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NATIONAL FARWfRS UNION CONVENTION 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA -- MARCH 18 1 1968 

"TH... FA d L Y FAR , I THE S AC~ AGE" 

LET a ~ SAY AT TH OUTS-T THAT I A 1 

I ~~D VERY PLEAS~D TO HAV- EE I VITED TO 
PARTICIP T AT THIS I P RTA T C V JTIO • 

THR UGH ~y Y RS OF CO GR SSIO AL 
s:RVICE, I ~ VE LAYS ELD YOUR Fl E ORGA 1-

ZATIO I GREAT RES ECT, A 0 THOUGH E AY 
AVE DIFF~RED rROf. Tlv TO Tl -, I HAV: LAYS 

Fa..LT T.'~ FAR i,_RS U ION H S Sl C Ra..LY A '0 

FrECTIV~LY ~aRKED rOR TH ETTER~~ 1T OF 
FA I LY FAR I IG I OUR GR.:AT ATI ON . 

SO ~E SKEPTICS HAV~ ASKED I REC~ T 
YE RS , "JUST HAT GOOD IS THE FA ILY FAR. 
AN HO ! IS \T IT AS OLD FAS~IO E A~D AS OUT 
OF AT~ I THIS f 0 ~R AGE OF SCIE CE A 'D 

T~-CH OL Y AS THE ORSa.. A 0 UGGY?" 
ELL, YOU . 0 A 0 I KNO I THAT TH FA. ILY 
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jAR/t IS TH~ SOCIAL ZCONOr IC ACK O. E OF 
A. A R I CULTURAL r..ST L ISH E~'T THAT IS TH ... E1JVY 
OF THE .ORLD . I , ir.ED '0T C ITt. TO YOU ALL THE 
FIGURES ON THE CO TRI UTI THAT IDD~RN FA ILY 
FAR ~1s ARC: ~AK I NG TO THE '11 GH STANDARD OF 

LIVI G THAT AnERICA E. JCYS . UTA r: 
REjl D~RS IGHT E I ORDER . 

TH: Av ~~R I CAt· CO 'SU 1ER TODAY IS HARVEST
It~ TH~ REAR OF OUR ~V~R - 1 CREASI. GLY 
~FFICI: T AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTIO A 0 ~ARKET-

1 NG SYSTC:, • A REvt. T REPORT ISSUED Y THi:. 
D~PART 1iNT OF AGRICULTUR~ SHO" ~D THAT IF IT 

C:RE • ~or rOR TH'- SHARP GA I JS IN FAR ~ EFF I C IE CY 
OURI G THE PAST T 0 DECAD~S ~VERY A~ERICA OULD 
E PAYING .~ORE rOR IS FOOD AND ~ JOY I G IT LES~ 

. HIL: THE OUTPUT PER 1-HOUR IN 
A UF ACTUR I 'G 1AS I CRr..ASt:D 2. 7% PER YE R 

Sl1 CE 11 • TH_ OUTPUT I AGRICULTURE HAS 
I NC EAS:D Y r % PER YEAR . 

1 I 1 4 . , TH.:. NU .. ER or ~ N HO s us_o 

.. 

' 
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F R ALL F R ~ R TOTAL- 1 • 5 I LL I • I t 
1 ' THIS Fl URE H ROPPED TO 7 ILLIO 
HOURS . 

I PRO UCT I 0 I c ASE I :ARL y 40 
PER c~ T DURI G TH~ SA. PERIOD . 

OR, STATED OTH~R AY, I 1 O'E 
fAR. ORKE SUP LI~D A UT 1 OTH-RS I ITH FOOD 

rl RE . TODAY HE SUPPLI~S 2 OTHERS . 
OURI IG TH;: SA E Tla E, TH:.. U • OF 

CONSU .~RS HAS I CR~AS~D Y 40 PER CE 'T, HILE 
THE U -R OF .OR. ERS E .PLOYED I THE FO 
I 1DUSTRY I NCREAS2:0 BY A OUT 12 PIR Ca:. T. 

L-T US STOP RIGHT HERE A'D ASK" HO 
PROV I ED T II s I I RACULOUS ECO 0 d c R TH~ " 

T' ~ A S ~ J OF COURS J IS F dLY -SIZ~D 

AGRICULTUKAL U ITS . 
Y.::T, AS YOU O.J) THE FA . .ILY FAR ER 

I THIS COU TRY AS , OT S RED I TH~ CO 0 dC 
RE.. RDS T T S~10UL E HIS t THES:: TRt: OUS 
CO~TRIBUTIO S. FRA 1KLY) I 0 OF 0 GR-AT 

' 
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r-eo 0 d C OU t C I T I z;: S I OUR SOC I ETY 
(; I C TO A Y C:AR S LESS Y THA IT D I D 2 

Y ARS A • • • 0 G OUPJ T AT ISJ ·XCEPT 
1 • 1 41, REAL 1 zL.o :T r ~ 1 11 'CO E 

S 1 7. I LL I 0 • I 19"7 I T AS 1 • 5 

BILLIO • 
I I T I s p ST YEAR OF 1 7' AVE 

S~~r RE LIZ~D T FAR I CO~ FALL ~1 . ILLI 
LO TH- PR~VIOUS Y~AR . CA YOU I AGI E A Y 

OTH~R GROUP I OUR SOCIETY TA'I G A 1. n 

31LLIO PAY CUT . 
I Y HO 1~ STAT~ Or lvHIGA. 1 T~E DROP 

AS ~- HERE I 'd, ESOT , IT AS 114. NET 

I co, ,=- PER FAR , ALSO DROP ~ I SPITE OF A 
ECLI E OF PP OXI TELY 1 OJOOO I THE 

OF FAR. 1S . 

AT T E SA E Tl E, TH~ P ITY 
R Tl •••• THAT ~:AS Rl G R OF EL TIV~ 
PROSP~RITY I AGRivULTU _ ••• ORuPP£0 TO 7 • 
THIS IS THE LOWEST ANNUAL LEVEL FOR THE PARITY . 

I • 

' 



-5-

RATIO SINCE 1933 . 
I 1 7 J OUR GR I CULTURAL t.XPORTS .. H I CH 

AR_ SO I nPORT -T TO TH- LAC OF TRAD 
SITUATIO :RE 0 ' 7% EL TH.:. PR-VI US Yl::AR . 

THE DAIRY I ~PORT-~XPORT PICTUR~ ECA~E 

PART I CULA L Y D I STUR I G LAST YEAR . I ' 1 7 
T. ~ E ~~R~ 2. ILLIO POUNDS OF ILK 
~ UIVALE 'T IMPORTED, HIL- 0 LY 3 ILLION 
PO I, OS :REEXPORTED. THIS IS, OST DISTUR ltG 
I VI~ OF TH_ FACT THAT JUST FOUR y_ RS AGO 
(I 1 ) OUR D I RY I MPORTS -RE ONLY ..,a 
,ILLI POU OS OF ILK E UIVALE T A OUR 
EXPORTS a:.RE A \It 1 PP I G 6. 8 I LL I 0 1 POUNDS . 

THES~ FlnUR~S S. 0 UITE DRA~TICALLY 
A UIT~ PAl FULLY HO. THE A ,ERICA DAIRY 

AR aER AS E~ I UGHT I A VICIOUS SCISSOR 
OF R I S I G I APORT CO PET I T I 0~' A 0 DECL I I NG 
EXPORT OPPORTUNITY . 

THERE ARE , OF COURSE, OTHER AL. R lNG 
D ORRISO ~ ST TISTICS THAT SHO OUR FARnERS 

.. 

, 



A ~ I Fl A Cl L TROU LE . UT I K 0 I N: 0 
OT ~ EAT THE 0 VIOUSJ SO LET .E SAY 0 LY TH T 

I FO ua· - CERTAI LYRE LIZE THL.. DIFFICULTY . 
Or COURSE , RECOG IZING T E EX ISTE c~ 

Of A RO L.... AND 0 I G SO~ TH I G A OUT IT AR 
T~O IFF-RE .T T I GS . 

AS E OF ~~Y LADY COLL u-s I T iE 
OUS~ 0 vE SAID AT A RULES CO ITT~L.. EARl G 
FTER .i -RS OfT AT vO ~ ITTEE ~AD .... STO ED A 

Sc.R I ES OF fL ERY AvCOLA -s UPO ~ HER J "A !I 
G- TLE E / FIRST THE NO OC I NE . THE THE 
~EDLL. . " 

I THI I< uE CA ALL AGREE THAT THL.. 
AVERAG .... rA ILY rAR. OP~RAT R I THIS COU TRY 
I S OT I ' THE SOU D-ST F I 'C I AL SITU T I 0 • 
HAT THt. CA ' :E or 

LET ,S LO K T T E POLITIC L R-ALITI S 
I ASHI GTO . A PARTY OTH: T T O'E TO 
.• ~I C I ELO G 0 CO TROLS OTH HOUSL.S OF 
THE 0 GRESS) AS ': .... LL AS THAT LARGE HI Tt. 

.. 

' 
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UIL I G 0' E SYLVA I AVE 'U_ WHER~ ALL TH: 
L1 RT NT E ISIO 'S OF AY -TO-DAY OVER ·- 'T 
AR~ A E. THAT El G TRU~ , E ~UST riRST A AL 
YZ T ~ PROPOSALS AD~ Y T. E PR~SI :NT I HIS 
Rt.ll T FAR 1 ~ rlESSAGE • 

AS YOU R~CALL , HE AS'ED FOR THE 
PE A 1 NT EXT~1 SIO OF THE AGRICULTURAL ACT 
OF 1 65 . HE ALSO CALLED FOR A T R~~ -Y AR 

LAW 
-XTL.. SIO. OF P" LICv4 , TH.: FOOD FOR PEACC: 
PROGRA • H_ SOUGHT A "FO 0 A K" I HIC 
G AI fA 1ERS OUL _ TH~ SOLE ~POSITORS . 

