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Section 401 appeals P.L. 480 --
states that food can be given over the program only when the
following criteria are met: (1) adequate domestic requirements;
(2) adequate carryover; and (3) assessment of anticipated exports
for dollars.

The proposed amendment would state that if the Secretary of
Agriculture determines that some part of the exportable supply
should be used to carry out the national interests or humanity

objectives of this Act.

Senator Humphrey introduced a bill, S. 2792, which reads
identical to the Administration's proposed amendments with the

exception of the word '"and'" in place of "or',
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2rovided, That the level of price support may be less than the mini-
«mmm level provided in the foregoing table if the Secretary, after exam-
hﬁon of the availability of funds for mandatory price support pro-

pecified in section 401
nes that such lower level is desirable and proper. (7 U.S.C.
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TITLE IV—-MISCELLANEOUS
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‘normal pattern of their agriculture. (7 U.S.C. 1421(c).)

PRICE SUPPORT—AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 1949
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- the availability of funds, (4) the perishability of the commodity, (3
.the importance of the commodity to agriculture and the national ecor

omy, (6) the ability to dispose of stocks acquired through a prie.
support oEeration, (7) the need for offsetting temporary losses of e;.
port markets, (8) the ability and willingness of producers to keg;
supplies in line with demand, and (9),*" in the case of upland cotto:
changes in the cost of producing such cotton. (7 U.S.C. 1421(b).)

COMPLIANCE WITH ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS, GOALS AND MARKETIN:
PRACTICES

(c)*® Compliance by the producer with acreage allotments, produ
tion goals and marketing practices (including marketing quotas whe
authorized by law), prescribed by the Secretary, may be required v
a condition of eligibility for price support. In administering a::
program for diverted acres the Secretary may make his regulatio:.
applicable on an appropriate geographical basis. Such regulatior
shall be administered (1) in semiarid or other areas where good hu:
bandry requires maintenance of a prudent feed reserve in such manne
as to permit, to the extent so required by good husbandry, the produ:
tion of forage crops for storage and subsequent use either on the far
or in feeding operations of the farm operator, and (2} in areas de
clared to be disaster areas by the Presigent under Public Law 872
Eighty-first Congress, in such manner as will most quickly restore t

DETERMINATION OF SUPPORT LEVEL

(d). The level of price support for any commodity shall be dete:
mined upon the basis of its parity price as of the beginning of t
marketing year or season in the case of any commodity marketed or:
marketing year or season basis and as of January 1 in the case of s~
other commodity. (7 U.S.C. 1421(d).)
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(e)* Whenever any price support or surplus removal operation: "}
any agricultural commodity is carried out through purchases from |
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practicable, obtain from the processors such assurances as he dee=
adequate that the producers of the agricultural commodity invol™
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or surplus removal operation. (7 U.S.C. 1421 (e).)
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£ -\JTI\C)) AEMORANDUM WASHINGTON LOG NO.:

Date: September 28, 1974 Time:
FOR ACTICN: Brent Scowcroft cc (for information):
Bill Timmons

Ken Cole v~ ‘

Jack Marsh

FROM THE STAFF SECRETARY

DUE: Date: Tuesday, October 1, 1974 Time: 12:00 Noon

SUBJECT:

Ash memo (3/27/74) re: Implementing your P.L. 480
Decision e Sl

ACTION REQUESTED:

For Necesscry Ection —X _For Your Recormmendations

Draft Reply

— DPiepare Agenda and Brief

“ .
Y

X FPor Your Comments e Draft Remarks °

REMARKS: »

PLEASE ATTACH THIS COPY TO MATERIAL SUBMITTED.

if you have cny quesions or if you anticipate a

dalaey in submitting th2 required matericl, please

tclephone the Staff Seeretary immediately. Jerry H. Jones
Lad
Staff Secretary

£

he



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

SEP 271574
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE;PRESIDENT
FROM: EOY- 1 L. ASH—
~ o S ,
SUBJECT: Implementing your P.L. 480
decision

With regard to your recent decision to increase the amount
we spend on food aid and to retain flexibility by making
decisions on P.L. 480 levels and composition on a quarterly
basis, this memorandum summarizes the way in which an in-
crease in food assistance will be financed and outlines -
steps to implement your decision.

1. Financing an increase in food aid. A Congressional
appropriation is not needed to increase food aid.
The P.L. 480 program is financed from three sources:
(1) appropriations; (2) receipts, mainly repayments
gf past P.L. 480 credit sales; and (3) the use of
jommodity Credit Corporation borrowing authority.
The last source has been used in the past, without
Congressional objection, to increase the program in
a given year above the level permitted by the first
two sources. Subsequent years' appropriations re-
imburse CCC. If an increase in food aid should
require an increase in outlays of the Department of
Agriculture, this will have to be shown in the
1976 Budget when it is transmitted in January, but
not before.

2., Implementation of your decision on food aid. The
Cabinet Food Committee met on September 19, and
confirmed that you should be informed regarding
shipments in the first quarter (ending September 30),
and that thereafter quarterly program recommendations
should be presented for your approval, with options
and trade-offs noted where significant. Accordingly,
the Interagency Staff Committee on P.L. 480 (ISC),
chaired by Agriculture, met to consider commodity




availabilities and essential overseas needs, and will
develop a draft second quarter program consistent

with your guidance. The senior level interagency group,
which includes representation of all relevant agencies -
at the Assistant Secretary level, will review the work
of the ISC, and a recommended second quarter P.L. 480
program will be presented for your review by October 1.

«®



THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE

WASHINGTON

October 1, 1974

Mr. Norman Ross
Domestic Council

The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Norm:

Jim Daniel is a very conservative editor,
and a good friend of the Administration.

I first knew him when I was in Washington
in 1954-57, when he was then with Gannett
Newspapers. For the last dozen years or
more he has been with Reader's Digest,

and is a real voice of Conservatism there.

I don't know what's back of the complaint
he makes. Perhaps you will know where to
refer this. It may be that somebody will
want to write him further. Then again,
perhaps not.

Sincerely yours,

EARL L. BUTZ
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THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE
WASHINGTON

October 1, 1974

L

Mr., James Daniel

Roving Editor

Reader's Digest

Pleasantville, New York 10570

Dear Jim: "

I have your letter of September 10 relative
to the situation involving the New York
Radio Station to which you refer.

Jim, I a%ree with you. Sometimes, however,
it is difficult to make our own feelings
translated into concrete action,

I am referring your letter to a contact in
the White House for further study and evalua-
tion. You may be hearing from him.

With warm regards, I am,

Sincerely yours,

EARL L. BUTZ

bcc*/ﬁz. Norman Ro$s

The White House

1]
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If the President wants to make more overtures to heal
divisions in this country, mavbe he micht want to do something
about the albuse of the air waves., Here in New York we
are about to lose our 24-=hour classical music station;
it was resold and the new owners can't make the payments
or earn the desired return, based on the new capitalization,
without switching to rock. This is not a free market
situation for two reasons:

ey
1. The nurber of stations is~lirited physically and also
administratively.
2. The rock market is heavily controlled, with gross
pavyola determnining what is playved on the air. The
enclosed clipping gives some idea of whatgoes into
naking a "popular" record.

I think, if I were President, I would ask the FCC to
come up with some plan wherebfy in every part of the
country there would be one nen-commercial station
breoadcasting classical music 24 hours a day., This would
be of enormous gultural importance (in keeping with the
great interest in good rusic in public schools,
colleges, amateur orchestras and the like) andit
would gladden the hearts of the average man and woman and
boy and girl,

he average American is entirely capable of appreciating
guality, Ourpopular culture does not represent oiving
him "what he wants"; it is based ofi giving him what
makes tihe most profit througl ranipulation of the

think you know that nobody has a longer record than
f being in favor of using the market system (nobody
the press, that is; I don't think I've held the
ition loncer than you, =ince you were one of the

%

183 GOOD HILL ROAD, WESTON, CONNECTICUT 06880
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR AL RUOH
CITY OF SAINT LOUIS >
MISSOURI P140CT 8 py 3 45

JOHN H. POELKER
MAYOR
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%‘Q})j/ The Honorable Gerald R. Ford
President of the United States
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

October 4, 1974

dRIG' AL TO:. DEWEY CLOWER

‘763 FYI TO: NORM ROSS C:/

a Bnasiii

Dear Mr. President:

Those of us who have been involved in the
administration of our major cities for a number of years
frequently find solutions to problems that sometimes
-present themselves to the White House. A case in point
is the current controversy in Texas with the cattle
ranchers. I would like to relate a similar experience
I had with Midwestern pork producers in 1968, which
hopefully will suggest to you a possible course of action.

The National Farmers' Organization, as you may
recall, was withholding large quantities of hogs from the
market as a protest to prices. A series of mass killings
and burials were occurring throughout the Midwest. I
contacted a militant group of NFO members in our neigh-
boring state of Illinois who had planned to slaughter 300

- hogs and bury them. We suggested the same purpose of
withholding the pork from the open market might be accom-
plished by giving these animals to the City of Saint Louis
for distribution to needy families who were unable to buy
pork at any price.



The Honorable Gerald R. Ford
Page Two
October 4, 1974.

After a lengthy conference they agreed but with
the proviso that the entire program from hoof to table
must be accomplished with not one cent of profit being
realized by anyone. Needless to say, this presented a
sizeable problem for distribution and packaging. The
local livestock slaughtering houses refused to cooperate
indicating they felt they would be assisting the NFO in
_boycotting the market.

To collapse the time frame of the narrative,
let it suffice to say I arranged for the animals to be
slaughtered and processed in the Missouri State Prison
using inmates and volunteer union help. Transportation
was accomplished by cooperation of local supermarket
chains and the Missouri Bus and Truck Association. Storage
was donated by frozen food processors. Distribution was
accomplished and the families selected by local poverty
agencies as well as the Health and Welfare Council.

I would be most happy to cooperate with any
person or agency you designate in an attempt to bring
about a feasible solution to the situation in Texas. If
you feel that we can be of any assistance at anytime in
the future, please feel free to call upon us.

incerely, ‘\

to the Mayor



PROCLAMATION
BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

To the People of the United States, Greetings:

WHEREAS, family farm concept needs to be the ultimate goal

of all people throughout the United States: and

WHEREAS, Family farm coneept can only be obtained by a

positive, diligent and concerted effort by democratic people

everywhere: and

WHEREAS: On this 8th day of October, 1974, In the capitol of

the United States, I, Gerald R. Ford, President of the United

States, do hereby proclaim the third week of October as
FAMILY FARM WEEK

in the United States of America and do urge all people to

cooperate in the promotion of the family farm concept and way

of life.
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STATE OF NEBRASKA

October 2, 1974
The Honorable Carl Curtis The Honorable Roman Hruska
United States Senator United States Senator
Room 22|3, New Senate Office Building Room 209, Old Senate 0ff|ce Building
Washington, D. C. Washmgton 5 S =

Dear Senators Curtis and Hruska:
This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of September 26.

As you know, we have already met with Attorney General Saxbe on the
subject of our exchange of correspondence regarding the disastrous
livestock situation we're facing in the breadbasket states. -

We also had a very interesting and thorough discussion Monday with
Mr. Norman Ross of the White House staff.

Mr. Ross told me and other Nebraskans who made this trip with me, that
he felt that it was important that we bring this matter personally to the
attention of our new President, and said that.e would.recommend the
President see us as soon as his schedule will allow. -
P — e e .
hen this meeting is arranged, you will be advised, and we would
appreciate the-Nebraska Congressional delegation being with us'in our
visit with the President and the Secretary of Agric

4
i
%overnor
P 4
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON ¥;£//

October 12, 1974

MEMORANDUM FOR: - FRANK ZARB

NORMAN ROSS¢ -
THROUGH : " WILLIAM E. TIMMONS
FROM: MAX FRIEDERSDORF _##4. / _
SUBJECT: M.C. Bob Price (R-Tex)

Be advised that the President approved a meeting with "responsible
cattlemen" sometime during the next two weeks.

This occurred during a meeting with Price and the Congressman
is getting together a list of potential invitees.
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ober 15, 1974 #
Honorable Roy L. Ash
‘Director. Qffice of Management
and Budget
Washington. D. C. 20503

Dear Mr. .sh:

Enclosed are 20 copies of this Department's Legislative Program for
the First Session of the 94th Congress, submitted pursuant to
Section 6 of Office of Management and Budget Circular A-19, Revised.

Included in the legislative program are items of legislation which
this Agency contemplates proposing to the Congress and a separate
listing of laws or provisions of laws affecting this Department
which will expire prior to.December 31, 1976.

