulld our reserves ~&void the And.rews, N.C. Eilberg Leggett 

::~:~=·:;'!~int!!Jo~~: =~~:;; ~~ti;:e:a~~ ~~~ ~=:- . • ·=~- ~~enn. 
This is not a partisan bill. It is the wo:rk :fa.:rlners need the prloe assu:ra.nces and · Ashley Fillher · Long, La.. 

• of the best judgment of the Members of .income Pl"''teetion provided. by this farm ~~in -:~an i,f.;6omster 
·this Congress. and 1f I ma.y ·be excused b1ll. The bill is more than Just a stamli- Ba.d.lllo Florio Mcoorm!OClt 
in .saying 1!0, the best informed s.rui most za.tion of fann income, 1t places the Na- Be.Idus .Plowers McDade 
concerned Members who know agricul- tion's food -and fiber supply in a more Barrett. . - l".!Yllt McEwen 

· ture from both sldes of the aJsle h&ve ...,.,.,., .... and stable . ..........,ti ......... WithOU't· it ~~.:.,us .... .t. ~YT !'!~allh 
_._ .. O"t.l- hill thus1n--HAA11- .,.,.,....... ),'V'O>.l ·""'4o t .....,.... ... , .... . ...-u ...... , enn. ....c ... ug 

· su.ppo .. -.. ....... · en .... .............,.... there is a clear and pr.esent danger farm- Beard., Tenn:· Pounte.in McKay 

.:._'. It w:lll not nWie .the. prices to con- ers would eut back production for tear of =and:;-~'. ~ =~ :~~n 
'-sumers.- -It will · provide· protection .tar glutting the. m&rket and causing 8 -pre- Bevill . , ; ,_. cl"Uqua Mathis 
full· production and !t will, in my Judtr- cip:l:was -drop in tann prices. : !I'he . bm _Btester · ,,. · Gfl!'tlos Matsunaga 

<:ment, be a step forward to '&SSU11ng tb1s gives fe.r.m.ers the kind of ·'8l!Stm.mce Bingba.m .:•-".OI&Uno Meeds 
. ·country a:nd all the world that depends needed t.o .PUSh for 'tibe largest })(is8ible :,:- ' · ;.. ·· ~~ns ~~: 
. upon. our productive capa.city th&t there productl.on. . · .... · , · · _ · . Bolling . Gonzalez Mezvl.nsk:v 
_ • will. not be shortages of vital food-or .fiber The President claims that lt.R. 4296 Banker -"o:raesxey Mlll.er. Oal.l.f. 
- tu rt ,; Bowen .,Green MillS : we need t.o provide the .u..e SUPPG · ,ar coUld add an estimated $1.8 billion to the Brsdemas . ·Bagedom Mineta. 

our mfilions of citizens and for the hun- Federal deficit. This is predicated on the Breaux Ball Mink 
: dreds of millions around the world who assumption that commodities put under Bl'eCidnridge ·'Baml.lton Mttcbell, Wd. 
depend 'uPOn us.. loa.n represent a dead loss to the Govern· :=~ .. =.e!tord :~=Y 
.. I urge my coBeagues 2il the Rouse to ment. This is ha.rdly the case. Govern- Brook.a · ... ::a:arkin Montgome%7.. 
join me in voting to override the Prest- ment loan stocks represent another form Brown, Oal.1f.: ' Bawkl.ns Moore 
dent's veto of lLR. 4296, the Em.ergency -of bank account. li the bill achieves its ::t~aJ.lt. =~~~ -~~ea4, Ps.. 
AgrlculturaJ.Aet of 1975. The President's objective of keeping prices at stable lev- Burlte,Kass. .Betner Moss .. 
veto message tens 1lS why we need the els, there may be little 1f any commodi- Burleson, T~- Be.nderaon Murphy, m. 
additional saf.....,..•n-"~ provided ,_ .R.R. tieS taken in under the 1"".,.. . .,.,..,..,.,.ant. BurliSon, Mo. .. ;;mcks Murtha 