H ASKED FOR E R I GS TO 1:. ~ L 0 r AR 1 

A I I G. H- CALL~ F R THE trACT · T OF 
~ PACK~ S STO~ • OS CT L: ISL TIO 

Fl LLY, HL.. ~DE SO. i G~ ~ LIZL..D CO E TS 
A OUT RURAL 

L~T .E OtFtR A F~ CO ' E TS A UT EAC~ 
F THES~ R-eo .~ D TIO S. 

I URGI TH EXT SIO' nF T1~ 1°65 ACT 
THIS Y-A , T E PR-SID~ T S 10, AD I UOTE : 

.. 

, 
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"TO T:R .. I ATE T.:: 1°65 ACT OULD Rl ~ 

CAT STROPHE A l RUI TO Y F R 1ERS . 
"CASJJ PRICES TO THE FAR ,._R .. OUL F LL -

T ~R~ 'ULD ~ o·GOV~R .: T PAY~ TS TO 
CUSH I 0 THE I lPACT . FA. I 'C I .E COULD ROP 

AS .U~H AS C: -T~IR~.~ -- AC/ TO 1 5 LEVELS . 
"-- HE .T RICES .OULD ROP TO OUT 

1. 10 3USHEL--CO R-D ITH T~E 1 7 LE 0 
PRI~~ OF . 1. , I CLUOI G TH~ 'HE T CERTIFIC TE . 

"--C R P ICES OUL ROP TO A OUT 
75 CENTS US r:.L , CO . R~.-0 ' I TH A LEt D P I CC: 
OF 1 • 30 I 1 7. 

"--COTTO UL SELL FOR 1 CE 'TS A 

POU o, CO AR~D ITH -2 C~ TS I 1 7 ITH 
PRICE SUPP RT PAY~~ TS . 

"-- I TH LO : GR I P, ICES , L I v;:sr~c' 

SUPPLI~S .OU[ SOO OV~. - U E TH RKET 
SO TH T LIV~STOC PRICES ~ ULD =cLIN~ Y AT 
LEAST 1 %. " 

L~T ~E SAY HER~ '0 r.o THAT I DO l T 

. . 

' 



TH I , T1a: ~ H S EV ... R - 0 :.. L T T 
ATT II T TO .lsL~ T: coG ~ss oR THE PU Lie 
T T ~ .0. S I JUST READ TO YOU FRO THE 
P ESIDE T' S FAR a L.SS G: . 

I ' E CH I ST 1CE , AS I T APPL I ES TO 
COTTO , F-E G AI SA -AT, TH-RE 
PERMANENT STATUTORY AUTHORITIES ON THE LAW 
BOOKS ICH h ULO A PLY IF TH 1 ACT SHOULD -
-. PI R- AT TH;: :::, !0 _I TH: 1 "n PROGRA ~S FOR 
T.,rc- r: " PS t. L. '-' • 

F • ~AT , FOR ~xA u L~ , T - ASIC F 
LA S OF 1 3 ,. 0 1 OV I DE FO .• A ' TO Y 

~E T CE TlriCAT~ PROGRA FORT·~ 1°70 c. OPS . 
ICE SUPPORTS DO ~~..STIC A '0 EXP T COULD GO 

TO ... ~o F PAR I TY . FAR 1t.RS OUL , OF COURS;:) 

AVE TO APPROV~ THIS DATORY L I 
DU • 
FOR F~-D G I S TH-S~ SA .t LA S IVE T 

Si...C .... TARY OF AGR I CUL TUR- I SCR-T I 1 TO s:T 
·ER C T F P I TY'. 

' 



0 C TTO ) A 
P IC~ SUP ORTS T 

OUL ALS 0 I 'T 
S.10UL L-X a I R: . 
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' T Y PROG I TH 
TO P-R CE T OF RITY 
FF~CT IF TH~ 1 ~5 ACT 

OT T E HOUSE A. D SE AT- AGRICULTUR~ 

0- ITT-~S ARE GOING TO HOLO H~ARI S 0 THE 
1 o5 CT . ETHER T1EY Rl G A XT- 'SIO TO 
T 1E fLOOR OR T, I T. I F R c.RS , THE GE E:RAL 
PU LIC A D T E CO GRESS SHOULD ALL REALIZ~ 
THAT A RL..DICTI OF "C TASTROP '- A D RUI " 
1 r THL- ,...vE T oF • o xT::: star· THIS YEAR 1s 

UR~ PUFF I G 0 I 1CRtO I -
ILITY . 

PU LIC LA ILLJ F CO s~, ~ 

STE '- c: G I • T Is I ,QG . HAS 
JOY 0 1-P RTISA' SUP T Sl c= ITS I CEPTIO 

I 1 ., URI G F R ~~R PRESIO 1T ~ISE HO ER ' S 
A d ISTRATIO • I' -XTt. 01 G TH: ACT, HO .EVC:R , 

ALL OF S RL- GOI G TO TRY TO ELATE IT ~ OU 
ALA c~ OF P Y IL.. TS PRO LE s, TO '~ IT 

' 
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0 ~RAT~ AS A R P SITIV~ I FLUE 'v~ 0 
0 i ST I C r AR·. RICES , A TO ;:: HAS I z: V£ 

lORe.. T .:. ~ E F "SL.LF-HELP" BY UNDER -
-vELOPED i ATIO S TEET Rl ON THE SRI ' OF A 

FOOO-POPULATI .·DISASTER . 
G AI RES~RV~ LEGISLATIO ILL 0 

DOU T LSO ~ CO Sl -R:O Y THE APPROPRIATE 
C .ITTE~S . I .OULD C~ T I LY 10 E T~ T 

E IT fER Tit. HOUSE CO. , ·.1 TT - OR T ~ SE T.:: 
. ULD SRI G FO TH A ILL Ll E LAST YEARlS 
rROPOSAL OF T E AD. I I STRATI 0 • 'Y LEGIS-
LATIO HIC GIVES T.~ SECRET Y 0~ AG IC LTU ~ 
THE PO u~R TO DU I RA I 0 ' THE • 1AR 'ET ILL, 
I AY OPI 10 , ONLY COt 0 D TH: IFFICULTY 
r AC I G r R .t.RS . 

PERSONALLY , I FE~L THAT ALL GOVER . ~ T 
GRA I STOC S SHO' L I STE 0 E FULLY I 1SULATC:D 
FR Trl;: • A _T AT LEVELS HIC~ . ILL RAISE 
MARKET PRICES 1 OT DEPRESS TH~ • 

t 1 3 RGAI I G1 I r.xp~cT 7 ILL ~ 

.. 

' 
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, STL Y T E SUBJECT OF A c.. I. S NO D I SCUSS I 0 ' 
T .IS Yc. 1 ALTI UG I T'~E "AG ICULTUR L F IR 

CIICES ACT" -- S. 10 -- Sn LD a: CLEARr..O 
BY T.~ HOUS~ THIS '~E' . 

TH~ P ~SI E 'T1S PAC ~RS 0 STOC YARDS 
ILL AS OT ~~ I TRO UCED I TH~ OUSE Sl Ca:. 

ITS REr~ • L TO vAPITOL 1ti LAST FALLJ AND T~E 
PRESI - T1S UR L R~ 1E AL P OPOS LS PPE R TO 

PR~TTY AUCH R- -STAT- .E T OF PREVIOUS 
LEGISLATIO C SIO:RED Y TH- CO ESS . 

AT Tt: P .:sET TIIE1 THE , T': O'LY 
P T F T - PR~SI · T S A~· E THAT P E S 
: EADED TO ARD C:RTA I · C ~ ,E T THIS y-AR IS 
TH~ EXTENSIO Of PU LIC L 0. 

T E H~ I GS 0 TiE 1 6 ACT A '0 
ALT~RtATIVES AVAILA LEt CO- GRESS C , I Y 
OPI 10 J E EXTRE ~ELY US~FUL IF THEY ARE 
DIVORCED FRO a PARTIS • OLIT ICS . I ~ 

U. FORTU AT LY, 10T OPTI ISTIC T. T TH~ 
D INISTRATIO •tLL TAK_ Ar 0 JECTIVE 

' 
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POSITIO 0 TH~SE wATT~Rs , PARTICULA LY I. 

VIE~ ~F TH- I CRE I LE PR P~:SY OF "CATASTROPHt. 
A U I " D I T F R , ._ss G~ . TH: 
. tRIG f R 1ER E~DS TH~ OPPO,TU ITY fOR 
IGH~R I c ~~ , OT JUST E F T : s I • 

, ·y c.AR 1 Gs o ' UR . J P co · o 1 T 1-s 
SdOUL If CLU - T-ST I . Y FRO 1 FAR aC:RS UN I 0. 

AS ':LL AS THE OTHER GE -RAL fAR 1 A vO 1. 0 ITY 
RG 11ZATI · S. C DE. IC, CO 0 .• IC A 0 LEGAL 
~XPE TS SHOULD ALSO BE v LLED . 

THE RECO .. u .. DATIO s A D Fl I I "S OF T E 

TIO AL FOOD A' Fl E C ISSIO' SHOULD 
REC~IV c EFUL PU LIC I coG ESSI· AL R~V I ~ • 
T IS PORTS UL 'OT E PE ITTE TO ITH 
A D 0 I ~ F . I I FF ... R~ C~ FTER SO UCH T I t 

TAL~~T V~ E: S :. T PREP I IT . 
THESt ~ .RI S SH UL , I FEEL, 

R~ALISTICALLY EXPLOR T~E ~FF~CTIV~ 1ESS OF 
T ~ p· ~SE T ~0 .OOITY PROGR .. S. H~R-

A" ~ssa:.S R~ FOUND , ETT R 1S F VI Di· 'G 

.. 