Program proposals not included at this time are in the areas of

food a2nd nutrition, disaster assistance, and Federal Crop Insurance
Corporation. These proposals when fully developed could well become

a part of the President's legislative program., They will be forwarded
to you as soon as they receive final policy consideration within

this Department,

I Al

J. Phil c-fipbell
Undexr Sedatary

Sin

Enclosures

(Clz2z






EXPIRING LEGISLATION

Legislative Program, First Session, 94th Congress

Administering Recommend
Agency Program and Law Expires Extension
ES Title V-Rural Development & 6/30/76 NO

Small Farm Research & Educa-
tion-Rural Development Act of
1972 (7 U.S.C. 2661-68;

P.L. 92-419)

FNS Special Food Service Program 6/30/75 NO
for Children (42 U.S.C. 1761
(a) (1); P.L. 92-433)

School Breakfast Program 6/30/75 YES
(42 U.S.C. 1773(a); :

P.L. 92-433) s
Special Supplemental Food 6/30/75 NO

Program for Women, Infants,
and Children (42 U.S.C. 1786;
P.L. 93-326, P.L. 93-150)




DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

PROPOSED LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR THE FIRST SESSION, 94th CONGRESS

PART I - PRESIDENT'S PROGRAM PROPOSALS

FOREST SERVICE

941-1 National Forest Wilderness ProposalsS......... o ook o o e e
941-2 Eastern WildernessS....c..eceseecess B e O I 5 s e O 0 oo o il
941-3 New Proposals.......... aie bl ave iis S e e cet ks S S ettr el olfu i 5 5 skehin oL
941-4 Wild and Scenic Rivers........... o ket e e Ciln S oe L e GO O i 1l

PART II - ALL OTHER PROPOSALS

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION

941-5 Clarification of Authorization for Shifts in Land Use........ 92
941-6 Remove the Five-Percent Interest Rate Ceiling on New Farm
Ownership and Operating Loans & Individual Soil, and Water,
and Recreation Loans, and Provide for Making Periodic
Adjustments on the Rate Charged the BOrrower.....ceoeeeeeseeces
941~-7 Remove Certain Operating Loan Renewal Restrictions..... s g 2
941-8 Expand Definition of an "Essential Community Facility" to
Include Erected Improvements and Related Machinery and

Equipment dn INdUStTial Patks .. ... oo as oo soor s et sterae s s o2

941-9 Expand the Definition of an Eligible Borrower to Allow Loans

and/or Grants to be Made to Borrowers Located in Non-Rural

Areas Provided the Facility for Which Farmers Home Adminis-—

tration Funds are Used Will Primarily Serve Rural Residents....3
941-10 Eliminate the Certification by the Department of Labor

Regarding Loans to Industries that Would Create Excess

Capaclty..sneee 6 T e e e b 5 e Ble et . wneare s v lste ok e e 3
941-11 A More Precise Definition of "Rural Area" is Needed ....... e w3
941-12 Remove Dollar Limitation Imposed on the Amount of Unsold

Loans Which May be Held in the Agricultural Credit Insurance

Fund at Any One Time....ceeenosanaas R ¢ BieeE sl i« e e y ¥ e D
941-13 Clarification of Authorization to Participate With Other

Lenders or Grantors in Financing ProjectS..c..c.ceevececnen o
941-14 A New Definition of "Rural Area" for Rural Housing is Needed b
941-15 Provide for Non-Judicial Federal Mortgage Foreclosure. .........4
941-16 Modification of Loan Moratorium Authority...... c nsare

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE

941-17 Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 Amendment.....cceceveeeeeen b,
941-18 Perishable Agricultural Commodities Act, 1930 Amendment........S
941-19 User Fee Legislation-Cotton & TobacCO..eeeseeccsssccansn e

941-20 To Amend, Update, and Clarify Provisions of the Plant Variety
Protection Act....... S5 ) AT L e i BRI R R o

941-21
941-22

941-23
941-24
941-25

941-26

941-27
941-28
941-29
941-30
941-31
941-32
941-33
941-34
941-35

941-36
941-37

941-38
941-39
941-40
941-41
941-42
941-43
941~44
941-45

941-46

941-47

941-48
941-49

Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937 Amendment....... o
Agriculture Marketing Act of 1946 Amendment...... SHATR % T 2 W R

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE

Honeybee Act Amendment.....coeeeeevecsvosenssnnaeas e PR
Organic Act of September 21, 1944, Amendments..... S b
Civil Penalties for Violation of the Animal Quarantine Laws,

and the Plant Pest and Plant Quarantine AcCtS....cceeeveoceecsns
Federal Meat Inspection Act and Poultry Products Inspection

Act AMBAAMEONES ..o o o aiatniolsis s e saebins s ol sHeReel wials S5 4B s elnller ek at: W
Authority to Collect User Fees ................ SR A i o SPRER SR
Animal Welfare Act AmendmentsS....... N O & % aE a e
Animal Quarantine Laws Amendment -- Newspaper Notices..........
Export Animal Accommodation Act AmendmentS......eeeeeeeeoacosas
Animal Identification Act........... S iaialle e st s s S ON R s
Relocation of Animal Import Center....... R L e e
Animal -Virus—-Serum-Toxin Act Amendment.....c..ce.. §slh st o
Animal Quarantine Laws Amendments -- Emergency Quarantines.....
Tariff Act Amendments....... wrot me i W e R S R e e o S

FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE

School Breakfast Program.......... e WAeSh A PN WL T Ty
Food Stamp Program Eligibility......... F TP Y L T R s s o

FOREST SERVICE-

Revision of Mining Laws.......... T T R T T W o
Alaska National ForestS........... R A
National Forest Boundary Modification .......... e (a sk are s Sl o
Forest Service Omnibus Bill..... srate s AL L S PR B S B T .
Land Acquisition - Boundary Water Canoe Area S ot e
Lands Omnibus Bill.........vu. o SR By SR U RN et e % b
Ueility Service. coee avne ai s NG BB S e e & b B RTReL 6 o o e =
Revision of Right-of-Way Authorities........veceuececaceccccens

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

Update Administrative Approval Authority for Watershed

Projects duvas s ieis SRS s efsneraRarare & wlsiEen Al e o 8 ey e AN S R e e e s
Amend Section 216 of the Flood Control Act of 1950 (Bl
81-516) . s gt xatfers: D ErRrs igsite ol eI Al TR ORE o S5 e NN

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE

Relinquishment of Exclusive Legislative Jurisdiction...........
Acceptance of Volunteer Services....ceeeeeese SEEIh s AR =8 & e




941-50

941-51

941-52

941-53

941-54
941-55
941-56
941-57
941-58
941-59
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM, FIRST SESSION, 94TH CONGRESS

PART I - PRESIDENT'S PROGRAM PROPOSALS

FOREST SERVICE

941-1

941-2

941-3

941-4

National Forest Wilderness Proposals. This is a group of 19
proposals to designate wildernesses which resulted from the
review of primative areas pursuant to the Wilderness Act.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Eastern Wilderness. This is a proposal to amend the Wilderness

Act to provide for the addition of certain eastern National Forest
lands to the National Wilderness Preservation System. At present,
lands -in the Eastern U.S. are not eligible to be included in the
Wilderness System, as they are restored lands. This amendment
would set different entrance criteria so that restored lands can
become part of the Wilderness System. The amendment would make
only those lands east of the 1000 meridian eligible under these
new criteria. The proposal provides for the designation of 16
initial areas and 37 study areas. ;

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

New Proposals. The Forest Service expects to complete field
review and prepare proposals which provide for designation of
wilderness in the Alpine Lakes area, Washington and the Lanes

Peak area, Utah.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Wild and Scenic Rivers. These proposals would designate the Snake,
Pere Marquette, and Flathead Rivers as components of the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers System.

a. Snake River. This proposal resulted from Forest Service's
review of several National Recreation Area proposals in the
93rd Congress.

b. Pere Marquette. This proposal resulted from Forest Service's
study of the river as specified in the Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act. The study report and recommendations should be available
by October 1974.

¢. TFlathead River. This proposal resulted from Forest Service's
study of the river as specified in the Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act. The study report and recommendations should be available

by October 1974.

d. Study Rivers. This is a proposal to designate 32 rivers for
study under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

No additional appropriation or outlays will be required.




PART II - ALL OTHER PROPOSALS

RURAL DEVELOPMENT

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION

Amendments to Consolidated Farm and Rural Development Act of 1972:

941-5

941-6

941-7

941-8

Clarification of Authorization for Shifts in Land Use. The purpose
of this amendment is to spell out the interpretation that has been
placed on the existing authorization for shifts in land use. 1In
some cases the acquisition of land resources by eligible borrowers
is of greater importance than changing the use of the land. For
example, grazing land which is badly needed by family farmers can
often be used by them for grazing purposes without any substantial
change being made.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Remove the Five-~Percent Interest Rate Ceiling on New Farm Ownership
and Operating Loans & Individual Soil, and Water and Recreation
Loans, and Provide for Making Periodic Adjustments on the Rate

Charged the Borrower. These amendments would authorize interest

rates on new insured loans more in line with those of conventional
long-term lenders, and would reduce proportionately the payments
out of the Agricultural Credit Insurance Fund to make the loans
salable to private investors. The last above suggested amendment
would also authorize the establishment of variable interest rates
on loans made after enactment of the amendments. This would
permit adjustment of interest rates on such loans from time to
time in conformity with the cost of money to the Treasury.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Remove Certain Operating Loan Renewal Restrictions. This proposal
would provide a flexible renewal period for loans rather than

the present '"mot more than five additional years.'" Purpose is to
renew a loan in line with the borrower's repayment ability, where
advantageous to the borrower and the Secretary. The proposal aims
to accomplish the original loan purpose in situations where a change
of conditions occurred after a loan was made that might necessitate
a longer repayment period. The renewal authority would be beneficial
to the government in that it would permit the consolidation of old
notes into a single renewal note which would substantially simplify
planing, servicing and accounting work.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Expand Definition of an "Essential Community Facility' to Include
Erected Improvements and related Machinery and Equipment in Industrial

Parks. The proposal would clarify authority of FmHA to make loans for

a3

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION (Con.)

941-9

941-10

941-11

941-12

necessary facilities on community-owned industrial sites. Current
Office of the General Counsel (OGC) opinion permits loans to purchase
industrial parks but not for improvements under Rural Development
Act language.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Expand the Definition of an Eligible Borrower to Allow loans and/or

Grants to be made to Borrowers Located in Non—-Rural Areas provided

the Facility for which Farmers Home Administration Funds are used will

Primarily Serve Rural Residents. A considerable number of program

delivery problems are originated because of the definition of FmHA
service areas which precludes any consideration of loans to associations
and quasi-public agencies in '"non~rural" communities, although

they may adjoin well-defined rural areas. It is proposed that loans

be permitted to such associations and agencies in "non-rural" com-
munities provided it can be shown that the facility does primarily
serve rural residents.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Eliminate the Certification by the Department of Labor Regarding

Loans to Industries that Would Create Excess Capacity. Extensive

delay is occasioned by Department of Labor certification of business
and industrial loans. Duplication of surveys and investigations by
the Department of Labor relative to excess capacity is proving
non-essential where FmHA has already determined whether an applicant
would be able to show repayment ability.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

A More Precise Definition of "Rural Area" is Needed. This proposal
would eliminate much of the problem in trying to determine eligible
areas where small communities are located near towns of over 50,000

and where population per square mile statistics are unavailable or
debatable. Inadequate data makes decisions uncertain and investigation
time-consuming. Often these excluded towns serve rural areas, but

need industry and jobs desperately.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Remove Dollar Limitation Imposed on the Amount of Unsold Loans

Which May Be Held in the Agricultural Credit Insurance Fund at Any

One Time. This proposal would delete the $500 million limitation
imposed in the Rural Development Act, as amended, in this funding
area. Farmers Home Administration has three insurance fund accounts.
Only that controlling utilization of the Agricultural Credit Insurance
Fund containing such dollar amount limitation, with emergency

loans being excepted. The limitation has been increased repeatedly
over the years. This Department has favored elimination of this
provision.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.
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FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION (Com.)