~ ...... ...., "'J ..._. ,., • .....,. Burton, Johl;l .. ·llightower Myers, Ind. 
4296. ·As he st&ted, fa.rm production costs F'a.r.n:l.i!rs who may need immediate cash Burton, PlillliP Slll1s Natcber 
have been pm;bed upwa:rd. Demand for may pledge their crops to the Govern- Carner··:· ''Bolland. Nea.l 
certain farm PrOducts has simUltaneouslY ment but during the season would re- ~ · ·• ,, =:~ ~r:~ls 
slaek:ened beca:ase of the recession. deem the commodity and repay the loan casey .Hubbard Nix 
Prices pa.td by fs.nners are currently 11 With interest. If prices should fall, then Chappell Bugbes Nola.n 
percent above )'eal'-ago levels. In eon- 'the Government would acquire title to . ~bolm ~~crate ~g:';!tar 
trast, the index of prices received by these inventories but with proper man- Cochl'an . ..Jeffords obey 
fanners is now far below levels of a year agement eould dispose of these stocks oarman Jenrett;e O'Netll 
ago. The Secreta.ry of Agriculture and as 1t has in the recent pest at a profit cornell Johnson, C8ll.f. Ottinger 

D'Amours .Jones, Ala. Pe.!!sman 
th:e land grant universities agree tha.t the or with little 1f any cost t.o the Govern- Danielson Jones, N.C. Patman 
current production costs for wheat, feed ment. The only net costs to 'the Govern- Dr.vts Jones, Okla.. Patterson, Ot.ltt 
gra.ins and cotton a.re higher t.han the ment of the program would be from the delaG&rz& .Jones, Tenn. Pattison, N.Y. 
current target prices. These target prices deftciency and disaster payments. Net g:F• . =~ ~~~ 
and loan levels. were established in 1973 outlayS· under the bill coUld amount to Derri.Cit Kasten ·Poage 

·before 1nfl&t1on saddled our fanners with app:roxim.a:tely $230 m..illion U there were Dtrss 1tastenmeter Pressler 
these marked Increases in costs. to be no recovery. in prices received by ~ =::c. = 

Let me Mml.ln&l1ze briefly the provi- fs.nners, pa:rticularly cotton farmers. Duncan. ares. Krebs Qme 
&tons of !LR. 4296. The b1U would revise The low Price of cotton today is fhe re- Botbard.i B:rueger ltan(fall 

--------------••••"a~.;; ........ u.-.... t•a ....... lll&lllllllf 
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Ra.ilgel 
ReU88 
Richmond 
Riegle 
RisenhOOver 
ROberts 
P.oncalio 
Rose 
Roush 
RtlllilelJI 
Ryan 
ScbrOeo.er 
SebeUus 
Seiberlillg 
Sharp 
Shipley 
ShrlVel:' 
Sikes 
Simon 
Sisk 
Slrui>itz 
Slack 

Smitl:I,Ioww. 
Smltl:I,Net)L 
Snyder 
Solarz 
Spexu:e· 
Staggers 
stanton. 

James v. 
Sta:-k 
Steeo. 
Steigel:', WI& 
Stephens 
StOke$ 
Stuckey 
Sulllnn 
Symington 
Taylor, Mo. 
Taylor. N.C. 
Teague' 
Thompeon 
Thone 
Tbornton 

NAY$-182 

'!'ra.xler 
Tnen 
Tsotll!M 
Udall 
Ullman 
VanderV
Vigortto 
wa.ggonner 
Wampler 
Waxman 
Weaver 
White 
Whitten 
Wilson, 

Charles, Tex. 
Wlnn 
Wirth 
Wright; 
Youug,Ga. 
Youug,Tex. 
Zabloclti 

.1\.bzug Forsythe Murphy, N.Y. 
AddaobO Fre!lZei Myers, Pa... 
Ambro Frey. O'Brten 
Anderson, Gilman O'Hara 