' 
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1 vO' iE PROTEv T I a·, T r A. I L Y FAR 1 AGR I CULTURE 
1UST '- '-V I S D • 

T TH~ SA f Tl [ ' ~ SHOULD ALLOCATE 
SUF r I C I - T RESOURCES TO . T~ ADE U TE 
AG ICULTURAL R_S:ARC~ ' ·DUCATI 1 FU 0 TH~ 
~A A10 RTA PRO RAnS LE G vuLTUR L 

~REDIT, 0 C Tl UE U S IL) ATER A 

FOR.:STRY C 'S-RVAT I S- VICE ROG A. ~S . 

1 ILLIO U L -XP RT 
SH UL E IT I UR r-

U L D~V~LOP .~ T SH UL ~ i SIZ'-
1 TH FA. I L Y FAR ~S RATHt.R THA CO PORATE 

CO GLO.~RATES AS THi... K~YSTO E. 
Y~SJ .. ERICA ICULTURE IS VITALLY 

I PORTA TJ T. TO THE ATIO 0 TO THE 

P o~DTI 0F P~-AC~ I T; ~ RL • 
TH: . -R FA I F d L y' I. l OP I I 0 ) 

Is I G TR- I I ~ us en· TR I UTI 0 TO ~ TH: 
.~LL - ~I G F ALL UR CITIZE S. 

1 0 YET T R_ AR THOS_ 0 SAY TH T 

' 
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AR ·~RS I - 0 L G:R I . RT T I OUR 
p LITIC L I c ss . I I TH~ FA I RS 
U I . SL -TTE OF S._PT OF L ST YE 
THAT 1 COLL~ UE , T. ~ CrAIR A! OFT~ HOUS 
A ICULTU1 E C .ITTE- ~ S U TED S F LL S! 

"P G._ T L I ST TE U~IVC:RSITY 

A 0 I _ CE T: . T TH F L C I ' C . R~SS 

LO ~ -'ISTS , IH T ITH P LITIC L •s 
.:EPL y c 'E ' I T' G I CULT G - ' T T 

T' Tl~s F_._L T ~v I ST .~ T IS 
~v-SSARY T I IG CITY 

LET lE T LL y I F T .t 

LO( L PP SITI T T F IE I 

S P Ou uLY 
TEX S 

I T . T. • • • 

• • • ) PUT Y, r C 

I ~ TH T I SSU: • • • • AS A 

I TY IS c ~- E J UT I c T I LY 
ACC·PT T T DtSCRIPTI P RTY . 

I or ' T EL Y 1 ~ ITH 

S HIS 
T 

LITIC L PIT : -- I u LL ~ 7 X SE T PL ·Tv 

.. 

' 
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oF Tl T F a. 1ous T~ s Td-
AL Cc F T~IS YEA • I ILL LY POl T OUT 

T T U I USE EPU L I C. ' T S' FORCE 

G I CUL TU E, HE Dt. y I I ST I 11 SH_ 

v LL'- GUt. FR 1 11 ~SOT J I ~ LA GL.. / 

EC .TLY s~T F RT, TH~ I TA CE F T E F 
T: I OUR 1ATIO' L :L~vTIV~ P. OC S. 

AS r c: TOL J " .E Y : 

ouT- u, :o, UT f~ sH UL ·' T E uTs. T . " 
TH T IS TH~ T UG T I UL LIK~ T 

L'-·vE IT U TODAY AS E C T E F 
r 1 1 THE s c 
THe. I 1 

soc·1 ETY • 1 TS 1 . T c_ 1 T~ s r a:. co . ~ 1 c 
G I TO UR SOCIETY I GE ·E AL, ITS CO TRI~UTI 
T socIAL I ESP s I I L I TY) A 1 ITS c T I . I G 

I T c_ I T~: P LITIC L P CESS LL T S-
CE RS . 

T. ~ _y ROLE F FA dLY RICULTUR~ I 
SAC AGE A,LRIC ASSURES TH: 

, 
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co Tl u: vO c_ 1TR TIO F Tl AL I LICY 
U . ITS uL~,S . THIS HAS ~~' TRU 
T OU - OUT OU I. I STO Y. I T I S JUST AS TRUE 
TO Y. THA' YOU . 

-c 'D-

' 



REMARKS OF CONGRESSMAN GERALD FORD (R-Mich) 
Republican Leader 

United States House of Representatives 
AT NATIONAL F.ARM@S UNION CONVENTION 

Minneapolis, Minnesota - March 18, 1968 
~· ' . 

THE FARM FAMILY IN -THE SPACE- AGE 

Let me say at the outset that I am indeed very pleased to have been 
invited to participate at this important convention. 

Through my years of Congressional service, I have always held your fine 
organization in great re~ect, and though we may have differed from time to 
time; I have always felt the Farmers Union has sincerely and effectively worked 
for the betterment of family farming in our great nation. 

Some skeptics have asked in recent years, "Just what good is the family 
farm anyhow? Isn't it as old fashioned and as out of date in this modern age 
of science and technology as the horse and buggy?" 

Well; you know and I know that the family farm is the social and 
economic backbone of an agricultural establishment that is the envy of the 
world. I need not cite to you all the figures on the contribution that modern 
family farms are making to the high standard of living that America enjoys. 
But a few reminders might be in order. 

The American consumer today is harvesting the reward of our ever
increasingly efficient agricultural production and marketing system. A recent 
report issued by the Department of Agriculture showed that if it were not for 
the sharp gains in farm efficiency during the past two decades ever.y American 
would be paying more for his food and enjoying it less. 

While the output per man-hour in manufacturing has increased 2.7 per cent 
per year since 1948, the output in agriculture has increased by 5 per cent per 
year. 

In 1948 the number of man hours used for all farm work totaled 16. 5 
billion. In 19661 this figure had dropped to 7 billion man hours. 

Farm production increased nearly 40 per cent during the same period. 

Or, stated another way, in 1948 one farm worker supplied about 14 others 
with food and fibre. Today he supplies 42 others. 

During the same time, the number of consumers has increased by 4o per cent, 
while the number of workers employed in the food industry increased by about 
12 per cent. 

Let us stop right here and ask "Who provided this miraculous economic 
growth?" The answer, of course, is family-sized agricultural units. 

Yet; as you know 1 the family farmer in this country has not shared in the 
economic rewards that should be his for these tremendous contributions. Frankly, 
I know of no great economic group of citizens in our society Which today earns 
less money than it did 20 years ago • • • no group, that is, except farmers. 
rn 194 71 realized net farm income was $17. 0 billion. In 1967 it was $14. 5 billion. 



::n this. pa..'*:Year .. ~:f' ~~7, ~ have' se~n)eal~zed net farm income. t.aJ7. 
$1.9 b:~.llion belo.w ·;;ile 'preY.iouS. yeA¢. can you : itnagihe any other group in· our 
su~iety taking a $1.9 billion pay cut? 

In my home state of M:tchigan1 the drop was 9 per cent.. Here in Minnesot a, 
it was 11 per cent. Net income per farm also dropped in spite of a decline of 
apf•roximately 100, 000 in the number of farms. 

At the same time, the parity ration • • • that meaeurin& rod of relati VA 

~~osperity in agriculture • •. • dropped to 74. 

In 1967, agricultural exports which are so important to the balance 
0f trade Sl.~ua~ion were down 7 per cent below the prev~oua year. 

The dairy import-export picture became particularly disturbing last year. 
in 1967 there were 2.9 billion pounds o:f' milk equivalent iq)orted1 while only 
36~ million pounds were exported. This is most disturbing in view of the fact 
Jcbat just four years ago (in 1964) our dairy imports were only 830 million 
:P~unds of milk equivalent and our exports were a whopping 6.9 billion pounds. 

These figures show quite dramatically and quite painfully how the American 
dairy farmer has been caught in a vicious scissor of rising import competition 
end declining export opportunity. 

There are, of course, other alarming and worrisome statistics that show 
our farmers are in financial trouble. But I know I need not repeat the obvious, 
so let me say only that I for one certa~ realize the difficulty. 

Of course, recognizing the existence of a pro~em and doing something 
about it are two different things. 

As one of my lady colleagues in the House once said at a Rules Committee 
h~sring after the members of that committee had bestowed a series of flowery 
accolades upon her: "Ah1 Gentlemen, first the novocaine1 then the needle." 

I think that we can all agree that the average family farm operator in 
~his country is not in the soundest financial condition. What then can we do? 

Let• s look at the political. realities ln Wasllinston. A party other than 1·he 
one to which I belong now controls both houses of the Congress, as well as that 
large white building on Pennsylvania Avenue where all the important decisions of 
d~.'-to-da.y government are Iuade. That baing true, we must .first analyze the 
proposals made by the President 5.n his recent farm message. 

As you recall, he asked for the permanent extension of the Agricultural Act 
of 1965. He else called for a three-year extension of Public Law 480, the Food· 
fo1· Peace Program. He sought a 11Food Bank11 in which grain farmers would be the 
so·!.e depositors. He asked .for hearings to be held on farm bargaining. He called 
lor the enactment of new Rackers and Stockyards Act legislation and finally, he 
maoe some generalized comments about rural renewal. 

Let me offer a .few comments about each of these recommendations. 

In urging the extension of the 1965 Act this year, the President said, and 
: quote: 



- 3-

"To terminate tho 1965 Act would bring catastrophe and ruin to many 
farmers. 

11Cash prices to the farmer would fall -- and there would be no government 
payments to cushion the impact. Farm income could drop by as much as one-third 
back to 1959 levels. 

"--Wheat prices drop to about ;..1.10 a bushel - compared tlith the 1967 blend 
price of ~1.89, including the wheat certificate, 

11-Gorn prices would drop to about 75 cents a bushel, compared with a blend 
price of ~1.30 in 1967. 

"-Cotton would sell for 18 cents a pound, compared with 42 cents in 1967 
with price support payments. 

11-With lower grain prices, livestock supplies would soon over-burden the 
market so that livestock prices would decline by at least 10 per cent." 