941-13 Clarification of Authorization to Participate with other Lenders or
Grantors in Financing Projects. This proposal amending the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act would permit the Secretary
to participate in joint financing of projects authorized in this
section with other Federal, state and local agencies and with private
and quasi-public financial institutions. Specifically, FmHA is
particularly interested in allowing the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
to advance grant funds on projects in which FmHA makes loans.
However, it would apply to all other loans that could be made jointly
to advantage of both the government and borrowers.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Amendments to Title V of the Housing Act of 1949:

941-14 A New Definition of "Rural Area' for Rural Housing is Needed. This
proposed amendment would bring rural housing more in line with
definition for water and waste loan programs. It would provide
boundaries identifiable from maps and would eliminate determination
by field staffs. The eligible areas might be enlarged somewhat, but
this would be offset by elimination of the questionable rural areas.

No additional appropriations or outlays 'will be required.

941-15 Provide for Non-Judicial Federal Mortgage Foreclosure. Crowded
court dockets requiring unduly long waiting periods for final
foreclosure proceedings have created serious problems in securing
control of defaulted properties. Delays in completing real estate
foreclosures have increased the risk of vandalism, fire loss,
depreciation and damage, resulting in high financial loss. The
Administration spelled out in its proposed 1974 housing bills an
effective method that would give non-judicial power of sale to
Foreclosure Commissioners after certain conditions are met to
protect all parties concerned. This type of alternative mortgage of
foreclosure proceeding was removed from the Omnibus Housing bill in
the 93rd Congress. :

No additional appropriation or outlays will be required.

941-16 Modification of Loan Moratorium Authority. This proposal would modify
section 505 of the Housing Act of 1949, as amended. Rather than
provide blanket mandate for granting a moratorium to a borrower who
for "circumstances beyond his control" is unable to continue paying
on principal and interest, this proposal would place such authority
in the hands of the Secretary. He could "at his discretion'" grant
a moratorium in the individual hardship case.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

MARKETING AND CONSUMER SERVICES

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE

941-17

941-18

941-19

941-20

Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 Amendment. This proposal would
amend the Act to prohibit use of the letters '"US" or "USDA" or other
terms specified in official U.S. standards in connection with any
representation of inspection, class, grade, quality, size, quantity,
or condition of an agricultural product that had not been officially
inspected and passed or graded.

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
(Dollars in Thousands)
Budget Authority * 40 40 40 40
Outlays * 40 40 40 40

*Increased costs would be absorbed by the agency.

Perishable Agricultural Commodities Act, 1930 Amendment. This proposal

would permit the Secretary of Agriculture to establish license fees
assessed commission merchants, dealers and brokers on either (1) a
uniform fee basis, or (2) a graduated fee basis according to the
amount of business conducted by the firm.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

User Fee Legislation—-Cotton & Tobacco. This proposal would place on
a self-supporting basis the special benefit portion (direct costs)
of the cotton classing and related services under the Smith-Doxey
amendment of the Cotton Statistics and Estimates Act, the Cotton
Futures Provisions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, the U.S.
Cotton Standards Act, and the tobacco inspection services under the
Tobacco Inspection Act, and for other purposes. Proposal assumes
enactment in time for use in fiscal year 1977. An appropriation

in the same amount as the current year would be necessary to
capitalize the fund. Budget reductions would occur in the second
and succeeding years.

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

(Dollars in Thousands)
Budget Authority - - -8,700 -8,700 -8,700
Outlays - - -8,700 -8,700 -8,700

To Amend, Update, and Clarify Provisions of the Plant Variety Protection

Act. This proposal would amend the Plant Variety Protection Act to
extend exclusive rights to breeders of six vegetable crops now' exempt
from the Act, to allow publications of the applicant's name and
whether the variety is to be sold by variety name only as a class of
certified seed, and for other purposes.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.




AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE (Conm.)

941-21

941-22

Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937 Amendment. This proposal
would amend Section 608d(2) of the Agricultural Marketing Agreement
Act to provide specific authority to grant Certified Public Accountants
access to confidential records for purposes of making audit of Federal
milk marketing orders.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Agriculture Marketing Act of 1946 Amendment. A bill to amend the
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 to authorize the Treasury Department
to invest trust fund reserve balances under authority of such Act in
interest-bearing securities.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE

941-23

941-24

941-25

941-26

941-27

Honeybee Act Amendment. This proposal would strengthen regulatory
control of honeybee imports in order to prevent the introduction

of various life forms of undesirable honeybees including the highly
aggressive Africanized honeybees. It would also enable the Depart-
ment to enter into cooperative agreements with northern Latin American
countries in order to carry out procedures designed to delay the
northward advance of these hybrid bees now present in South America.

No additional appropriations or outlays would be required to

implement the amendment at ports of entry. Plans for cooperating with
other countries have not reached the stage where budget estimates can
be made.

Organic Act of September 21, 1944, Amendments. This proposal would
amend the Organic Act of 1944 to clarify the definition of a plant
pest and expand the authority of the Secretary of Agriculture in
conducting foreign plant protection programs.

No additional appropriations or outlays would be required to carry

out the amended act or existing domestic programs. It is not possible
to make estimates for unanticipated outbreaks in the United States

and designated countries. Emergency action can be provided for in
available contingency funds.

Civil Penalties for Violation of the Animal Quarantine Laws, and the
Plant Pest and Plant Quarantine Acts. This proposal would authorize
the Secretary of Agriculture to assess a civil penalty for violation
of the Plant Quarantine Act, the Federal Plant Pest Act, and the

Animal Quarantine Laws. The bill retains the sanction of criminal
prosecution now provided for in these acts, but increases the applicable

fines.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Federal Meat Inspection Act and Poultry Products Inspection Act

‘Amendments. This proposal would strengthen authority for regulatory

measures relating to the identification, control, and disposition
of animals adulterated with unlawful residues.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Authority to Collect User Fees. This proposal would clarify and extend
the authority of the Secretary of Agriculture to collect fees to cover
U.S. Govermment costs incidental to the importation and quarantine of
import and export animals, certain products and materials, and for
other purposes. Currently the owner pays room and board for import
animals and all other costs are paid from appropriated funds.




ANTMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE (Con.)

941-28

941-29

941-30

941-31

941-32

Currently all costs related to export animals are paid from
appropriated funds.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Animal Welfare Act Amendments. This proposal would expressly exempt
"occasional breeders'" from the provisions of the act, and clearly define
the term "exhibitors" to include States, political subdivisions of
States, or any agencies thereof.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Animal Quarantine Laws Amendment —-- Newspaper Notices. The Acts of

May 29, 1884 and March 3, 1905 and the Administrative Procedure Act
provide duplication of authority for publication in newspapers, and
written notices to railroads and other transportation companies doing
business in areas quarantined by the Secretary, because of the existence
of livestock or poultry diseases. The proposed amendment would avoid

the duplication of notice which is now required by the 1884 and 1905 acts.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Export Animal Accommodation Act Amendments . This proposal would extend

the export animal accommodation provisions of the Act of March 3,
1891, as amended (46 U.S.C. 466a-466b), to apply to aircraft and

other means of conveyances. The act now only provides authority to
prescribe humane standards for animals shipped by vessel. A violation
would be a misdemeanor punishable by a fine or imprisonment, or both
in addition to the existing penalty.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Animal Identification Act. This proposal would provide for the identi-

fication of animals moving in commerce. A means of tracing animals
found to be diseased to their herds of origin is necessary to assure
that animal diseases are quickly located and adequate control or
eradication action taken.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Relocation of Animal Import Center. This proposal provides for the

relocation of the Clifton Animal Import Center, and for acquisition
of land by '"purchase, lease, exchange, donation or condemmation."

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

-

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE (Con.)

941-33

941-34

941-35

Animal Virus-Serum-Toxin Act Amendment. This proposal would strengthen

regulatory measures relating to the production, distribution, sale,
and use of animal biological products used in the prevention, diagnosis,
cure, and treatment of animal disease.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Animal Quarantine Laws Amendments -- Emergency Quarantines. This

proposal would amend certain quarantine laws pertaining to intra-

state quarantines under extraordinary emergency conditions, to authorize
U.S. Marshals to serve warrants under the act.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Tariff Act Amendments. This proposal would relieve the existing

prohibition on '"sea stores'' meats imported from certain countries
designated by the Secretary as being infected with rinderpest or
foot-and-mouth disease, and provide for restrictions on such
imports. The proposal also would extend authority to destroy
animals or meats imported in violation of the act.

No additional appropriationms or outlays Wwill be required.
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FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE

il

CONSERVATION, RESEARCH AND EDUCATION

941-36 School Breakfast Program. This proposal would amend the National School FOREST SERVICE

Lunch Act to improve program administration.

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
(Dollars in Thousands)

Budget Authority 77,000 77,000 77,000 77,000 77,000
Outlays 77,000 77,000 77,000 77,000 77,000

941-37 Food Stamp Program Eligibility. This proposed amendment would simplify
the eligibility determination of households with members who are
recipients of supplemental security income (SSI) benefits by making
SSI recipients eligible to.participate in the program if they meet 941-39
the income and resource criteria applicable to all nonpublic assistance
households. Participation of SSI recipients would be based on actual
need. Food stamp benefits for SSI recipients would be cashed out
automatically as SSI cash payments become adequate to provide for
all of a recipient's needs, and, thus, raise his income so that
he is no longer eligible for the Food Stamp Program.

. Savings are expected to range between ten and 20 million dollars.

941-40

)
} 94141
941-42

941-38 Revision of Mining Laws. This proposal would be similar to the

Mineral Leasing Act proposals (S. 1040 and H.R. 5442 of the 93rd
Congress) which would provide an equitable monetary return to the
Federal Government and the States for the privilege of extracting
minerals from public lands. Under the 1892 mining laws, miners
presently get exclusive rights to certain minerals. It would also
provide the State with full discretion in the use of monies re-
ceived under the Act. The Department of the Interior is the lead
agency, but the proposal would affect National Forest lands.

Alaska National Forests. This is part of the Administration's

proposal developed under section 17 of the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act (P.L. 92-203). It provides for the addition of
certain lands to the National Park, National Wildlife Refuge,
National Forest, and the Wild and Scenic Rivers System. This
proposal would provide for the addition of 18.8 million acres to the
National Forest System.

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
(Dollars in Thousands)
Budget Authority - - 20,000 . 20,000 20,000
Outlays - —_ 20,000 20,000 20,000

National Forest Boundary Modification. These proposals would

extend or modify the boundaries of National Forests in Idaho

and Colorado to include (1) certain tracts of public domain

lands, and (2) lands presently under jurisdiction of the Secretary
of Agriculture and administered by the Forest Service, but not

a part of the National Forests. The area is approximately 52,000
acres.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Forest Service Omnibus Bill. This proposal includes: (1) con-

solidation of National Grasslands; (2) acceptance of cash donations;
(3) making of rules and'regulations on other lands; (4) reimbursement
of cooperators; (5) inclusion of Calaveras Bigtree National Forest

in Stanislaus National Forest; and (6) increase authority for
recreation facilities at administrative sites.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Land Acquisition - Boundary Water Canoe Area. This proposal would

remove the current ceiling on land acquisition in the area.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.
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FOREST SERVICE (Con.)

941-43

941-44

941-45

Lands Omnibus Bill. This proposal would include:

a. Repeal of section 31 of the Act of Jume 25, 1910, which
provides for National Forest allotment to Indians.

b. Exchange authority for Colville-Kaniksu National Forest:
Amend section 2 of the Act of August 10, 1939, to authorize
exchange with public authorities.

c. Loss of National Forest lands through the Transportation Act
of 1940: Repeal of that portion of section 321(b) Part II,

" Title II of the Transportation Act of 1940 which referred
to innocent purchasers.

d. To amend adjustment of Land Titles Act of July 8, 1943, (57
Stat. 388) so it can be used to quitclaim interest acquired
by exchange of public domain land or resources.

e. To authorize sale or disposal of mining fraction areas.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Utility Service. This proposal would amend section 9 of the Forest
Service Omnibus Act of 1962 to broaden the availability of Forest
Service funds for connection to water supplies and disposal sys-
tems belonging to local authorities or associations. This authority
would allow the Forest Service to work more closely in cooperation
with local authorities in the development of joint water and
sanitation systems. '

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Revision of Right—of-Way Authorities. This will be a comprehensive
revision and updating of our current right-of-way authorities.

At present, Interior and USDA have different authorities applying
to different classes of right-of-way. This would repeal all old
laws and consolidate them into one statute. This proposal would
also make Interior and Agriculture authorities similar. It will

be similar to the authority the Department of the Interior is
seeking for the Bureau of Land Management in the National Resource
Lands Management Act and related to authorities provided in the
Alaska oil pipeline authorization (P.L. 937153).