Cali!. Goldwater Patten 
Ancterson. Dl. Goodll.n8 Pepper 
Archer Gradlson Pettis 
Armstrong Gude '" Peyser 
Ashbrook Guyel:' PIJI:e . 
Ba.!alla Raley Prttche.J:'d 
Bauman Hammer- Quillen 
Bell schmidt Ra.Usback 
Bennett Hll.lUiell Rees 
Biagg!. Re.rrillgtoll Regula 
Blanchard HarriS RhOdes 
Boland Harsha. Rtnaldo 
Broomfield Hastillgs · RobinSOn 
Brown., Mtch. Rebert · Rodino 
Brown, Ohio Hechiel";.W. Va. Roe 
Buchanan Heckler, Mas& Rogers . · 
:aurgener Heinz ROOney 
Burke, Fla. Hellltoekic · ·Rosenthal 
Bueter Holt , ·RoUl!HlOt 
Byron Holtzxnan. ·· , Roybal · 
Cederberg Horton . · · Ruppe 
Clancy Rutchl:niiOn Russo · 
Clausen. Hyde .StGermain 

Don H. ·.Jacobe Santi:nl. · 
Clawson, Del Jarman - saraeln 
Cleveland Johm!On, Colo. Se.rbanes 
Cohen Johnson. Pa. Satterfield 
Collinll, ID. Kelly ., Scheuer 
Colline, Tex. Kemp Schneebeli 
Conable Ketchum SehulZ111 
Conlan Kl:ndnesa Shuster c 
Conte Koch . Spellman 
Conyers Lagomarsino· Stanton, 
cotter LandrUm· J. William 
Couglllin Lent Steelman 
Crane Levltu Steiger, Ariz, 
Danlel. Dan Lloyd, Cali!' Stratton 
Daniel, Robert Long, Md. Studda 

w .. Jr:. Lujan s:ymma 
Daniels, McClory Talcott . 

Dominick V. MeCloeltey Van Deeriil:r 
Delaney McDonald Vander Jagt 
Derwl:nsltl 'McKlnney·>·· Van!k 
Deville Macdonald Walsh. 
Dickinson Madden Whalen · 
Downey. N.Y; Madigan Whitehurst 
Downl.n8, Va. Ma.gulre .· Wlggi:ns 
Drtnan Mal"tin wuson. Bob 
Duncan, Tenn. Mazzoli.. Wilson, 
du Pont Metcalfe Oherlee H., 
Early Michel Calif. 
Edwards, Ala. Mikva Wolff , . 
EZnery ~IUtotd Wydler 
Erl.enbOm- Miller. Ohio Wylie 
Esch Minish . Yates 
Esllleman b.Utchell, N.Y. Yatron 
Fascell Moorhead, Young, Alaska 
Fenwtck Call!'. Young, Fla. · 
Findley Mosher Zeteretti 
Fish Mottl • 

NOT VOTING-6 
Adams Ford, Mfch. • Mollohan 
Evll.lUI, Incl. Hl:nsha. w Rostenkowsld 

So, two-thirds not haVing voted in fa
vor thereof, the veto of the PreSident was 
sustained, and the bill was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

Mr. Evl\Il8 of Indian& w:tth Mr. Ada.ma. 
Mr. Fonl of :Michigan w:tth Mr. R!.l:l.sb&w. 
1\.:tr. Rostenkowskl with Mr. MollohaD.. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will notify 
the Senate of the action of the House. 

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker. I ask unani
mous consent that all Members may have 
5 legislative days in which to revise and 
extend their remarks on the veto message 
just under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request o! the gentleman from Wash
ington? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION FOR COMMITI'EE ON 
ROLES TO FILE CERTAIN PRIV
ILEGED REPORTS 
Mr. MATSUNAGA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Rules may have until midnight to
night to file certain privileged reports. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Hawaii? 

There was no objection. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Ha.wa.il <:Mr. MATStJNAGA) is recognized 
for 1hour. 