Let me say here and now that I don't think there has ever been a more 
blatant attempt to mislead the Congress or the public than the words I just read 
to you from the President's farm message. 

In each instance, as it applies to cotton, feed grains and wheat, there are 
permanent statutory authorities on the law books which would apply if the 1965 Act 
should expire at the end of the 1969 programs for these crops. 

For wheat, for example, the basic farm laws of 1938 and 1949 provide for a 
mandatory ttheat certificate program for the 1970 crops. Price supports on 
domestic and export wheat could go to 90 per cent of parity. Farmers would, of 
course, have to approve this mandatory plan in a referendum. 

For feed grains these sarae laws give the Secretary of Agriculture discretion 
to set support prices from 50 to 90 per cent of parity. 

On cottol'.l, a mandatory program with price supports at 65 to 90 percent of 
parity would also go into effect if the 1965 Act should expire. 

Both the House and Senate Agriculture Committees are going to hold hearings 
on the 1965 Act. Whether they bring an extension to the floor or not, I think 
farmers, the general public and the Congress should all realize that a prediction 
of 11 catastrophe and ruin" in the event of no extension this year is somewhere 
between pure puffing and incredibility. 

Public law 480 will, of course, be extended once again. This program has 
enjoyed bi-partisan support since its inception in 1954 during former President 
Eisenhower's Administration. In extending the Act, however, all of us are going 
to try to relate it to our balance of payments problems, to make it operate as a 
more positive influence on domestic farm prices, and to emphasize even more the 
need for 11self-help11 by under-developed nations teetering on the brink of a food
population disaster. 

Grain reserve legislation will no doubt also be considered by the appropriate 
committees. I would certainly hope that neither the House Committee nor the Senate 
would bring forth a bill like last year's proposal of the Administration. 
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Any legislation which gives the Secretary of Agriculture the power to dump grain 
on the market will, in my opinion, only compound the difficulty facing farmers. 

Personally, I feel that all government grain stocks should instead be fully 
insulated from the market at levels which will raise market prices, not depress 
them. 

Farm bargaining, I expect, will be mostly the subject of hearings and 
discussion this year, although the "Agricultural Fair Practices Act11 -- 5.109 -
should be cleared by the House this week. 

The President' s Packers and Stockyards bill has not been introduced in the 
House since its referral to Capitol Hill last Fall, and the President's rural 
renewal proposals appear to be pretty much of a re-statement of previous legislation 
considered by the Congress. 

At the present time, then, the only part of the President• s package that 
appears headed toward certain enactment this year is the extension of PUblic 
Law 480. 

The hearings on the 1965 Act and alternatives available to Congress can, 
in my opinion, be extremely useful if they are divorced from partisan politics. 
I am, unfortunately, not optimistic that the Administration will take an objective 
position on these matters, particularly in view of the incredible prophecy of 
"catastrophe and ruin11 made in the farm message. The American farmer needs the 
0pportunity for higher income, not just more of the same. 

Any hearings on our major commodities should include testimony from Farmers 
pnion as well as the other general farm and commodity organizations. Academic, 
economic and legal experts should also be called. 

The recommendations and findings of the National Food and Fiber Commission 
c~hould receive careful public and Congressional review. This report should not be 
p~l~tted to wither and die from indifference after so much time and talent have 
been spent preparing it. 

These hearings should, I feel, realistically explore the effectiveness of the 
present commodity programs. Where weaknesses are found, better means of providing 
income protection to family farm agriculture must be devised. 

At the same time, we should allocate sufficient resources to promote adequate 
agricultural research and education, fund the REA and RTA programs and ample 
3gricultural credit, and continue our soil, water and forestry conservation and 
Gervice programs. 

A $10 billion annual export market should be within our grasps in the near 
':uture. 

Rural developnent should be emphasized with family farms rather than corporate 
conglomerates as the keystone. 

Yes, American agriculture is vitally important, both to the nation and to the 
p~omotion of peace in the world. 
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The modern farm family, in rrry opinion, is making a tremendous contr:rt5ution 

toward the well-being of all our citizens. 

And yet there are those who say that farmers are no longer important in 
our political process. I noticed in the Farmers Union Newsletter of September 22 
of last year that rrry colleague, the Chairman of the House Agriculture Committee, 
was quoted as follows: 

"Poage told an Iowa State University audience that the farm bloc in Congress 
no longer exists, that neither political party is deeply concerned with 
agriculture, and that both parties feel they must do whatever is necessary to win 
big city votes." 

Let me tell you as once voice of the loyal opposition that my friend from 
Texas was probably half right when he said that • • • • or, put another way, I can 
agree with him 50 per cent on that issue • • • • as far as his party is concerned, 
but I certainly do not accept that description for my party. 

I won't belabor you here with a political pitch -- you will be exposed to 
plenty of that from various quarters during the balance of this year. I will only 
point out that our House Republican Task Force on Agriculture, headed by my 
distinguished colleague from Hinnesota, Odin Langen, recently set forth the 
importance of the farm vote in our national elective process. 

As a farmer once told me 
outsmarted." 

. . . 11We may be outnumbered, but we shouldn't be 

That is the thought I would like to leave with you today as we consider the 
family farm in the space age. Let's all recognize the importance of this key 
element in our society. Its importance in terms of economic gain to our society in 
general, its contribution to social responsibility, and its continuing importance 
in the political process all transcend mere numbers. 

The key role of family agriculture in space age America demands and assures 
the continued concentration of national policy upon its problems. This has been 
true throughout our history -- it is just as true today. 

Thank you. 

**** 
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Let me say at the outset that I am indeed very pleased to have been invite( 

to participate at this important convention. 

Through my years of Congressional service, I have always held your fine 

organization in great respect, and though we may have differed from time to time. 

I have always felt the Farmers Union has sincerely and effectively worked for 

the betterment of family farming in our great nation. 

Some skeptics have asked in recent years, "Just what good is the family 

farm anyhow? Isn't it as old fashioned and as out of date in this modern age 

of science and technology as the horse and buggy? 11 

Well, you know and I know that the family farm is the social and economic 

backbone of an agricultural establishment that is the envy of the world. I need 

not cite to you all the figures on the contribution that modern family farms are 

making to the high standard of living that America enjoys. But a few reminders 

might be in order. 

The American consumer today is harvesting the reward of our ever-increasingly 

efficient agricultural production and marketing system. A recent report issued 

by the Department of Agriculture showed that if it were not for the sharp gains 

in farm efficiency during the past two decades every American would be paying 

more for his food and enjoying it less. 

While the output per man-hour in manufacturing has increased 2.7% per year 

since 1948, the output in agriculture has increased by 5% per year. 

In 1948, the number of man hours used for all farm work totaled 16.5 billion. 

In 1966, this figure had dropped to 7 billion man hours. 

Farm production increased nearly 40 per cent during the same period. 

Or, stated another way, in 1948 one farm worker supplied about 14 others 

with food and fibre. Today he supplies 42 others. 

During the same time, the number of consumers has increased by 40 per cent, 

while the number of workers employed in the food industry increased by about 

12 per cent. (more) 
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Let us stop right here and ask "Who provided this miraculous economic 

growth?" The answer, of course, is family-sized agricultural units. 

Yet, as you know, the family farmer in this country has not shared in the 

economic rewards that should be his for these tremendous contributions. Frankly, 

I know of no great economic group of citizens in our society which today earns 

less money than it did 20 years ago i 1 , no group, that is, except farmers. 

In 1947, realized net farm income was $17.0 billion. In 1967 it was $14.5 billion. 

In this past year of 1967, we have seen realized net farm income fall $1.9 

billion below the previous year. Can you imagine any other group in our society 

taking a $1.9 billion pay cut? 

In my home state of Michigan, the drop was 9%. Here in Minnesota, it was 

11%. Net income per farm also dropped in spite of a decline of approximately 

100,000 in the number of farms. 

At the same time, the parity ratio, • that measuring rod of relati~ 

prosperity in agriculture • • • dropped to 74. This is the lowest annual level 

for the parity ratio since 1933. 

In 1967, our agricultural exports which are so important to the balance of 

trade situation were down 7% below the previous year. 

The dairy import-export picture became particularly disturbing last year. 

In 1967 there were ~.9 billion pounds of milk equivalent imported, while only 

364 million pounds were exported. This is most disturbing in view of the fact 

that just four years ago (in 1964) our dairy imports were only 830 million pounds 

of milk equivalent and our exports were a whopping 6.9 billion pounds. 

These figures show quite dramatically and quite painfully how the American 

dairy far.rr.er has been caught in a vicious scissor of rising import competition 

and declining export opportunity. 

There are, of course, other alarming and worrisome statistics that show our 

farmers are in financial trouble. But I know I need not repeat the obvious, so 

let me say only that I for one certainly realize the difficulty. 

Of course, recognizing the existence of a problem and doing something abr11·,~ 

it are two different things. 

As one of my lady colleagues in the House once said at a Rules Co~~ittee 

hearing afte~ members of that committee had besto·;,;ed a series of flowery accolades 

upon her: "Ah, gentlemen, first the novocaine, t:.1an the needle." 

I think we can all agree that the average family farm operator in this 

country is not in the soundest financial situation. What then can we do? 

(more) 
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Let's look at the political realities in Washington. A party other than the 

one to which I belong now controls both Houses of the Congress, as well as that 

large white building on Pennsylvania Avenue where all the important decisions of 

day-to~day government are made. That being true, we must first analyze the 

proposals made by the President in his recent farm message. 

As you recall, he asked for the permanent extension of the Agricultural Act 

of 1965. He also called for a three-year extension of Public Law 480, the Food 

for Peace Program. He sought a ''food bank" in which grain farmers would be the 

sole depositors. He asked for rea rings to be held 01~ farm bargaining. He called 

for the enactment of new Packers and Stockyards Act legislation and finally, he 

made some generalized comments about rural renewal. 