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

-13-

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

941-46

941-47

Update Administrative Approval Authority for Watershed Projects. This

proposal would amend P.L. 566 to increase from $250,000 to $750,000
the limit of authority for administrative approval of small projects.
This increase would be consistent with the intent of the provision
in the original law and would contribute to more efficient admin-
istration of the program. Our proposal before the 93rd Congress
would have increased the limit to $500,000.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Amend section 216 of the Flood Control Act of 1950 (P.L. 81-516).
This proposal, by removing the $300,000 limit, would make possible
the appropriation of an amount, to remain available until expended,
sufficiently large enough to cover most emergencies without the
need for a supplemental appropriation.

An initial budget request, probably about $10 million would establish
the fund and would be used when an emergency occurs. Subsequent
budget requests and appropriations would be in the amounts needed

to replenish the fund.

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

(Dollars in Thousands)
Budget Authority — 10,000 - . .
Outlays - —— - S e
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AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE

941-48 Relinquishment of Exclusive Legislative Jurisdiction. This

941-49

proposal would grant the Secretary of Agriculture the authority
needed to relinquish exclusive legislative jurisdiction over
certain property of the Federal Government where he deems appro-
priate. This authority is needed to control vandalism and other
crimes against Federal Property and Personnel, both employees and
visitors, within the boundaries of the exclusive jurisdiction
properties under his control.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Acceptance of Volunteer Services. This proposal would allow the

acceptance of services of volunteers by the Agricultural Research
Service without regard to the Civil Service Classification laws,
rules, or regulations in providing visitor services. This would
greatly aid visitor services at locations such as the U.S. National
Arboretum and the Beltsville Agricultural Research Center.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required. The small
additional supervisory costs will be absorbed by the agency.

-15-

EXTENSION SERVICE

941-50

941-51

To Amend 18 USC 707 to Extend USDA Authority to Unauthorized Use

of the 4-H Emblem. The misuse of the 4~H emblem is a Federal offense.

The present law specifically states "4-H Clubs" and, thus, does not
include many of today's 4-H programs and activities which are

carried on in addition to those of formally organized 4-H Clubs. We
propose to eliminate the term '"Club", thereby making the unauthorized
use of "4-H" instead of "4~H Club" a Federal offense. The State
Extension Services support and encourage the amendment.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

To amend the Land-Grant College Retirement Act of March 4, 1940

(54 Stat. 39). This act authorized the use of Federal funds for

making employer contributions to the retirement systems of the
Land-Grant Colleges. The act limits the amount of employer
contribution to not more than 5 percent. This amendment will
eliminate the 5 percent limitation. At that time (1940) the
percentage limitation was appropriate and in line with prevailing
rates and practices. Since the limitation was placed in effect,
employee deduction and matching employer contributions have in-
creased beyond 5 percent in most States. State institutions are
burdened unnecessarily by the additional complicated payroll and
accounting procedures required by this antiquated provision.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.
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INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS AND COMMODITY PROGRAMS

AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND CONSERVATION SERVICE

941-53 ASC Community Elections and Enlarge Areas Served by County Committees.
This proposal would permit committee elections every three years
rather than annually, and permit consolidation of counties or parts
of counties where this would result in a more efficient operation.

STATISTICAL REPORTING SERVICE

941-52 Cotton Acreage and Production Reports. This proposal would repeal
the statutes 7 U.S.C. 475 and 476 relating to the issuance of
cotton acreage and production reports, and include these with all other
crop estimates now issued under provisions of laws governing the
collection of statistics and issuance of crop reports.

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
(Dollars in Thousands)

) Elections
Mo adddeional 111 be reauired. Budget Authority - -700 -700 - -700
ional appropriations or outlays W q Outlays ; L 2700 -700 = -700
Consolidations
Budget Authority - -676 -185 -150 =110
Outlays = -676 -185 -150 -110

941-54 CCC Advisory Board Per Diem. This proposal would amend the CCC Charter
Act to provide per diem at a rate up to the amount specified for GS-18
daily equivalent.

| 1976a/ 1977 1978 1979 1980
| (Dollars in Thousands)
, )
Budget Authority 4 4 4 4 4
Outlays 4 4 4 4 4

a/ Will be absorbed in 1976 estimates.

941-55 Extra-Long Staple Cotton. This proposal would establish a target-price
type program for ELS cotton similar to the programs for upland cotton,
wheat and feed grains as contained in the 1973 Agriculture and Con-
sumer Protection Act. This legislation would make the program more
market-oriented and reduce government payments.

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
(Dollars in Thousands)
Budget Authority - -3,700 -2,400 al/ al
Outlays - -3,700 -2,400 a/ a/

a/ Legislation would expire after the 1977 crop year.

941-56 Peanut Support Program. This proposal would develop a peanut program
to coordinate with the Agriculture and Consumer Protection Act of 1973.

No estimate available.

941-57 Rice Program. This proposal would amend the Agricultural Adjustment
Act of 1938 and the Agricultural Act of 1949, to establish a target-
{ price program for rice similar to the programs for wheat, feed grains
and upland cotton as contained in the Agriculture and Consumer Protection
Act of 1973. This would permit rice to become a more market-oriented
commodity with less government control and intervention.
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AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND CONSERVATION SERVICE (Con.)

941-58

941-59

941-60

941~-61

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
(Dollars in Thousands)

Budget Authority

(ccc & P.L. 480) - 21,000 54,000 --b/ -~b/
Outlays
© (cCC & P.L. 480) - -21,000 -54,000 --b/ --b/

b/ Legislation would expire after the 1977 crop year.

Burley Tobacco. This proposal would repeal the language in Section
379(6) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as follows: ", ,but
this clause (6) shall not be applicable in the case of burley tobacco.
The current legislation provides that burley tobacco quotas must be
divided if a farmer sells a portion of his farm. This proposal would
allow the farmer to retain the entire quota.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.

Poundage Quota for Flue~Cured Tobacco. This proposal would amend the
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, to provide only for a poundage
quota for flue-cured tobacco, and to delete sections which require
establishment of farm allotment. This proposal would make flue-cured
tobacco consistent with other tobacco programs which provide only
poundage quotas.

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

(Dollars in Thousands)
Budget Authority = -255 =255 =255 =255
Outlays - =255 =255 -255 =255

Eliminate Tobacco Quotas When in Short Supply. This proposal would
amend the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 to eliminate the
requirement for quotas for tobacco types in short supply. Current
legislation requires that the proclamation of quotas be made during
the last year of the three year period for which quotas were pre-
viously proclaimed even though such quotas may have been disapproved
by growers or quotas may have been terminated because of short supply.

No estimate available.

Relief for Producers. This proposal would amend the Food and
Agricultural Act of 1962. This relates to relief for producers

who act in good faith on basis of misaction or misinformation, to
make it apply to misaction or misinformation in all ASCS operations.

Estimation of additional expenditures is impracticable because
of the unpredictable factors involved.
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AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND CONSERVATION SERVICE (Con.)

941-62 Combine GPCP and ACP Programs. This proposal would incorporate the
present Great Plains and ACP Program into one conservation program.

No net effect on USDA funding.

941-63 Forestry Incentives Program. This proposal would amend the
Agriculture and Consumer Protection Act to eliminate the 500 acre
limitation.

* No additional appropriations or outlays will .be .required.

941-64 Agricultural Conservation Program. This proposal would amend
Section 8(e) of the Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment
Act to delete the "small cost-shares increase." This provision
was originally included to assist small landowners or tenants who
might be more likely to receive "small cost-shares.”" However,
experience has shown that small cost-shares are not limited to
small landowners or tenants.

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required.
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DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION

OFFICE OF INVESTIGATION

941-65 FExtension of the Federal Assault Statute. The Federal Assault Statute
(18 U.S.C. 1114) makes it a Federal offense to kill, assault,
threaten,'or otherwise interfere with the official activities of
certain Federal employees. This proposal would extend the coverage
of the Statute to include USDA employees assigned to perform
investigative, inspection or law enforcement functions.

No additional appropriations or outlays Will be required.

IIB
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ADDITIONAL LEGISLATION BEING DEVELOPED FOR INCLUSION IN FUTURE
PROGRAMS

A,

Proposals ready for possible submission during the 1lst Session,
94th Congress.

l.

2.

Wild and Scenic Rivers Study Reports: Illinois River,
Oregon; St. Joe, Idaho; Skagit, Washington; Salmon, Idaho.

New Wilderness Study Reports.

Proposals ready for possible submission during the 2nd Session,
94th Congress.

l.

Fund Authority

a, Advance of Funds for Insect and Disease Control
"To authorize advance of funds for insect and disease
control." (H.R. 3371)

b. Emergency rehabilitation of burned areas
"To include emergency rehabilitation of burned areas
in FFF."

c¢. Amend Flood Control Act of June 28, 1938
"To require rehabilitation plan and to authorize use
of funds to prevent stream pollution and renewal of
forest."

Forestry Research in Foreign Countries
"To amend the McSweeney-McNary Act of 1928 to authorize the
Forest Service to do forestry research in foreign countries.'

Use of estimated costs to determine deposits for cooperative
work

"To amend section 5 of Granger-Thye to provide that amounts
for deposit by timber purchasers as their share of such
cooperative work may be determined from estimated costs

used in timber sale appraisals."

Increase limitations on test equipment

"To amend section 3 of Granger-Thye to increase limitations
from $50,000 per year and $10,000 per item to $200,000 and
$40,000."

"Authority to obtain Federal excess personal property for
use by State and local government agencies in cooperative
programs and to transfer title of such property to such
agencies."

Release Public Authorities from Certain Conditions in Deeds
Conveying Title III Lands.






MEMORANDUM FOR:
FROM:

SUBJECT:

October 16, 1974

WARREN RUSTAND
NORM ROSS

National Assoclation of Farmworker

Programs request for meeting with
the Presideat

I do not secommmend that the President meset with this group.

It would not be of any benefit for the President to use his time
to meet with this group.

20/,
“\_.\ },. A \ &) | i\‘ { ,_v“ N \

A " ,
.'_,L \"\‘&-‘ . e ) ff g

/ C,/‘é? =



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 11, 1974

MEMORANDUM FOR MIKE DUPVAL

FROM: W HENDRIKS

Attached is a letter to the President from Raphael

Semmes, III, of National Association of Farfvorker Programs
requesting a meeting with the President.

Warren Rustand's office has forwarded the letter to us

for our recommendation. Would you please respond directly
to Warren as to whether or not this would be a beneficial

meeting for the President.

Thanks.
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October 18, 1974

's Meetin Senator H Bellmon
Background

The situation facing cattlemen is worldwide and is caused

by & worldwide surplus of beef, Beef cattls prices in
Oklahoma ran above a ysar ago during the first quarter of
1974, but bave lagged well below year ago levels since

then. Is September, Oklahoma cattlemen received an
average of $28. 30 (versus $32. 80 nationally) for beef cattle,
compared to $49, 60 per hundredweight (versus $47, 20 nationally)
8 year earlier, Nationally, slaughter rates are expected to be
large this fall and prices will continue lower than this summer,
But all of the increases in fall slaughter will be from cows and
steers coming off grass, or which has had minimal grain
feeding. Crain-fed cattle will be in short supply for the rest
of the year, This will improve the profit picture and would
tend to encourage increased graim feeding. But receat sharp
increases in feed grain prices may discourage thie.

USDA's Farmers Home Administration has approved a total
of 83 loans, valued at $11,909, 802 to Cklahoma farmers and
ranchers under the recently enacted (in July) Livestock
Emergency Credit Act. Under this Act, FmHA guarantees
up to 80 percent of loans made by commercial lenders to
livestock farmers in distress. Oklahoma ranks second in the
Nation in utilisation of this program, is behind Texas where
a total of 96 loans for $14, 551, 000 have been approved.

There has been some discontent involving this program because
of high interest rates; because {t is available only to farmers
and ranchers whose major farm enterprise s livestock; and
because some want 100 percent guaranteed loans,

Talkiag Points

1 am aware of the cost price squeese in which livestock producers
and feeders find themselves, 1 have reguested from the
Departmaent of Agriculture and every other Department in the
Federal Covernment the reports that I can lock at and analyze,
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and I will meet very shortly at the White House with fair
representation of the farmers and ranchers to get their
solutions from them directly.

xmwwmmmmmw
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examine the reasons behind this gap which is paid to the farmer
and what must be paid on the other end of the line by the
individual consumer,




October 30, 1974

MEMORANDUM FOR: PAUL THEIS
FROM: NORM ROSS
SUBJECT: President's Trip to Sioux City, Iowa

Attached is a suggested annoucement and a fact sheet which provides
information which eould be included in the President's speech in
Sioux City.