<Mr. MATSUNAGA asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

1vlr. MATSUNAGA. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 30 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DEL CLAWSON), pending 
which I yield mlself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker. House Resolution 445 
provides :for consideration of H.R. 5357, 
which, as reported by our Committee on 
Interstate and For:eign Commerce, would 
authorize appropriations to the Secretary 
of Commerce to promote tourist travel 
within the United States, and also to pro
mote international travel by foreign resi
dents to the United States. The resolu
tion provides an open rule with 1 hour of 
general debate, with the time being 
equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority members 
of the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce. · 

After general debate, the bill would be 
read for amendment under the 5-minute 
rule. At the conclusion of the considera
tion of H.R. 5357 for amendment, ·the 
co.mmlttee will rise and report the bill to 

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON the House with such amendments as may 
STANDARDS . OF OFFICIAL .. CON- have been adopted, and the previous; 
DUCT TO Srr DORING· GENERAL· . question will be considered as ordered on· ,, 
DEBATE AND · DORING THE 5- the bill and amendments thereto to final. - _ 
MINUTE RULE TOMORROW . _passage without intervening motion ex-

Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent that the Committee on· 
Standards of Official Conduct may sit 
duril:ig general debate and during the 5· 
minute rule on tomorrow. 

The- SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the- request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

cept one motion to recommit;. . . · 
· Mr. Speaker, tourism is Tecognized as 

big business in the United States. In 46 
· States, tklurtsm ranks among the · top · 
three industries, and in three of these 
States, · including my own State of 
Ha.wa.il, it is the leading. industry. Tom
ism as an industry generates annual rev
enues in the total amount of $61 billion, 
and provides over 4 m..tru.on Job& to Amer
icans. In view of the current depressed 
state of our economy, it :IS pa.rticula.rly 

AUTHORIZING AP?ROPRIA.TIONS noteworthy that tourismincreases Fed.; 
FOR TOURIST TRAVEL PROMO- eral. State, or.local.ta.x receipts. · 
TION . . . . Despite tl:li.$ seem.ingly rasy picture, the .. 
Mr. MATsUNAGA. Mr. Speaker, by to~ industry· is ac~ally-operating ~ 

direction· of the Committee on Rules, I considerablY' below capacity Ievel.For ex
ea.ll up House Resolution 445 and ask for ample, it has. been reported that U.S. 
its immediate consideration. hotels and motels are presently operating 

The· Clerk read the- ·resolution~ as:t onlY 30 percen~ oi capacity. Further-_ 
. . more, ft'om an estunated 85 million per-

follows. sons throughout the world who have the· 
H. Rzs. 445 to to th means travel e United States. we · 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this have, over a. periOd. of years, mana"'ed to 
resolution it shall be in order to move that "' 
the House resolve itself into the Commlttee induce onlY a. relatively small number to 
of the Whole House on the State of the visit this country. 
Union for the consideration of the bill (:ELB. The U.S. Travel Service, which as es-. 
5357) to authorize approprtattone to the tablished in the Department o.f Com- . 
Secretary of Commerce for the promotion of merce by Congress in 1961' and given 
toUriSt travel. After general debate, which broader responsibilities in 1970, reports 
shall be con.dned to the bill and shall con- that the U.S. net balance-of-pa"""'"'ent 
tinue not to exceecl one hour, to he equally .r-
dlvlded and. controlteo. by the chairman and.. deficit from international tourism in 
rankillg minority member of the Committee 1974 was slightly under ·$3 billlon, an 
on Interstate and Foreign commerce, the improvement over the $3.1 billion deficit 
bill shall be read for amendment under the recorded 1n 1973. This~ momentum to
five-minute rule. At the conclusion of the ward a more favorable net balance of 
consldera.tion of the bill for amendment, payments can. and should, be main
the Committee shall rlll& and report the bt1ll "A1ned. E ri h -... th t it is 
to the House with 11\lch amendments. ae may ,... xpe ence as ..uown a 

. have been adOpted, and the prev,ioue ques- an undertaking that can be successful 
tion shall be consl.dered. ae .ordered on the only through the continued partnership 
bill and amendments thereto to ftnal pase- of the Federal Government and private 
age without Intervening motion except one industry in promoting the United states 
motion to recouunlt. as an international travel destination • 

. l 