Let me offer a few comments about each of these recommendations. 

In urging the extension of the 1965 Act this year, the President said, and 

I quote: 

11To terminate the 1965 Act would bring catastrophe and ruin to many farmers. 

"Cash prices to the farmer l·10uld fall--and there would be no government 

payments to cushion the impact. Farm income could drop by as much as one-third-

back to 1959 levels. 

"--Wheat prices would drop to about $1.10 a bushel--compared with the 1967 

blend price of $1.89, including the wheat certificate. 

~~--Corn prices would drop to about 75 cents a bushel, ccmpared with a blend 

price of $1.30 in 1967. 

"--Cotton would sell for 18 cents a pound, compared with 42 cents in 1967 

with price support payments. 

"--With lower grain prices, livestock supplies would soon over-burden the 

market.so that livestock prices would decline by at least 10'4. 11 

Let me say here and now that I don't think there has ever been a more blatant 

attempt to mislead the Congress or the public than the words I just read to you 

from the President's farm message. 

In each instance, as it applies to cotton, feed grains and wheat, there 

are permanent statutory authorities on the law books which would apply if the 1965 

Act should expire at the end of the 1969 programs for these crops. --
For wheat, for example, the basic farm laws of 1938 and 1949 provide for a 

mandatory wheat certificate program for the 1970 crops. Price supports on 

domestic and export wheat could go to 90% of parity. Farmers would, of course, 

have to approve this mandatory plan in a referendum. 
(more) 
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For feed grains these same laws give the Secretary of Agriculture discretion 

to set support prices from 50 to 90 per cent of parity. 

On cotton, a mandatory program with price supports at 65 to 90 per cent of 

parity would also go into effect if the 1965 Act should expire. 

Both the House and Senate Agriculture Committees are going to hold hearings 

on the 1965 Act. Whether they bring an extension to the floor or not, I think 

farmers, the general public and the Congress should all realize that a prediction 

of "catastrophe and ruin" in the event of no extension this year is somewhere 

between pure puffing and incredibility. 

Public Law 480 will, of course, be extended once again. This program has 

enjoyed bi-partisan support since its inception in 1954, during former President 

Eisenhower's administration. In extending the Act, however, all of us are going 

to try to relate it to our balance of payments problems, to make it operate as 

a more positive influence on domestic farm prices, and to emphasize even more 

the need for "self-help'' by under-developed nations teetering on the brink of a 

food-population disaster. 

Grain Reserve legislation will no doubt also be considered by the appropriate 

committees. I would certainly hope that neither the House Committee nor the 

Senate would bring forth a bill like last year's proposal of the Administration. 

Any legislation which gives the Secretary of Agriculture the power to dump grain 

on the market will, in my opinion, only compound the difficulty facing farmers. 

Personally, I feel that all government grain stocks should instead by fully 

insulated from the market at levels which will raise market prices, not depress 

them! 

Farm Bargaining, I expect, will be mostly the subject of hearings and 

discussion this year, although the "Agricultural Fair Practices Act" -- s. 109 -

should be cleared by the House this week. 

The President's Packers and Stockyards bill has not been introduced in the 

House since its referral to Capitol Hill last fall, and the President's rural 

renewal proposals appear to be pretty much a re-statement of previous legislation 

considered by the Congress. 

At the present time, then, the only part of the President's package that 

appears headed toward certain enactment this year is the extension of Public 

Law 480. 

The hearings on the 1965 Act and alternatives available to Congress can, 

in my opinion, be extremely useful if they are divorced from partisan politics. 

I am, unfortunately, not optimistic that the Administration will take an objective 

(more) 
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position on these matters, particularly in view of the incredible prophesy of 

"catastrophe and ruin" made in the farm message. The American farmer needs the 

opportunity for higher income, not just more of the same. 

Any hearings on our major commodities should include testimony from Farmers 

Union as well as the other general farm and commodity organizations. Academic, 

economic and legal experts should also be called. 

The recommendations and findings of the National Food and Fibre Commission 

should receive careful public and Congressional review. This report should not 

be permitted to wither and die from indifference after so much time and talent 

have been spent preparing it. 

These hearings should, I feel, realistically explore the effectiveness of 

the present commodity programs. Where weaknesses are found, better means of 

providing income protection to family farm agriculture must be devised. 

At the same time, we should allocate sufficient resources to promote 

adequate agricultural research and education, fund the REA and RTA programs and 

ample agricultural credit, and continue our soil, water and forestry conservation 

and service programs. 

A $10 billion annual export market should be within our grasps in the near 

future. 

Rural development should be emphasized with family farms rather than cor

porate conglomerates as the keystone. 

Yes, American agriculture is vitally important, both to the nation and to 

the promotion of peace in the \vor ld. 

The modern farm family, in my opinion, is making a tremendous contribution 

toward the well-being of all our citizens. 

And yet there are those who say that farmers are no longer important in 

our political process. I noticed in the Farmers Union Newsletter of September 22 

of last year that my colleague, the Chairman of the House Agriculture Committee, 

was quoted as follows: 

'~oage told an Iowa State University audience that the farm bloc in Congress 

no longer exists, that neither political party is deeply concerned with 

agriculture, and that both parties feel they must do whatever is necessary to 

win big city votes." 

Let me tell you as one voice of the loyal opposition that my friend from 

Texas was probably half right when he said that! •• Or, put another way, 

I can agree with him 50% on tha issue •••• as far as his party is concerned, 

but I certainly do not accept that description for my party. 
(more) 
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I won't belabor you here lvith a political pitch -- you will be exposed to 

plenty of that from various quarters during the balance of this year. I will 

only point out that our House Republican Task Force on Agriculture, headed by my 

distinguished colleague from Minnesota, Odin Langen, recently set forth the 

importance of the farm vote in our national elective process. 

As a farmer once told me, "We may be out-numbered, but we shouldn't be 

outsmarted." 

That is the thought I Hould like to leave ~-lith you today as we consider 

the family farm in the space age. Let's all recognize the importance of this key 

element in our society. Its importance in terms of economic gain to our society 

in general, its contribution to social responsibility, and its continuing 

importance in the political process all transcend mere numbers. 

The key role of family agriculture in space age America demands and assurer; 

the continued concentration of national policy upon its problems. This has be~~ 

true throughout our history. It is just as true today. Thank you. 
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"THE FAMILY FARM IN THE SPACE AGE" 

Let me say at the outset that I am indeed very pleased to have been invitee 

to participate at this important convention. 

Through my years of Congressional service, I have always held your fine 

organization in great respect, and though we may have differed from time to time, 

I have always felt the Farmers Union has sincerely and effectively worked for 

the betterment of family farming in our great nation. 

Some skeptics have asked in recent years, "Just what good is the family . 

farm anyhow? Isn't it as old fashioned and as out of date in this modern age 

of science and technology as the horse and buggy?" 

Well, you know and I know that the family farm is the social and economic 

backbone of an agricultural establishment that is the envy of the world. I need 

not cite to you all the figures on the contribution that modern family farms are 

making to the high standard of living that America enjoys. But a few reminders 

might be in order. 

The American consumer today is harvesting the reward of our ever-increasingly 

efficient agricultural production and marketing system. A recent report issued 

by the Department of Agriculture showed that if it were not for the sharp gains 

in farm efficiency during the past two decades every American would be paying 

more for his food and enjoying it less. 

While the output per man-hour in manufacturing has increased 2.7% per year 

since 1948, the output in agriculture has increased by 5% per year. 

In 1948, the number of man hours used for all farm work totaled 16.5 billion. 

In 1966, this figure had dropped to 7 billion man hours. 

Farm production increased nearly 40 per cent during the same period. 

Or, stated another way, in 1948 one farm worker supplied about 14 others 

with food and fibre. Today he supplies 42 others. 

During the same time, the number of consumers has increased by 40 per cent, 

while the number of workers employed in the food industry increased by about 

12 per cent. (more) 
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Let us stop right here and ask '~o provided this mirae~lous economic 

growth?" The answer, of course, is family-sized agricultural units. 

Yet, as you know, the family farmer in this country has not shared in the 

economic rewards that should be his for these tremendous contributions. Frankly, 

I know of no great economic group of citi~ens in our society which today earns 

less money than it did 20 years ago ~ ' • no group, that is, except farmers. 

In 1947, realized net farm income was $17.0 billion. In 1967 it was $14.5 billion. 

In this past year of 1967, we have seen realized net farm income fall $1.9 

billion below the previous year. Can you imagine any other group in our society 

taking a $1.9 billion pay cut? 

In my home state of Michigan, the drop was 9%. Here in Minnesota, it was 

11%. Net income per farm also dropped in spite of a decline of approximately 

100,000 in the number of farms. 

At the same time, the parity ratio, ••• 

prosperity in agricultur~ ••• dropped to 74. 

for the parity ratio since 1933. 

that measuring rod of relative 

This is the lowest annual level 

In 1967, our agricultural exports which are so important to the balance of 

trade situation were down 7% below the previous year. 

The dairy import-export picture became particularly disturbing last year. 

In 1967 there were 2.9 billion pounds of milk equivalent imported, while only 

364 million pounds were exported. This is most disturbing in view of the fact 

that just four years ago (in 1964) our dairy imports were only 830 million pounds 

of milk equivalent and our exports were a whopping 6.9 billion pounds. 

These figures show quite dramatically and quite painfully how the American 

dairy fa~er has been caught in a vicious scissor of rising import competition 

and declining export opportunity. 

There are, of course, other alarming and worrisome statistics that show our 

farmers are in financial trouble, But I know I need not repeat the obvious, so 

let me say only that I for one certainly realize the difficulty. 

Of course, recognizing the existence of a problem and doing something abcut 

it are two different things. 