NEROSS/ee




STATEMENT OF EMERGENCY LIVESTOCK LOANS

America's livestock producers find themselves in a tremendous
gost-price squeeze and have experienced some difficulty obtaining
sufficient credit. The emergency livestock guaranteed loan program,
signed into law on July 25, 1974, guarantees loans made by banks

or other legally organined lenders to ranchers and farmers in the
livestock business to permit them to maintain their operation.

The intent of the law was to make credit assistance available

to the nition's livestock producers, especially family farmers,
during a period when falling meat prices and rising costs caught
them in a pinch.

Now, after making over 421 loans exceeding §59. 4 million, we

know more about the needs of the family farmers and others engaged
in livestock production than we did before, and there has been
better opportunity to assess the intent of the Congress as expressed
in the law.

Today I am announcing changes in the eligibility eriteria so that
an individual may be eligible for a loan guarantee if he derives a
majority of his gross income from his own livestock enterprise,
or if he devotes most of his time to it. More farmers will be able
to get assistance under this program change Partnerships and
corporations including their partners and major stockholders--
must derive a majority of their gross income from their own,

and the organisation's livestock operation, and devote most of
their time to them,

The changes re-emphasise that this assistance is intended for
family farmers and others who are recognised in their commaunities
chiefly as livestock producers.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE -

Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Service

Office of the Administrator



WORLD GRAIN SITUATION HIGHLIGHTS

USDA issued a new report on the world grain situation on November 1 (Foreign
Agriculture Circular FG 23-74). A comparison of the current world outlook for
feed grains and wheat in 1974/75 with a month ago and a year ago follows:

19724/ 75 CHANGE FROM:
1973/74 SEFT. 19 OCT. 31 SEPT. 19 1973/74
(million metric tons) (percent)
PRODUCTION:
Feed grains 603.2 581.8 564.3 - 3.0 - 6.4
Wheat X 367.0 351.6 351.7 a/ - 4.2
TOTAL - 970.2 933.4 916.0 - 1.9 - 5.6
CONSUMPTION:
Feed grains 608.4 588.7 578.5 = a7 - 4.9
Wheat 361.8 355.2 358.8 1.0 - .8
TOTAL 8970.2 943.9 937.3 - .7 - 3.4
TRADE : ‘
Feed grains 76.8 57.2 6157 + 7.9 -19.7
Wheat 68.4 67.9 71.0 A0 5.8
TOTAL 145.2 1251 132.7 + 6.1 - 8.6
ENDING STOCKS:
Feed grains 52.0 44.5 37,8 ~15.1 ~27.3
Wheat 55.9 B52.10 48.8 - 7.4 -12.7
TOTAL 107.9 97.2 86.6 -10.9 -19.7

a/ Less than .05%

(3

The key changes in 1974/75 estimates from September are:

~-- World feed grain production is down 17.5 million tons, or 3%, with most
of the reduction coming in the U.S. (7.4 million tons} and U.S.S.R. (5
million tons). Wheat production is unchanged, with reductions in Canada,
Australia and Argentina being offset by increases in Europe.

-~ Grain consumption estimates were reduced, but by less than the drop in

- production leading to a further drawdown in ending stocks. Th. world
consumption estimate was reduced by 6.6 million tons (feed grain down
by 10.2 and wheat up by 7.6) and ending stocks were reduced by 10.6
million tons. :

-- It now appears that the U.S. will account for a larger share of the
decline in consump:ion, as shown below:

g Percent change from 1973/74
September 19 October 31
Feed grains: U.S. . © -10.4 -15.8
Rest of world - 0.7 - 1.1
Total - 3.2 - 4.9
Wheat A + 4.4 - 4.4
Rest of world - 2.2 - 0.6
Total - 1.8 - 0.8

Feed grains

§ wheat ¥ V5. - 8.7 -14.6
> Rest of world - 1.4 - 0.9
Total = 2.7 - 3.4
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-- World trade estimates have been revised upward by 7.6 million tons.
Feed grains account for 4.5 million tons of the increase, with
Western Europe imports up by 3.2 and the U.S.S.R. up by 1.5 million
tons. Wheat trade is up 3.1 million tons, with the U.S.S.R. import
estimate being revised upward by 3 million tons.

A summary table is attached providing more detailed information on world
production, consumption, exports and stocks for feed grains, wheat and rice.
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FEED GRAINS l/, WHEAT & RICE: World Production, Consumption,

Exports and Stocks for 1971/72-1974/75
. (million metric tons)
1973/74 1974/75 PROJECTIONS
ITEM 1971/72 1972/73 PRELIMINARY SEPT. 19 | OCT. 31
PRODUCTION 2/
Feed grains:
United States 189.7 182.1 186.7 160.3 152.9
U.5.8.R. 70.6 70.4 96.6 100.0 95.0
All other foreign 308.7 300.5 319.9 321.5 316.4
World total 569.0 553.0 603.2 581.8 564.3
Wheat:
United States 44.0 42.0 46.6 48.8" 48.5
U.5.5.R. 98.8 86.0 109.7 90.0 90.0
All other foreign 199.6 207.1 210.7 212.8 - 218.2
World total 342.4 335.1 367.0 351.6 351.7
Feed grains § wheat: ¥
United States 233.7 224.1 233.3 209.1 201.4
U.5.5.R. 169.4 156 .4 206.3 190.0 185.0
All other foreign 508.3 507.6 530.6 534.3 529.6
World total 911.4 888.1 970.2 933.4 916.0
Rice, rough basis: ! )
United States 3.9 3.9 4.2 5.1 52
Foreign 297.2 281.9 305.6 302.6 302.3
World total 301.1 285.8 309.8 307.7 307.5
All grains: ;

United States 237.6 228.0 237.5 214.2 206.6
Foreign .974.9 945.9 1,042.5 1,026.9 1,016.9
TOTAL PRODUCTION 1,212.5 1,173.9 1,280.0 1,241.1 1,223.5. ..

CONSUMPTION 3/ e
Feed grains:
United States 151.4 157.4 158.1 141.7 133.2
U.S.S.R. 4/ 72.0. 75.4 99.5 100.5 99.0
All other foreign 327.9 338.8 350.8 346.5 346.3
World total 551.3 571.6 608.4 588.7 5/ 578.5 5/
Wheat:
United States 23.2 21.4 20.6 21.5 19.7
U.S.S.R. 4/ 98.4 99.6 100.1 87.5 93.0
All other foreign 219.7 236°.9 2641,1 246,2 246.1
World total 341.3 357.9 361.8 355.2 5/ 358.8 5/
Feed grains § wheat: i :
United States 174.6 178.8 178.7 163.2 - 152.9
U.S.S.R. 4/ 170.4 175.0 199.6 188.0 192.0
All other foreign 547.6 575.7 591.9 592.7 592.4
TOTAL CONSUMPTION 892.6 929.5 970.2 943.9 5/ 937.3 5/

See page 2 for footnotes.

-



FEED GRAINS 1/, WHEAT § RICE: (con't.)

3 ‘ t 1973/74 1974/75 PROJECTION
LTEM 1971/72 1972/73 | PRELIMINARY SEPT. I8 [  OCT, 51
EXPORTS 2/
" Feed grains: A ) 3
United States : 20.7 36.0 43.9 24.0 27.7
Foreign ' 33,7 28.6 32.9 33.2 34.0
World total ... 54.4 64.6 . -76.8 ~ 57.2 5/ 61.7 5/
Wheat: , ‘ ;
United States 16.9 1.8 31.0 25.6 28.3
Foreign 'k 41.7 41.3 37.4 42.3 42.7
" World total -...58.6 73,1 - 68.4 67.9 5/ 71.0 5,
Feed grains & wheat:
United States 37.6 67.8 74.9 49.6 ~  56.0
Foreign : .~ 75.4 69.9 70.3 75:5 76.7
, World total -+ 113.0 * 137.7 145.2 125.1 5/ 132.7 §7 . 4
Rice, milled basis: 6/ :
United States 2.0 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.0
Foreign . e 5 Sl 5.6 5.5 5.5
World total e T B v 67 . 7.4 7.5 7.5 4
All grains: : 1 k
United States R385 69.4 76.7 51.6 58.0
Foreign ‘ : ... 80.8 75.0 75.9 81.0 82.2
TOTAL EXPORTS g -120.4 144.4 . 152.6 132.6 5/ 140.2 5/ b
STOCKS, ENDING 3/ g <
. Feed grains : . 76.6 57.4 52.0 44.5. 37.8
Wheat 735 50.7 55.9 52.7 48.8
World total .. 150.1 108.1 107.9 97.2 5/ 86.6 5,

1/ Corn, sorghum, barley and oats except for production data, which also includes
Tye.

2/ Years beginning July 1.

3/ Consumption and stocks data are based on an aggregate of dlfferlng marketing-
years. Stock data are orly for selected coumtries and exclude such important
countries as the U.S.S.R., the People's Republic of China and parts of Eastern

Europe for which stock data are not available; the aggregate stocks level have,

however, been adjusted for estimated year-to-year changes in U.S.S.R. grain
stocks.
4/ Includes estimated waste due to exceds moisture and foreign material.

~ 5/ U. S. and world total consumption, exports and ending stocks are based on the

mid-point of estimated ranges for U. S. feed grain and wheat domestic use
and exports.
§/ Calendar year data; e.g., 1971.72 represents calendar year 1972,
SOURCE: USDA Foreign Agriculture Circular, World Grain Situation:
Review and QOutlook, FG 23-74, November 1, 1974,
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FG 23-74
WORLD GRAIN SITUATIO:i: REVIEW AND OUTLOCK November 1, 1974

WHEAT AND FEEDGRAINS

The world grain crop estimate for the 1974/75 season has been revised
dovnward since the last report in this series. 1/ The magnitude of the
decline in feed use of grain noted in the September report has begun to
emerge more clearly. Preliminary data indicate that the decline in foreign
feed consumption will be smaller than anticipated a month ago while a larger
- decline is expected in U.,S. feed utilization. As of late October, it appears
that world grain stocks will be reduced to an even greater extent during the
course of 1974/75 than had been previously forecast.

The total world wheat and ccarse grzin crop estimate is 17 million tons below
a month ago with all of the reduction occurring in coarse grains. Most of
this reduction in total grains output is accounted for by the U.S,, the
U.S.S.R., and several of the major exporting countries. Based on October 1
conditions, the U.S. tetal grain crop was reduced by almost 8 million tons
from the preceding month's forecast; virtually all of this reduction was

in feedgrains, The estimate of feedgrain production in the Soviet Union is
reduced by 5 million tons. Other significant reductions in crop estimates
include Canada, Australia and Argentina. The situation in Canada is further
complicated by the abnormally low quality of its wheat crop. For Western
Europe, the total grain crop estimate has been increased by about 3,6 million
tons, but this upward revision has been off-set by reductions in other c0untr1es
5uch as Mexico and India. ¢

The Soviet Union's tctal grain and pulse crop is now being estimated at 200
million tons, or 5 million tons lower than one month ago. A major portion
of this reduction is attributed to lower outturn of corn,

Despite the low yields and below normal weather conditions which have been
experienced in the U.S. and several other major producing countries this
season, grain outturn in predcminately importing areas is genarally abeve a
year ago. The current estimate of 1974 total wheat and feedgrain production
for countries outside the U.S.A., U.S.S.R,, and the major exporting countries
is 450 million tons whereas the comparable figure was 441 million tons in
1973 and 436 million tons in 1972.

o e R ettt e e R A R R T g

1/ Foreign Agriculture Circular FG 22-74, dated September 24, 1974. °
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WHEAT AND WHEAT FLOUR:

for 1971-72, 1972-73, 1973-74, and projected levels for 1974-75

World trade, procduction, stocks and consurmption

Years begianing July 1
(In oillion nctric tons)