As one of my lady colleagues in the House once said at a Rules Committee 

hearing afte~ members of that committee had bestONP.d a series of flowery accolades 

upon her: "Ah, gentlemen, first the novocaine, t!1en the needle." 

I think we can all agree that the average family farm operator in this 

country is not in the soundest financial situation. What then can we do? 

(more) 



Let's look at the political realities in Washington. A party other than the 

one to which I belong now controls both Houses of the Congress, as well as that 

large white building on Pennsylvania Avenue where all the important decisions of 

day-to-day government are made. That being true, we must first analyze the 

proposals made by the President in his recent farm message. 

As you recall, he asked for the permanent ~xtension of the Agricultural Act 

of 1965. He also called for a three-year extension of Public Law 480, the Food 

for Peace Program. He sought a "food bank" in which grain farmers would be the 

sole depositors. He asked for ~earings to be held on farm bargaining. He called 

for the enactment of new Packers and Stockyards Act legislation and finally, he 

made some generalized comments about rural rene,-Tal. 

Let me offer a few comments about each of these recommendations. 

In urging the extension of the 1965 Act this year, the President said, and 

I quote: 

"To terminate the 1965 Act would bring catastrophe and ruin to many farmers. 

"Cash prices to the farmer would fall--and there would be no government 

payments to cushion the impact. Farm income could drop by as much as one-third-

back to 1959 levels. 

"--Wheat prices would drop to about $1.10 a bushel--compared with the 1967 

blend price of $1.89, including the wheat certificate. 

"--Corn prices would drop to about 75 cents a bushel, compared with a blend 

price of $1.30 in 1967. 

"--Cotton would sell for 18 cents a pound, compared with 42 cents in 1967 

with price support payments. 

"--With lower grain prices, livestock supplies would soon over-burden the 

market so that livestock prices would decline by at least 101." 

Let me say here and now that I don't think there has ever been a more blatant 

attempt to mislead the Congress or the public than the words I just read to you 

from the President's farm message. 

In each instance, as it applies to cotton, feed grains and wheat, there 

are permanent statutory authorities on the law books which would apply !! the 1965 

Act should expire at the end of the 1969 programs for these crops. 

For wheat, for example, the basic farm laws of 1938 and 1949 provide for a 

mandatory wheat certificate program for the 1970 crops. Price supports on 

domestic and export wheat could go to 90% of parity. Farmers would, of course, 

have to approve this mandatory plan in a referendum. 
(more) 
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For feed grains these same laws give the Secretary of Agriculture discretion 

to set support prices from 50 to 90 per cent of parity. 

On cotton, a mandatory program with price supports at 65 to 90 per cent of 

parity would also go into effect if the 1965 Act should expire. 

Both the House and Senate Agriculture Committees are going to hold hearings 

on the 1965 Act. Whether they bring an extension to the floor or not, I think 

farmers, the general public and the Congress should all realize that a prediction 

of "catastrophe and ruin" in the event of no extension this year is somewhere 

between pure puffing and incredibility. 

Public Law 480 will, of course, be extended once again. This program has 

enjoyed bi-partisan support since its inception in 1954, during former President 

Eisenhower's administration. In extending the Act, however, all of us are going 

to try to relate it to our balance of payments problems, to make it operate as 

a more positive influence on domestic farm prices, and to emphasize even more 

the need for "self-help" by under-developed nations teetering on the brink of a 

food-population disaster. 

Grain Reserve legislation will no doubt also be considered by the appropriate 

committees. I would certainly hope that neither the House Committee nor the 

Senate ,.,ould bring forth a bill like last year's proposal of the Administration. 

Any legislation which gives the Secretary of Agriculture the power to dump grain 

on the market will, in my opinion, only compound the difficulty facing farmers. 

Personally, I feel that all government grain stocks should instead by fully 

insulated from the market at levels which will raise market prices, not depress 

them! 

Farm Bargaining, I expect, will be mostly the subject of hearings and 

discussion this year, although the "Agricultural Fair Practices Act" -- s. 109 -

should be cleared by the House this week. 

The President's Packers and Stockyards bill has not been introduced in the 

House since its referral to Capitol Hill last fall, and the President's rural 

renewal proposals appear to be pretty much a re-statement of previous legislation 

considered by the Congress. 

At the present time, then, the only part of the President's package that 

appears headed toward certain enactment this year is the extension of Public 

Law 480. 

The hearings on the 1965 Act and alternatives available to Congress can, 

in my opinion, be extremely useful if they are divorced from partisan politics. 

I am, unfortunately, not optimistic that the Administration .will take an objective 

(more) 
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position on these matters, particularly in view of the incredible prophesy of 

"catastrophe and ruin11 made in the farm message. The American farmer needs the 

opportunity for higher income, not just more of the same. 

Any hearings on our major commodities should include testimony from Farmers 

Union as well as the other general farm and commodity organizations. Academic, 

economic and legal experts should also be called. 

The recommendations and findings of the National Food and Fibre Commission 

should receive careful public and Congressional review. This report should not 

be permitted to wither and die from indifference after so much time and talent 

have been spent preparing it. 

These hearings should, I feel, realistically explore the effectiveness of 

the present commodity programs. Where weaknesses are found, better means of 

providing income protection to family farm agriculture must be devised. 

At the same time, we should allocate sufficient resources to promote 

adequate agricultural research and education, fund the REA and RTA programs and 

ample agricultural credit, and continue our soil, water and forestry conservation 

and service programs. 

A $10 billion annual export market should be within our grasps in the near 

future. 

Rural development should be emphasized with family farms rather than cor

porate conglomerates as the keystone. 

Yes, American agriculture is vitally important, both to the nation and to 

the promotion of peace in the ,.,or ld. 

The modern farm family, in my opinion, is making a tremendous contribution 

to,11ard the well-being of all our citizens. 

And yet there are those who say that farmers are no longer important in 

our political process. I noticed in the Farmers Union Newsletter of September 22 

of last year that my colleague, the Chairman of the House Agriculture Committee~ 

was quoted as follows: 

11Poage told an Iowa State University audience that the farm bloc in Congress 

no longer exists, that neither political party is deeply concerned with 

agriculture, and that both parties feel they must do whatever is necessary to 

win big city votes. 11 

Let me tell you as one voice of the loyal opposition that my friend from 

Texas was probably half right when he said that! •• Or, put another way, 

I can agree with him 50% on tha issue •••• as far as his party is concerned, 

but I certainly do not accept that description for my party. 
(more) 
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I won't belabor you here with a political pitch -- you will be exposed to 

plenty of that from various quarters during the balance of this year. I will 

only point out that our House Republican Task Force on Agriculture, headed by my 

distinguished colleague from Minnesota, Odin Langen, recently set forth the 

importance of the farm vote in our national elective process. 

As a farmer once told me, "We may be out-numbered, but we shouldn't be 

outsmarted." 

That is the thought I would like to leave with you today as we consider 

the family farm in the space age. Let's all recognize the importance of this key 

element in our society. Its importance in terms of economic gain to our society 

in general, its contribution to social responsibility, and its continuing 

importance in the political process all transcend mere numbers. 

The key role of family agriculture in space age America demands and assure~ 

the continued concentration of national policy upon its problems. This has bee~ 

true throughout our history. It is just as true today. Thank you. 

11 11 11 



March 18, 1968 

I'm told President Johnson made one o~ his surprise puplic 

appearances_outside a military base to address you this 

morning. 

According to the news reports we got in Washington, the 

President appealed to you to join in "a program of national 

austerity." That should be easy -- American farmers have been 

on an austerity program ever since the Johnson Administration 

took over. 

I also saw some pickets as I came in carrying signs saying 

"Impeach LBJ." 

I'm not here to advocate that -- we have an orderly American ' 

aethod ot changing Presidents every tour years -· and this i~ one 

ot those yearsl 

And, of course, I'm not here to boost the political fortunes 

of any other Democrat. I believe in th• two-party system, .and 

despite the preponderance of Democratic news this past weekend, 

the name ot the other national party is still the Republican Party. 

Seriously, ·I think it took courage for the Pres~dent to come 

into MCCarthy country escorted only by his Vice President. 
I 

As I left Washington, I heard a bunch of ~eenagers chanting: 
' 

I 
"Lyndon's Coonskin on his knee 

"He'll come back to . be V.P. 
I 

I 

"Prettr Bobby Shatt-O." 

I 
I 
I 

I 
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I'm not going to .get into the middle o~ a ~amily £ight 

among Democrats. A guy can get hurt doing that. 

I've spent all this morning and a£ternnon at the regular 

Spring meeting o~ the National Republican Coordinating Committee • .._ 

And I can tell you one thing about this meeting behind closed doors. 

We were-· every one o~ us --deeply and primarily concerned•, 

not with partisan political advantage in this crucial election 

year, but with how we can best help this nation survive its 

di:f:ficul ties between now and November. 'J!. . 

And when President Johnson told you he didn't want the 

Communist enemy in Hanoi to win somethiftg in Washing~on that 

he hasn't been able to win on the battlefield in Vietnam, I 

say to you the Communist enemy ·.will never get any sut;;h not~on 

:from our Republican 1eadership. 
I 

It the President ~eally means what he says about everybody 

tightening their b~lts in America -- everybody, NOT ~ust the 

:farmers -· he will have strong Republican support in the CQngress. 

,. 

I t 

I 

• I 
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THE UHITE HCUSE 

TEXT OF TID'1 F..E1:1ARKS OF THE PRESIDENT 
/S THE N.'\.TION.:.L F f:l'J.-JEP.S UNION CONVENTION 

M!l\TNEAPOLIS, HINNESOTA 

I'm happy to be: hc:re. 

1 ,.., _,_u, 1960 

I don't believe anyone can claim th< t I .:::m a net·T recruit to the 
fnrmer 's cou1..4 se. 

You and I tven"Z" m.2ny of the same cmup<:lign ribbons. Some of them 
:cen:::esen·:: victo::ies--and some defeats. Mine go back to the 
thi:::ties. Yours go back 66 years--during which the Fnrmers Union 
has led the way in rural l.llD.erica. You have produced great 
leaders--like Jim Patton and Tony Dechant, Emd you::..· fine state 
presidents. Huch of the legislation th.:J.t has helped the .!'.J.nerican 
farmer to n better day bears the Farmers Union brand. 

I knmv -v1hat the fermer wants - £:nd I want you to have 4 ~-
-'-"""• 

You v1c.mt a fai:: price for your product--and you v1ill 
have it. 

You wnnt assurance th.:>t r~s ~ng costs -vdll not tvine 
out n lifetime investment--and you will h2ve it. 

You 't,7ant parity--a fair deal, an even chance to shzre 
in ~he rich nnd good life of this good nc:tion--.:md 
you v1ill have it. 

You want the justice, the decency and the opportunity 
that every !~erican has the right to claim as his 
native right. 

l~d you will have them. 

So long zs I am you:r Presiden·:: you vTill .nbvays have my understand
ing, my admir-:.tion cmd my ~1holehearted support in fighting for 
these goals. 

vle knm·T that it 't·7ill be a fight. vie knotv there m.4 e many v1ho oppose 
ou:r goals. 

itiORE 
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There c:re those 't':rho h2ve forgotten that "lithout farms, there ~qould 
be no f2ctories, no cities. 

There c.re those 't'7ho no longer believe in the partnership between 
farmer and government--tv-he tell us its time to nget the government 
out of agriculture. 11 

There are those tV'ho fail to rec.lize that many of the problems of 
urban hnericc 2re a reflection of f2ilures in rural ..:illlerica. 

You kno"7, as 
all !11nerica. 
v7ill require 
each of us .. 

I do, that the farmer's problems are the problems of 
L~1d you know that the solution to those problems 

the sympathy and the understanding and the help of 

So I did my spring planting a little early this year. TI1ree weeks 
~go, I sent Congress a message on the farmer and rural !®erica. 

That message will sound mighty familiar to the Farmers Union-
because you have designed much of it--and supported all of it. 

I have asked Congress to extend the Supply Management Programs of 
the Food and Lgriculture Act of 1965 - this year - with permanent 
authority because the farmer shouldn't be asked to grow more than 
·the market can take at a fair price. 

I have aslc.ed Congress to continue the direct payment programs of 
the 1965 Act--they are the difference between profit and loss for 
many farmers each year. 

I have asked Congress to extend the Food for Fr08dom Let for r:n 
additional three years--because it is right for this nation to 
help hungry peoples from our abundance - and because it is good 
business for our farmers to build new markets in other lands .. 

I h.sve asked Congress to authorize c. national food banl~--a 
security reserve of wheat, feederains and soybeans--which would 
give the farmer higher prices, protect the consumer from food 
scarcity, and provide the government with an emergency food 
ncushion 11 in re<Jching supply-management decisions. 

I have asked Congress to help find the ways to give the farmer 
more bargaining power in the marketplace. As you have so many 
times before, the Farmers Union is leading the way in this fight. 

Finally, I have asked Congress for programs to bring parity of 
opportunity to rural America - more farm credit - rural jobs -
decent housing - adequate diets - the chance to lead a full and 
productive life. 
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During the months to come, you will hear these programs cussed 
and discussed. It won't be ensier to pass them. It will be even 
harder this session because this is - as I remember - an election 
year. 

Some voices toecy express doubt that the lmerican farm and the 
Pmerican f~rmer cen survive. They say we must s~crifice that 
pl.· iceless heritage--that American dream on the alt;:n: of progt~ess. 

I say they are just as wrong as they can be. 

If the farmers of funerica speak up courageously and forcefully in 
their m·m behalf--if we and you together have the patience and 
determination to preserve and improve our agricult~al programs-
if 't'le trust our hopes and not our fears, American agriculture can 
prosper as never before. 

lmd rural funerica can continue to stand for that which is best in 
~11 !.Jilerica. 

There is another area in v7hich all lwericans - f~rmers and city 
dwellers must demonstrate - that same courage, patience and 
determination. 

For many years we have been engaged in a struggle in Southeast 
Asia to stop the onrushing tide of Communist aggression. This 
tide threatens to engulf that part of the world. It threatens 
our mvn security and that of our allies. 

The blood of our young men has been shed in this cause. They 
knot·l why we are there. They have seen the evidence of the enemy's 
determination to conquer those tV'ho seek to be masters in their 
own house. 

Our fighting men knov7, from the evidence in their eyes, that we 
face a ruthless enemy. They kno·N· from the carnage of the enemy's 
treacherous assaults that he has no feelings about the deliberate 
murder of innocent tV"omen and children in the villages and cities 
of South Vietnam. 

They are not misled by propaganda or by the effort to gloss over 
the actions of an enemy who has brol-;.en every truce, and who makes 
no secret of his intention to conquer by force the people of South 
Vietnam. 

Lt the same time, during these past four years 'tve have made 
rem.srkable strides here nt home. We have opened the doors of 
freedom and full citizenship and opportunity to 30 million people, 

i10RE 



-4-

and we have sust~ined the highest level of prosperity for the 
longest period of time ever knot-m. 

But the time has come 'ttlhen your P...cesident must ~sk you to JOl.n in 
a total nation.:.l effort to ~1in the wa~, to win the peece, and to 
complete the job at home. 

I asl~ you to JOJ.n in a program of national austerity to insure 
that our economy will prosper ancl our fiscal position will be 
sound. 

The Congress has been asked to enact a bill which will impose 
upon the average citizen an additional one cent for each dollar 
of taxes. I ask you to bear this burden in the interest of a 
stronger nation. 

I am consulting \·lith the Congress on proposals for savings in the 
national budget. If it is the will of the Congress, we shall make 
such ~eductions. They will postpone many needed actions. 

All travel outside the Western Hemisphere by government officials 
and private citizens which is not absolutely essential should be 
postponed. I have already called for savings and cuts in 
expenditures and investments abroad by our business enterprises. 
vle are going to intensify this program. 

Most of all I ask your help and your patriotic support for our men 
who are bearing the burden of battle in Vietnam. We seek not the 
victory of conquest, but the triumph of justice. vle v1ill win. 

I am deeply aware of the yearning in our country for peace. We 
are a peace loving nation. There is none among you who desires 
peace more than your President. We hope to achieve a just peace 
at the negotiating table. But if the enemy continues to insist-
as it does now--that the outcome must be determined on the battle
field, then we vTill win the peace on the battlefield. 

To reach that peace will require your sacrifice, your understand
ing, your help, and your cooperation. 



Rem:::: l~s 
Vice President Hube::t Humphrey 

Nationzl Farmers Union 
Ivlinneapo lis, i1innesota 

Hc:::ch !.0, 1960 

'
1The ::r:rm w~s he1:e befo::e the fectory • • • 

:'!:.merica 'V7aS built on .c :Coundction of fc:."'ms ,:;.nc: rcnches 
supplyin3 the food 2nd fiber fo:: a bountiful c.ncl ::estless nation. 

11It 'tves the farmer 1 s qualities--his herd 'tvor!: .:1nd perse
verence, his independence C.i.1.d initiative--v7hich gave st:::eneth to 
a nation's character. 

n.!'~gricultu:;_4e, our first industry, remains our g::ec.test. 
It is the vital center of our economy--fueling our industry and 
commerce> feeding our people and the hungry of the world , •• 

0 But the Imericcn farmer, who helped to build l..merica' s 
prosperity, still does not fully ... -or fairly--share in it. ' 1 

Those 2re not the words of Tony Dechant ... ·though they might 
well be. 

Those are words from ~~esident Johnson's new message to 
the Congress on 23:::iculture. 

l.nd the unfair, unjust pr:::radox of inadequ.:::.te incomes for 
the ve..:y indus·t::y and the very people 'tvho provide the keystone 
of Lmerican :;>1:'osperity is what that message is designed to correct. 

Inadequc.te fm .. "'m income means more than c.n unfeir break for 
the f,~rmer. 

It means the entire rural economy held beck. 

It me2ns transferring poverty from c. rural setting to an 
urban slum--a cruel gamble and ~ disservice to ~11. 

It meens infringement of c fundamental imericen freedom-
freedom to choose l7he::e to live and v'7here to wot'l~--fm: millions 
of young t..me:-cicens t>7ho can see no future on the farms end home
steeds they love. 

I:Tm·1 you end I have been getting together off end 011. over 
the lest fe"t·7 yec.::s to ::.·ead the health chart on Lme::ic.:n agricul-
t:u:re. 



The cha:L"t didn't look too good back in the 'Fifties-
higher and highe:;: outlc.ys by the ta:l::?!::yer for farm programs, and 
less and less income for the fa:L"mer. 

The cha:.:-t has turned up in the ·'Sixties • • • net fcrm 
income up 55 percent today • • • exports at an all-t~e high of 
6.G billion dollcrs in 1967 ••• inventories below a billion 
dollars for the first time since 1953. 

But you l~nm.Y and I kno't-J that the patient is still a long 
rm::.y from perfect health. 

fmd <2ll of us who have stl."uggled with the complexities of 
farm legislction over the years kno't-7 that there aren't any miracle 
remedies on the shelf. 

There is, ho't-7eve1:, in this yecr 1 s farm message, the most 
comprehensive, reasoned, clear and bold farm program ever set 
dot·m by any i:.merican president. 

It is your program. Your leaders had a great deal to do 
't17ith ·uhat it says, and you've been for everything that's in it. 

The Johnson-Humphrey Ldministration says to the Lmerican 
farmer: vle don 1 t presume to tal~e care of you. But <t·1e do mean 
to 't·Jork closely lvith you as partners to see that you can fully 
and f.!li:.·ly take cc.re of yourselves in the marketpln.ce • • • at 
home and cbrocd ••• now and for years and decades to come. 