Projection for 1974-75

Country or reglon 1971-72 1972-23 1973-74 as of as of
(srelirinary) Seot 19 Oct 31
Exports:
Canada 15.8 15.6 11,7 11,6 10.5
Australia 8.7 5.5 5.4 9.0 9.0
Argentina 1.3 3.3 1.0 3.0 2.7
Sub-total 5.8 25,4 15,1 736 73.2
W. Europe 8,7 12,9 12,5 13.0 14,5
=  "(Excluding intra EC 8) (4.7) > (7.3) (6.0) (5.0) (7.5)
USSR 5.8 1.3 5.0 5.0 4,5
All Others Tl o 2.7 1.5 0.7 1.5
Total non-U,S, 41,7 21,3 37,4 22,3 [
usa 1/ 16.9 R 3.0 25,5 5.8
World total 55.5 72l 3. L L0 SF
(World total excluding intra EC 9) (5%.6) (67.5) (51.9) (52.9) 154,3)
Imports:
¥. Europe 12,2 13.6 12,9 14,0 13.2
(Excluding intra EC 9) (8.2) (8.0) (6.4) (6.0) (6.2)
Japan 5.0 o 5.3 5.4 5.6 5.6
E. Europe 5.2 4,6 5.2 5.0 4.1
China, Pcople's Rep, of 3.0 5.3 5.9 7.0 7.0
USSR 3.4 14,9 ) 0.5 3.5
All Others 29,8 29,2 34.6 35.8 37.6
World total 53.6 3ol B35 L 7l.6
(World total excluding intra EC 9) (3+.8) (s7.5) (61.,9) (35.9) {04.0)
Production: 2/
Canada — 14,4 14,5 16,5 13.4
-e, . Australia .. R T - 4 6.4 s n: Y20 . < 11.0. -
Atgentina 5.7 i 6.9 6.7 6.5
V. Europe - 514 51.4 50,7 55.3
USSR 98.8 . §6.0 109,72 90.0
E. Europe * 30,2 30.6 31.6 33.9
India 23.8 26,4 24,9 22.5
All other foreizn 65.6 0.9 53,3 0.4
Total foreign 293,4 3381 iae e i m
usa > La,0 i, %0 ~2.3
World total 42,4 315,11 %740 33147
- Consurprion: 3/ ;
USA 23,2 21,4 - 20.6 1,5 19,7
. USSR 4/ 98.4 99,6 100.1 875 93.0
All other foreign 219.7 236.9 L 2sl.1 255,2 246.1
i World total 361,13 357.9 R 355.2 = 335.8 8/
Stocks, endinz: 3/ . : % -
World total 73.% 50.7 $5.9 32.7 43.8 8/

1/ Includes transhiprents through Canadian ports, excludes products other than flour.
3/ Production data includes all harvests occurring within the July-June year showm, evcept that small

grain crops from the early-harvesting Northern He=isphere arcas are ™
1972 barvests in arcas such as Tndia,
which tegins July 1, 1972,

accounting period -
3/ Consurpticn and stoc

e Ada

are not available for the USSR, the Peop le's
world total has.been adjusted for estirated year-to-year changes in the USSR,

moved forward"; i,e,; the May

Nerth Africa and southera U35A are actually included in "1972-73"

£ data are based on an a,;regate of differirg local marketing years, Stocks data

Republic of China and parts of Eastern Curope, but the

ranges for U,S., wheat consumption and exports.

4/ Includes estirmated waste Jdue to excess roisture and fereign ratcrial,
5/ U.S. and world total trade, consurption and ending stocks are “assd on the mid-point of estinated

—ras o
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FEEDGRAINS: World trade, producticm, stocks and consumption for
1971-72, 1972-73, 1973-74, and projected levels for 1974-75

Ycars beginning July 1

(In million metric tons)

Projected for 1974-73

Country or region ° 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 as of as of
{prelirinarv) Sent 19 Oct 11
Exports: 1/
Canada 4,4 4.0 2.7 2.2 3.0
Australia 3.2 1.7 1.9 2,6 2.6
Argantina ) ’ 6.3 4,3 8.6 9.6 9,6
South Africa 3.1 . 3a 0.4 4.0 4,0
Thailand & 2,3 1.3 2.3 2.1 2,1
. Sub-total 19,3 14,4 15.7 20,3 21.3
W. Europe 11.4 11,1 13.0 10,0 10,2
(Excluding intra EC 9) (46.3) (4.6) (4.0) (1.0) (1.2)
All Others 3.0 3.1 4,2 2.7 23
Total non-U.S. 33.7 25,6 32,5 33,2 LRy
USsA 2/ 20,7 25,0 =3.3 e L7
World total S4.4 04,6 iB.s Diw b7 2
(World total excluding intra EC 9) (47,3) G ) (6.5) £
(USA, tktg., yr., nil. short tons) 3/ (27.3) (%3.1) (<3.7) -
Irports: 1/ . 5
V. Europe 27.0 28.4 34,2 23,0 26,2
(Excluding intra EC 9) (19.9) (21,9) (25.2) {14,0) (12.2)
Japan 10.1 12,0 14,0 13.2 13,2
USSR 4.3 5.6 5.0 1.0 2,5
E. Europe 4.6 5.2 3.4 5.5 4.7
All Others 8.4 13.4 20.2 14,3 151
. Vorld total S4,4 £4,6 76,3 3 5la?
(World total excluding intra EC 9) (47.3) {533,1) 5 a0 (i i) (52.7)
Production: &/ X
- -.- Canads - - yoe e SR e Y 18,8 & S b s e RO [
Australia 5.8 3.6 4.8 6.0 6,0
Azgentina . .9.5 T 15.7 12:3 17.8 17.8
South Africa 10.1 4.5 11.8 9.7 - 9.7
Thailand* ' 5 2,3 1.4 2.5 2.5 2,5
USSR 70.6 . . 70.4 96.6 1¢0,0 95.0
W, Europe ) 80.4 - 50.3 82,5 82,2 83,7
E. Europe 50,4 55.0 54,5 525 52.3
All other foreign . 128,0 121,2 123,1 13,2 129,2
Total foreign: 379.3 370,39 sl€.5 2135 ala,5
USA : 59,7 132,1 35 +3 19529
World total 569,0 $53,0 gk S84.3
¢
Consunption: 5/
TSA . 1514 157.4 ~ 158.1 161.7 133.2
USSR 6/ ' 2.0 ’ 75.4 99.5 100.5 £ 99,0
All other forecign 3279 333.8 350.3 346.5 346,3
World total 551.3 571.6 605.% $55.7 575.5 1/
Stocks, ending: S/ £
World total . 76.6 57.4 52.0 44,5 3.8 1/

1/ Corn, barley, oats, and serchum, excluding preducts,
2/ 1Includecs transhipments through Caracian ports but excludes products,
3/ 1Includes products and transhipmsnts thrcuzh Caradinn ports.

L/ Rye, corn, barlcy, oats and sorghum, Production Jata include all harvests occutring within the Juiy-

June Year iri;cated, except that srall groin crop from the early-bharvesting Northern Hermisphere aveas
are "coved forward"; i.e., the May 1972 harvests in arcas such as India, North Africa and southerm

USA are actually included in "973-73" accounting pcriod which begins July 1, 1972,
3/ Consumption and stocks data are based on an ajgregate of differing local rarketing years.

world total has becen adjusted (or estirated year-to-year changes in the USSR,
6/ Includes estimated waste due to exccss roisture and forcign material,

Stocks data
are not available for the USSR, the Peoplc's Republic of China and parts of Eastern Europe, but the

2/ U.S. and world total trade, comsurption and ending stocks are based on the mid-point of esti:ated

ranges for U.S, coarse grain consumption and exports,

.3e



. World consumption estimates have also been reduced since the last report,
but by a lesser amount than the drop in production, Recent reports have
begun to confirm earlier expectations that the tight world supply situa-
tion would lead to an unusual decline in world grain usage, particularly
because of reduced animal feeding, mainly in the U.S., where feed usage
of grain is expected to be down by 25 million tons from last year. The
world total grain consumption estimate is currently 6.6 million tons
less than a month ago and 32.9 million tons, or about 3 percent down
from the 1973/74 level. A significant feature of the latest consumption
estimates, however, is that the extent of decline in animal feeding
appears to be larger in the United States than had earlier been expected
but somewhat smaller than earlier estimates in foreign countries.

World wheat and feedgrain trade estimates for the 1974/75 season have been
revised upward frem a month ago, primarily due to sizable new purchases

of both wheat and feedgrains by the U.S.S.R. from several origins. The
world trade estimate for wheat is increased by about 3.6 million tons,
mainly as a result of upward revision by 3.0 million tons in the import
estimate for the U.,S5.S.R. Wheat import purchases by India for 1974/75
already exceed 4 million tons from all origins, and could increace sizni-
ficantly, depending upon availability. The world trade estimate for feed
grains is revised upward by 4.5 million tons, reflecting a 1.5 million ton
increase in the estimate for the U,S5.S.R. and an increase of over 3 million
tons for Western Europe.

Rice

Overall prospects for the 1974 rice crop have changed only marginally since
the last report in this series. Continuation of a weak monsoon in India has
further reduced that country's rice producticn estimate by 1 million tonms.
This reduction is partly offset by small incrcases in prospects for Japan,
South Korea, and the United States. Rice production in India generally does
not have a direct impact on the world rice trade as that country usually
makes up a rice deficit with purchases of other foodgrains, mainly wheat

and sorghum. Outside of India, world rice prpduction is up 3-4 million tons
from last year's record output. .

Prospects for world tracde in rice remain unchanged except for unexpected
heavy purchases by some middle eastern countries. Import requirements of
Bangladesh also are expected to be higher than the 100,000 tons estimated
last month. Any increased demand in world trade probably will result in
higher U.S. exports, where supplies are above normal.
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% P ", RICE: World production, trade, and U.S. stocks
- for 1971-72, 1972-73, 1973-74 aud
a - _ 5 projected levels for 1974-75 1/
r— * (In million metric toms)

1871-72

. 'Country or region 1972-73 1973-74 1974=75
’ (Preliminary) (Projection)
Productfon: 2/
Bangladesh 14,9 15.7 18.5 17.9
Burma Bad 7.4 8.4 8.1
India 64,7 58.0 66.1° 60.0
Indoncsia 19,6 19.0 2053 22,3
Japan 13.6 .14.,9 15.2 15:4
Pakistan 3.4 3.5 3.6 3.8
PRC 100.0 98.N - 103.0 103.0
South Korea 5.6 5.5 5.9 6.0
Thailand 14,3 12.4 14.4 13.9
Sub-total . 244 ,3 234, 4 255.4 25Q,4
EC-9 1.0 "8 1.1 1.0
Australia 2 . b .
Argentina -3 -3 w3 .3
Brazil 5.1 S.4 6.4 6.6
All Others 46,3 40,7 42.0 43,5
Total non U.S. 2972 281,9 305.6 302,23
USA < 3.9 3.9 4,2 §:2
World total 2_‘1_1_.1 2R3, R 106, 8 in7.5
1972 1973 1974 1975
Exports: 3/ == i
Burma .3 | .l .2
Pakistan 5 it <8 ot .6
Japan 2 =] o | % |
PRC .8 15 . 1.3 1.3
Thailand Tl &9 1.2 1.1
: Sub=total . 3.9 3.8 3.6 Bl
All Others 1.3 bad 2.0 23
Total non.U,S. 5.4 5l 5.6 5.5
USA 2.0 1.5 1.7 2%
World total e 6.7 Tl 7.5
Imports: >,
EC-9 3 = .6 o6 h
Hong Kong .4 .4 A A
Bangladesh 5 t .2 rs | o2
Csrbodia - ol >3 3
Indonesia a7 1.7 1.2 1.0
South Korea 6 A 3 .3
Philippines «5 «3 2 o2
Szi Lanka «3 d «3 2
South Vietnam P =3 3 .2
All Others 3.5 2.4 3.7 4,1
) World total 1.4 6.7 7.4 7.5
Stocks:
USA (ending July 31) b -l | 7

2/ The world rice harvest stretchesoyver 6-8 months,
harvested in late 1973 and early 1974 in the Northern Hemisphere, and the crop harvested in
early 1974 in the Southern Hemisphere.

3/ Trade data are on a calendar ycar basis.

«Ba

o

. 1/ Production is on a rough basis; trade and stocks are listed as milled.
Thus 1973-74 production reprusents the crop

. i



Projection
1974-75%

Prelin.
1973-74

1971-72 1972-73

TiC tONS==ccwemccenccnamaccsnsccarreercnnertm e onen

3g.1

196970 1970-71

33,3

- 37.4%

1963-64 1664-65 1565-66 1966-67 1967-63 1968-69
33.2

World wheat and flour trade (grain equivalent), July-June Year
34.3

e B L T T e SRR S @ ) B ¥} o B 1)

Sub=-total

Total non U.Se.
Unitcd States

Sub-total

West Furope
East LEurope
USSR
Total
West Europe
East Europe
China, Pcople's Rep of

Canada
Argentina
Japan
USSR

Region and country
* Other

Exports
Imoorts

WOy T T 0
¢ ° e o 0
3....2.52

Sclected Other Asia 5/

Sclected South Asia &/

Selected Africa 1/
Selccted Latin America 2/
Selected West Asia 3/

Tenisia,

»

a, South Africa, Sudaa and

Mexico, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Pecru and Veneczucla.

2 s

Products other than flour are excluded; data include intra EC-9 trade; U,S. data adjusted for transhipments through Canada.

Total
geria, Egypt, Libya, Morocco, Niger

Ppilippines, Taiwan, and South Korea.

.
-

Others
3/ 1Iran, Iraq, Israel, Jordan, Lebamon, Saudi Arabia, Syria and Turkey.

4/ Bangladesh, India, Indonesia, Pakistan, and Sri Lanka,

l/ Al
2/

5/
Note
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lheat and Vheat Flour (grain oqu:.vnlort).
July-June Year

L

Imports of Selected (:ountrioé

i
e
e
v
2
\

‘

b

<

-

H H H s HE 2 jﬁ! H 3 i . H : -
1963-64 ¢ s 1965-66 2 1967-68 ¢ 1968-65 ¢ 1909-70 : 1970-71 : 1971=72 : 1972-73 : 197374 & 1974=7S
: H 3 ¢ i : : 2 U g Peedim, 2 Projort,s
] 1,00 Motric Ton
Africas
algoria 163 501 664 762 2y 6.6 &5 66 1,200 1,500
Emz ?33 2.’,:; .:gf 1 9;2 2.253 2.2;;{ 2.339 3.3;:3 3.536 3.;90
ioya i 2 2 2 7 s, <99 e
YMorocco 238 359 99 20k 255 645 €53 Sk 1,CCd 700
Nigeria 7% 140 130 Tub 24k 385 350 283 350 450
South Afrieca 152 162 226 2 14 161 24 10 o 15
Sudun 116 1N 215 196 83 266 154 203 fetel 100
Tunisin Be 199 i1z AR iWe 70 271 275 =50 e
Sub-total” 2,8 L] o TR St 20t L 3,321 b P Bt 0,00
._Hamisoherat
Fexico 5- 1 1 A L9 Lo9 650 790 b50
g}n'.i.zl 1,191};: 2, 3.;21. 3,f G 2,3(51-5 2,0;9 A% Z')g 1,15’)-_’)3 2,3L 2,700 2,363
le 3 e 3 190 o ] 70 1,300 590
gclombia . 1:6 §g? 273 256 2\'5I 3?0 252 2%9 ’:73 380
eru 39 L 63 80 i 96
Venezuela L0 S86H =73 ,:'.“ ‘.(‘..'. ”:7); 6?:2 ‘:-gf) ;‘v‘()‘?)
Sub-total i “fetend w0 R Rt 4,470 0,.7+1 .41 5,10
Agin:
%rnn 1\3);» 1 (3, 3';; -\]) 0_1( :92 1, :3236 T/g 600 2,000
raq N % 9 1 700 500
Isruel ) 207 233 o2 L5 L70 475 L3 282 345 339
Jordan - 13 126 bR 1.8 125 122 123 197 238 100
Lebunon - 219 260 399 239 297 L36 L4b 277 L32 335
Suudi Arabia 147 200 182 140 290 320 350 310 350 350
Syriu lo 70 43 193 291 612 93 215 oo 400
Turkey L) 132 LS 554 PA" £.A8 555 20 650 1.750
4 Sll;b-ft.o;:ul 1,000 1, 17D 1 .07 1,517 M it il L™ D05 A 2D 5 55
Burlades B - - — - 1,071 2,170 1,003 1,050
tr.\f'.n ) 4,23 '7,u-~5 8,533 3,801 3,639 2,309 1,009 1,0l4 3,600 6,000
;;:f::::n : ;f:h; . 6 o 33? éf';f L%) Y 711 1,156 717
Sr; e BN .?_|M BL{ 2,:?1 ‘?29 1,:;; 1 2 5 %y (2?”4 1,360 1,105 1,160
Vs - 0] § x ees A2 2 0 561 o 700
Sub-Total 6,450 N0 g 9, Gate il G, [ L ety G, f‘:‘ e Lit, {67
Korea, South o34 wud 555 e 1,010 e 1,040 1,019 Tyta'f 1, (w0
Philippines 511 502 651 503 56G ‘(-o 6\)9 i3 5% 550
Taiwnn 76 28!, Lns 575 Lite] w7 Sny o7 e 0 700
Sub-total k) 1l - L e A 4. R SR b 2154
Total 15,365 19,629 23,620 17,557 16,300 19,320 22,242 2,472 27,971 31,056
”l
- S R Ak - -{ . - L - e LY



Prelim. Projection

1963=64 1964=64 1965-66 19@6-67 1967-68 1968-69 1969-70 1970-71 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974 75

mililon metric to -‘

.l
World Feedgrein Trade 1/ July-June Year

Regfon and country
Canada
Australia
Argentina’
South Africa
Thailand

Sub-total

Exports

NV N O~

— N0

LB oW I -l -
* e o s v & @

D e O AN T N

~N N T

3
T A N@O T
— )

5 n

2 B

Uu.f.

PR

Q9 g = %

o . e a3
o © id

"B -

el = a

o - T

o T

8 ud el Y P
n nno -
O awuv =
2wDO D,

42,1 41,1 43.4 50.6 54,4 64.6 76.8 61.7

Data cxclude products; Intra-EC-9 trade included; U.S. data adjusted for transhipments through Canada.

.
»
s

36.5 44,7 ki.9

36,6

B

Sclected Africa 5/

Others

» Mexico and Venczucla, g
4/ China, Rep of (Talwan), Hong Kong, India, lran, lraq, Israel, Korea, Rep of Lcbanon, Mulaysia and Philippines,

ya and Zaire (Comyo), Egypt.

Sub=atotal

China, People®s Rep of
Total

Scelected Latin Amerlca

Sclected Asia &/

West Furope
East Furope

USSR

- Jupan
A/ Corn, sorglum, barlcy and onts,

2/ Less than 50,000 tons,

3/ chile

Imports
5/ Lib
Note:

-

5

o

wptas womem o o

o sweg et wee

P )

e

e i wam Tt oav., P Al e -
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v, g A E ‘ S Other Selccted Countries: 'Feedgrain 1/ Imports
- cL oy 5 . (July-June) N

B

1963=u4 1964=63 1965-66 1900-07 1967-060 19%L5=069 1969=-70 1970-71 1971=72 1972=-73 1973=74 1974=75
e Prclim. Project.

e R L e RS = 1,000 Melric Tonse=seee-=x R e e et
Western Hemisphere ‘ s
Chile - 26 40 68 134 212 250 352 255 363 400 450
Mexico 363 174 . lao 77 114 52 439 571 118 877 1,320 1,600
Veneczuela 61 145 L4 35 11 219 124 394 287 675 750 7950
Sub-total 424 | 345 - 230 1 499 503 Bl) TR (1) 1,915 | 2,4/u 2,600
& Asia ‘ )
) China, Rep. of (Taiwan) ; 26 39 63 85 250 443 584 684 1,373 1,691 1,412 1,250
Hong Kong ) Ly - 67 102 95 126 154 194 1729 186 186 150 160
India 107 191 1,164 2,237 1,314 56 314 16 23 480 1,000 500
Iran : 10 50 - 5 1 33 71 24 23 276 105 330 485
Iraq . - -- -- - 1 2 4 3 252 - -- --
1o Israel * 3 452 387 445 636 643 582 793 736 628 923 1,003 943
Korea, Rep. of ’ 221 201 112 30 188 317 235 414 624 8§84 . 20 265 -
. Lebanon ' 67 47 146 102 174 115 140 145 . 218 140 | 119 115
. Malaysia 98 49 L 54 69 115 136 260 30 229 200 210
. . Philippines 14 & 7 47 12 3 30 26 55 - 170 90 100
"““‘Q Sub~-total 1,140 1,035 2,103 3,317 2,875 1,853 2,454 2,626 4,095 4,600 ° 5,254 G,725
Africa . : - -
Egypt ' ' 450 21 256 114 269 15 64 76 48 130 450 300
Libya 3 -- 18 19 54 50 76 151 123 120 - 125 125
5 Zaire (Congo) Ll . 63 60 .73 81 38 95 61 85 95 125 90
3 Sub-total . &9 |, 299 334 206 404 103 235 265 256 345 700 L2
Total 2,060 1,679 2,667 3,207 3,538 2,464 3,502 4,233 5,011 7,068 8,424 8,043

i 1/ Barley, oats, corn and sérghuma

Weer . W s
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0 " WHEAT: Supply and Disappearance for Canada, Australia snd Argentina
.
ot
. g
0 s 1 ® t 3
(] ] t 2 s txporest/ * 1_Tnd of Year Stocusd/
Year ] Ares 1 Yield ¢ Production.s Domestie Use 1 July=Jumne ¢ Marketing 8 June 30 3 Marketing Year
] g 1 2 L t Year 1 Year 1 t
s 1,000 s 0 T.000 ¢ T, 000 1 1,000 T L, 000 T 1,000 3 1,000
t Hectares [ ] Q/ba, .Nit:lc Tons s Hetric Tons 8 Metrle Tons ¢ Metric Tons sMetric Tons 31 Mctric Tans
k Conada (Marketdng Year Aug/duly)
Average .
1953/56-1959/60. .0 9,187 13.8 12,672 | 4,329 7,660 7,993 18,098 17,141
1960/6121964/63. 000008 _ 10,841 11,3 14,651 4, 0Lk 11,03 11,062 14, 561 13, 385
ot ]
1H61/6B s ssnssinnunonnal 12,190 13.2 16,137 | 4,441 8,921 9,145 19,347 18,112
1968/09 0 es o8 11,907 14,9 17,689 . 4,2% 8,710 8,324 24,189 23,183
1969/ 700 00 10,104 18.1 18,267 4,568 8,991 9,430 29,099 27,452
1970/ e0e | 3,052 17,9 9,024 4,650 12,637 11,846 22,154 19,980
1971/72, 7,654 18.3 16,612 4,793 15,4810 13,710 17,800 15,867
1972/13. e 8,640 16.8 14,516 4,704 15,631 15,692 12,000 9,948
1973/74 3/euvey 9,459 16,7 16,658 . 4,052 11,736 11,424 12,000 10,327
1974/13 ij..... 9,493 14,2 13,400 x 4,927 10, 500 11,300 9,300 7,500
v Australta (Mérketing Year Dec/Nov)
Average &
1999/56-1958/600 00 00 ut 4,006 1.4 4,512 1,960 2,618 2,803 3,518 1,470
1260/61-1904/63,. 6,196 13.0 8,278 o5 2,124 6,063 6,372 3,716 399
VI s s wqunanowasind 9,082 8.3 7,567 ) 2,0 7,031 5,653 &, 308 1,412
10,846 13,6 1o, nte £2,538 3,340 6,420 1,247° 7,261
9,486 11.1 10,546 2,504 7,374 8,083 12,299 7,220
6,419 12,2 7,890 ¢ 2,196 9,516 9,049 8,412 3,068
7,178 11.9 8,510 . 2,080 8,070 7:911 5,102 1,586
7,006 ls.g lﬁ,k’b . 3, 144 5,5% 4,309 g 2,542 365
3 9,213 3 195 3,166 5,319 7,600 5,200 1,750
1974/15 4/.ccanasanesast 9,000 1252 11,000 * 3,200 9,000 9,000 4,000 550
:
> } Ar; cntina (Marketlng Yeax Dec/Nov)
AviTage z
1455/5621959/60000 000t 4,693 13,1 61 ! 3,605 2,573 2,477 4,106 1,300
1960/61=1966/65000 vaut 4,720 15.2 7,165 . 3,047 2,642 3,071 3,801 1,415
3,812 12,6 7,320 4 4,591 «1,379 2,199 3,9% 1,008
5,837 9.8 5,760 3,79 2,742 2,49 2,625 650
5,191 13.5 7,020 . 4,708 2,082 2,322 3,250 780
3,701 12,3 4,920 * 4,056 1,625, 29 2,890 675
4,313 13.2 . 5,680 - 4,156 1,339 1,629 2,065 370
4,905 13.9 6,900 ¢ 4,359 3,252 3,096 2,400 284
Blies 3,450 12,4 © 6,700 ¢ 4,500 1,037 2,000 2,700 4h4
1974773 &/ccasecsansanst 4,700 » 13:8 6,500 4,550 2,700 . 2,000 2,300 &34
5 futsl Above Three Countries
AviTage = =
10%5/56-1959/60. 4 17,888 1.1 23,193 10,154 17,081 13,273 23,00 19,971
1960/6121964/6500000at 21,957 13.7 30,106 . 9,835 19,721 20,503 22,089 13,399
.