Let's take a closer look nt that message. 

Point one calls for a permanent extension of the Food and 
Agriculture li.ct of 1965. 

Ls long fl.S the farms of .<.'.llllerica produce more than 'tve can 
consume, we fl.re going to need machinery to balance supply and 
demand--to avoi.d the income-depressing, farm-killing cycle of 
glut and scarcity. 

This yec.: the Food and Lgriculture .. '\ct of 1965 fcced its 
severest test. Increased w'heat and feed grain c:,llotments for 
1967 crops 'tiTers follmved by a series of unforeseen events: t-Jorld
wide bumper crops, smeller total demand--and lower prices for the 
farmer. 

But I submit to you that the 1965 Act passed the test this 
year. Its direct pcyments provided the margin be~veen profit end 
loss for a gre~t many farmers--an additional 48 cents for each 
bushel of 't·;rheat--15 cents for each pound of cotton--20 cents for 
each bushel of corn. 
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You knol7 uh~t the alternative would have been without the 
ltct--lmver c~sh prices and no government payments to cushion the 
impact. Indeed the specialists tell us that faLLn income could 
have dropped as much .::s a third--back to 1959 levels • • • 't'Theat 
.::t c dollar and ten cents a bushel ••• corn at 75 cents. 

The President explicitly recognizes that the present act 
cen be improved, .und we mean to work closely with you to improve 
it. 

But let's extend it permanently now, so that the fal1mer, 
like eny other businessman, can do his planning in edvance and 
neve~ be the innocent victim of a program lapse. 

Point tvm: A three-year extension of the Food for Freedom 
Act. 

Last year you c:.nd your fellow American farmers lcept 
literally millions of people in developing countries around the 
world from starvation. You imp~oved the diets of millions more. 

In a world that knot-ls too much of hate and selfishness, 
our food aid p~ograms have stood out year after year as a 
humanit~rian beacon of hope. That in itself is ample justifica
tion for the Food for Freedom program. 

But there is more than the humanitarian justification. 
Food aid has meant economic development which in turn has created 
ne't'T marl:ets for l:.merican agricultural products. Japan, Turkey~. 
Greece, Italy, Spain and many co~,tries which have received 
assistance unde~ u. s. food aid programs are now among our best 
dollar customers for farm exports. 

Food aid is more than good-neighborliness. It is good 
business. 

!:.nd, in a hungry 'tvorld, strong, productive, independent 
!.:.merican family farms amount: to no less than a massive defense 
system in the cause of peace. No other nation can equal it. 

Food po~1er--and the food c:.id programs 't'lhich you and I have 
fought so hard for over the years--are Pmerica's exclusive tool 
fo~ building a s~fer, freer world. 

This nation should pay its producers a fair price for that 
food pol7er--and use it to the full. 

Point three of the President's message is creation of a 
national food bank for '(.vheat, feed grc.ins, and soybeans • 

. ' 
! 
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The food bank ·would serve multiple purposes--protecting 
the consumer acninst food scarcity • • • protecting the farmer 
against falling prices • • • and further cushioning the ups and 
dm·ms thct are part of any commodity program. 

Tl1is program has three critical ingredients: 

--L reserve owned by farmers under strengthened reseal 
provisions in the price support program. The Johnson-Humphrey 
,:\dministrc.tion lws abmys believed that farmers should be able 
to retain their equity as long as possible, and that the inventory 
in the hands of the Commodity Credit Corporation should be reduced 
to a safe m~nl.I!lum. Thc::t is why l:·7e recently extended the reseal 
privilege to v7arehouses: 

--!:.uthority for the Secretary of Lgriculture to buy 
additional reserves at market prices--without waiting until 
prices drop to support levels; 

--Insulation of the food bank from the commercial market. 

vle introduced legislation for 2 food b<.:!nk of this kind in 
the Conz::ess last year. Nov1 let's pass it. 

Nov7 point four is perhaps the most important, .:md all the 
other programs are calculated to support it: Increased bargain
ing pO't·7er for the farmer in the f.'ml.erican marl:etplace. 

Ls Tony Dechant reminded the National Farm Institute 
lest month: n'l'he fermer is the only businessman left in !..merica 
uho is still forced to sell his products at ~vholesale prices set 
by sonebody else • • • and to buy his production supplies at 
ret~il prices, ~lso set by someone else. 

Re.r:l and effective bargaining po~ver for the iiillerican farmer 
~s long overdue--especially in livestock, poultry, fruits and 
vegetables ~rl1ich are not covered by price support and payment 
programs. 

I am happy to say that a great young sen~tor, Walter 
I.Jond.:::le, has introduced a bill in the Senate along the lines of 
the Hationc.l Lgricultural Act that Tony Dechant and Bill Thatcher 
have been urging for so long. 

\rle still don't knovr all the :'hm·r' s '' of effective farm 
bargaining. But i:ve knm-r it is ?ossible ••• it is necessary 
and the Johnson-Humphrey Ldministration is fm: it. 

• • • 

The Farmers Union has a long-standing record of building 
farm cooperatives. Cooperatives have already increased the 
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farmer 1 s voice in the marketplace, and '\'lill be a cruci.::l element 
in future barg~ining strength. 

But let me also re-emphasize that partnership be~1een the 
fnrmers and government is essential to bargaining pm1er. 

vfuen you have the machinery to maintain a reasonable supply
demand balance·-~nd only then--farm bargaining po"1er increases. 

Hhen you allow farmers to reseal their grain, farm 
bargaining power increases. 

When you improve nutrition for children under School Milk, 
School Lunch, Food Stamp and domestic donation prog~ams, farm 
barg.::lining po\17er increases. 

Hhen you .:educe unemployment, help people lift themselves 
out of poverty, and enable more /~ericans to afford a decent diet, 
snd this L.dministration has done those things, fm:m bargaining 
pm1er increases. 

vfuen you negotiate an international commodity agreement, 
as Tony Dechant and others helped us do last summer in the Kennedy 
P.ound trade ne3otiations in Geneva, farm bargaining po"1er increases. 

l...nd it is bargaining pm·mr that can put the .Lmerican farmer 
firmly on his oun tt·m feet in the l.u11erican marketpl.::ce. 

Finally, there are proposals to improve the general 
qu::lity of life in rur.t1l Lmerica for all who live there end all 
who "tv ish they could. 

110perction Outreach, 11 begun last year, will continue to 
bring 90 federal programs designed to improve everything from 
health to housing • • • from education to economic development 
right into the colli!tryside. 

• • • 

Parity for the li.Illerican farmer will mean little lvithout 
parity for his community • • • parity in everything that belongs 
to a modern American standard o:: living for every rural citizen: 
iYleaningful job opportunities • • • decent housing • • • adequate 
diets ••• the chance to lead ~ full and productive life. 

Hy fello·w Hinnesotans lmmv very lvell that I am reluctant to 
talk politics--especially when there is an election only a fe'tJ 
months a-r.,lay. 

But you are practical people--and passing farm programs is 
a very practical business. 
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Fe!'m b::recining pm-Ter is going to be tested on election 
dc:::y in November. 

On election day you ~re going to negotiate a four-year 
contract--and it 't'70n' t be subject to renegotiction. 

On election day you are 3oing into the marketplace of 
political decision to decide t·7hat happens to fmerican agriculture-
and to all those programs the F~rmers Union has fought for long 
.s.nd hm:d. 

Toc1<:y 't7e have a president v7hose record is clear and 
unequivocal. 

We hcve c President v7ho has fought as a senator ll.nd in 
the Hhite Houne for /.merican agriculture • • • for feir prices 
with a decent profit for the farmer • • • for protection from the 
speculetor and the unpredict<:tble forces of the marl~et • • • for 
the health and welfare of rural P.merica. 

He believes in parity for l..merican .ngriculture • • • in 
full end equcl opportunity for every farm family ~nd agricultural 
producer. 

I doubt if you've forgotten the effects of the ~epublican 
neglect a fet:7 yc.:rs ago. 

Farm income dropped c full 20 percent in eight years-
dm·m t'tV'O and a qu.s.rter billion dollars. By 1960 the Commodity 
Credit Corporation held eieht billion dollars tvorth of stocl~. 

I knm·r v7hat that meant here in 1-iinnesota and throuehout 
the country--and I don't think this nc:tion or its food producers 
can afford to go through it .ngain. 

Yes, /~crican agriculture has a good friend in President 
Lyndon Johnson. 

Dut it td:es more then n stl."ong, determined, friend-of-the
farmer in the ~·1hite House to en:1ct sound farm legisl.::tion. 

i:Iuch of '1;·7h.:::t I have discussed today has to get through the 
Congress before it can do f~erica•s farm economy any good. 

/:.nd the1:e is nothing r:utom.:tic about COl"lgl."ess cdopting 
farm progr.:ms any more--particula1.4 ly t·1hen senators and representa
tives from rurcl districts vote against them. We can no longer 
depend on c strong bipartisan f.~rm bloc lil~e the one we had until 
the 1950s. 
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ICeep this in mind v7hen you lool: over your congressional 
cc.ndidates in tl:.e months ahec.d. 

Find out where they and their supporters stand on farm 
prices ••• and farm programs ••• and farm bargaining. 

Tc-.ke a look, also, at the list of sponsors of the Curtis 
bill--a proposal to eliminate all farm program~s. 

It also includes the names of some of the Republicans who 
voted 110 to 14 ·::o kill the 1965 Farm llct. Democrats, farm and 
city alike, provided the margin to get that bill through. 

!.s Sc:m r..nyburn used to say, nLny donkey can kick a barn 
dovm, but it td~es a good cnrpenter to build one. n 

So I urge you to ask some pointed questions before you 
step into the polls. There is a lot of unfinished business ahead 
of us in ,.' . .merican agriculture and it is going to take builders, 
not barn v:rreckers, to finish it. 

1~ 1J: 11= 
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