T 1967/6Byseereensnnnncaat 27,084 11,4 31,006 '_' 11,303 17,33 16,99% 27,662 20,532
1963469 o 28,590 13.4 38,233 10,623 16,832 17,238 38,061 3,29
1969/70 ¥t 24,781 16,5 35,003 11,840 14,447 19,833 &b, 648 35,452
1970771, 4 15,232 14.3 21,83 % 11,102 23,778 21,864 33,456 24,320
1971/1244 sl 19,307 14,8 To28,002 . 11,01 25,819 23,250 25,768 17,841
1972/7304e el 21,209 13,1 27,848 12,267 24,420 23,097 16,942 10,794
1973/74 2/.. ot 22,922 15,3 35,109 12,34 18,192 21,024 19,900 12,50t
1976/73 &/.. ot 23,192 14,1 3,00 | 12,077 22,200 22,300 15,600 8,454

1/ includes the wheat vquivelent of flour, 2/ Farm stuchs wre tnclodid fur Canada,  Net chunges L (avm stocks (ur Australias end

Afgenting ere roflected In dowcstle disappesrunce, 3,
8/ Inpogts oi 390 nevded 10 balance SED 7/ lmports of 469 necded to Lalunco 54D

3/ Peelimlnary, &/ Projectlon, 3/

=10-

lmports of 3} needed to balsnce S&b.

P e T
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FEEDCRAINSs Bupply and Disappearance for Selected Compatitors
' ) .
tDesignateds t 1 pomestic t Exporis 1_Fodlng Stacks
.Marketing Year tProductions: Axca & Yleld nrrodpctlonl Consumpe 3 July-June lOclaSrptxlocal Mar-1 Local Mirketing Years
. i) Year * 2 t 3 tion 1 tketine Yo,
] 3 l,uu ] t l,toy 1 L,uu0 T l,uuy NN ' 1,000
t t hectares ¢ Q/ba, 3 m,t. oty @ mit, 3 ks § m,t. s m.t,
. LY
v Corn _(April=March) ¢
Arpenting =
b 7 P S (1966) 3,450 23,3 5,000 3,824 3,186 2,503 4,153 33
1961y 3,378 19.4 6,500 3,103 3,%38 4,379 3,468 12
(19a8) 3,556 199 6,160 3,146 4,366 4,675 3,740 8
1969) 4,017 253 9,300 3,840 5,31 5,652 5,510 18
(1970) 4,006 24,4 9,930 2,810 4,001 3,792 6,436 696
(1971) . 3,147 18, 5,500 3,980 2,847 3,950 2,040 336
1973-74 1/ (19272) 2,965 25, 9,000 4,029 5,198 5,180 5,083 42k
1974-75 7/.. (1973) 3,600 22,3 9,900 4, 200 5,800 6,000 3,700 424
1933186 7/ 5cannnsnnanins (1974) 3,500 26.9 10,500 4,300 6,200 424
. . Corn {M.y-April)
South Africa
TUs7=65 S (19606) 5,310 18,4 9,762 &, 46n 3,107 3,467 2,899 3,074
1969694 00uys - (1967) 5,440 9.7 5,16 4,185 2,163 1,415 2,671 834
1969=70,.. (1908) 5,450 10,7 3/3,48) 3,008 1,096 1,511 796 873
1970-71, (1949) 5,200 1.6 3/6,141 5,159 918 o133 1,104 751
1971-72, (1970) 4,603 19.6  3/8,0602 5,173 2,829 2,912 2,555 1,623
1972-73. (1971) 4,578 20,7 9,643 3,540 2,979 2,240 3,562 2,006
1913-74 1 (1972) 3,611t 11,5 &, 160 5,563 370 1,200 151 452
197475 2/.. e (1973) &,46) 26,7 11,023 6,084 3,960 3,890 3,600 1,791
1975=76 2/cey0000000ens (1974) 4,400 20,5 9,040 6,291 3,600 200
" Corn (J.nuarysDecimher)
Thailand :
1967=684 0ane s00sna0cvone (1967) 598 22,0 1,313 170 1,221 1,291 1,116 iss
196869, (19u8) 606 24,9 1,508 120 1,289 1,298 1,481 263
(1969) 690 24,6 1,700 149 1,503 1,630 1,477 329
(1970) 749 26.0 1,99 231 1,663 1,470 1,372 676
(19n) 824 26,7 2,000 136 Tl 2,048 1,803 938
(1972) 997 13.2 1,320 256 1,214 1,503 1,233 66
(1973) 1,044 . 213 2,3% 300 2,132 2,020 1,642 674
(1974) 1,082 21.3 2,30 350 1,900 1,900 1,960 6064
o Gruln Sor, lum (Aprll-.‘k.rchz
(1906) T64 18,1 1,340 797 554, 568 587 9
190809 0000 . (1967) 1,083 17.5 1,892 9270 1,33 1,408 7 9
196970, * {19068 ) 1,302 19,1 2,40k 1,051 1,523 1,645 1,439 3
1970-71, . (1904) 1,872 20,4 3,820 2,212 2,149 2,346 1,603 8
1971-72, oo (19790) 2,233 20,9 4,460 2,249 1,263 829 2,713 204
1972.73... cus (1971) 1,619 16,6 2,300 1,801 1,156 1,759 474 269
1973-74 1/ . (1972) 2,131 21,6 4,600 2,27 2,879 2,225 2,348 237
197473 2/ (1973) 2,400 24,6 5,900 2,003 3,500 3,500 3,300 257
1975-76 2/, (1974) 2,600 21.9 5,700 2,200 3,5¢0 257
Gralm Scr-tum (Apﬁl-.‘hrg)_ &
_Al'_l ralia
1707-U8assasscssscsaces {1966) | 203 15.7 a9 207 19 7 22 30
(1967) 147 15,4 208 208 82 3% 50 30
{17us) no 14,0 294" 273 73 263 17 Y
(19u9) 359 15,2 367 268 517 862 278 33
(1970) 552 23,3 1,248° 222 990 683 1,087 24
(1911) 619 19.2 1,225* %] 761 26 730 60
(1972) 697 14,6 1,0%8; 199 829 800 634 &3
(1973) 513 20.5 1,050 38 700 750 750 27
(1974) 700 17,1 1,200 400 800 27
& 3y R PR bt i s v e 801 47 e
3 .
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|
‘
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FEEIGRAINS: Supply and Disappearance for Sclected Major Competitors (Continued)

:Designated: : : s bomestic : Fxports :  Eudlins STOCKS
Marketing Year :Production: Area : Yield :Production: Consump- :July-Junc:Ocl-Scpti:Local Mar-:local Marketing Year
2 .Yeap ¢ = = : tion 2 : heting Yr.s
: SRR TR 03 ¢t 1,000 -2 1,000 s 1,000 ¢ 1,000 & 1,000 1,000
H :hec;aresé' Q/ha, § m.ts = m.E. & rt. = bt ot Mete = m.t.
i Barley (Decenber-November) -
Australia
‘ 1I6T=68 corvnnvenvmimmmensns L1967) 1,057 7.9 834 587 1x9 121 128 327
19682605 Jos baenanbnsameven GID6E) 1,341 12.3 1,646 975 45] 508 548 450
1969700 ssnuasosssnnsansns (1759) 1,521 11.2 1,899 964 641 7C3 654 501
J970-7 1 snnustmesshisaesseen L19720) 2,000 . 11.8 25331 1,130 1,123 1,236 1,233 489
1971720 cicsvnassnnnsnsnen K1IIL) 2,535 12.1 3,065 1,423 1,844 1,732 1,769 362
1Y -t e e e rann st enn KLITZ) 2,140 <8 I Y, 727 1,221 767 693 638 . 230
197374 1/ esuvmnnnesnsanns (1273) 1,914 12.9 2,467 1,184 830 1,000 1,200 313
190675 2/ eanonccnssnassee (197%) 2,200 14.5 3,200 1,183 1,790 1,540 1,930 © 400
Barlevy (August-July)
Can:da J ~
L167'65000a---.n--ca..o..- '(1967) 3,254 \16.8 5,505 4,631 1,059 740 842 2,850
1968269 cucrrnesrsnmanenss N1JGE) 3,570 19.8 75099 55161 411 456 447 4,341
1969705 v unsnwaesensvissenn  (1I69) 3,859 20.9 8,084 6,463 1,179 2,014 1,497 4,465
1970-T s s vensenarsassnnens C1970) 4,004 21.9 8,589 65,351 3,823 3,919 3,362 3,141
L9710 s sws wmnsissnsonmmons  CUIFL) 5,658 23.2 . 13,099 7,944 4,174 4,573 4,468 3,828
@ 1972730 it dssnannnnanein C1972) 5,003 2253 115255 7,241 31929 3,305 3,669 4,203
1973-74 1/ivsaeannnsnansar (1973) 4,339 21} 10,224 7,442 2,638 2,500 2,565 4,420
1974-75 2/eeacacsaasassses £1974) 4,614 19.0 83753 75233 3,000 3,000 3,000 2,§20 .
Total E
{90768 vaseunssssmnvneses CLIGT) 15,067 4.4 < 21,715 14,634 95279 8, 737 9,212 4,420
1908-690inssennonnannnwens (13068) 16,041 16.0 25,734 151012 9,708 9,558 8,408 5,974
1969-F0ssmansranannsaannss  (1969) 17,518 17.8 31,351 19,065 10, 361 12,531 12,153 6,107
197GeTL ssamnansenenmaresne  (LI70) 18,069 20,9 37,680 18,172 15,923 16,648 18,760 6,855
sl el R B G T 18,800 19.8 37,293 21,286 17,992 16,566 14,848 8,016
1972-730 vo vanwannensonwess  LLD1L) 18,204 18,2 33,110 20,956 13,653 14,218 14,493 5,677
1973=74 1/ snsnnensmpneannn: S1273) 18,773 22,9 . 42,914 22,128 14,876 _ 14,985 18,557 7,906
1976575 2/ sinomanononsmnns (1974) 19,496 20,9 40,653 21,977 20,650 20,880 20,990 9992

Y
2/
3

Preliminary.
Projection,
Includes imports,

>,

- et
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(In thousand metric tomns)

Summary of Feedgrain Exports from Selected Competitors

'. o
Year Beginning : -
July 1 : 1967-68 1963-69 1969-70 1970-71 1971-72  1972-73 1973-74-1—/ 1974-752—/
Canada
arley 1,059 411 1,179 3,823 4,174 3,929 2,638 3,000
Corn 2 2 7 53 28 12 15 15
Qats 5 47 44 88 156 170 90 11 8
Sorghum . - - 1 6 2 - - -
Total 1,108 457 1,275 3,953 4,374 4,031 2,664 3,023
Australia ;
Barley 129, 451 641 1,123 1,844 767 830 1,790
Corn 8 3 - 1 22 . 41 9 3 5
Qats 183 333 210 556 329 115 286 150
Sorghum 19 82 73 517 990 761 829 700
Total 334 866 925 2,218 3,204 1,652 1,943 2,645
Q_t'gentina
Barley 124 205 33 112 97 - 109 153 .130
Corn 3,136 3,968 4,346 5,333 4,501 2,847 5,198 5,800
Qats 313 201 144 217 110 179 180 170
Sorghum 558 1,339 1,523 2,149 1,243 1,156 2.879 3,500
Total 4,181 5,713 6,046 7,511 6,250 4,291 &,410 9, 600
South Africa .
Corn 3,107 2,168 1,096 915 2,829 2,979 370 3,960
Oats ) - 12 2 .- -~ - - Tee
Sorghum 168 251 43 148 236 132 - 90
Total. 3,275 2,431 1,141 1,063 3,065 3, LY 370 4,050
" Thailand . : ;
Corn 1,221 1,289 1,503 1,663 2,111 1,214 2,132 1,900
- Sorghum' 49 53 71 121 148 97 190 185
Total 1,270 1,342 1,574 1,786 2,259 1,311 2,322 27,035
Total Feedgrains s
Barley 1,312 1,067, 1,853 5,058 6,115 4,805 3,621 4,920
Corn : 74519 7,427 6,953 7,936 9,810 7,061 7,718 11,630
Oats 543 590 444 929 ouY 354 477 328
Sorghum 794 1,725~ | 95 2,951 2,019 2,146 3 us 4,475
Total ~ 10,1638 10,309 1u,901 16,z0% 19,153 lu, 396 15,71« 21,403

1/ Preliminary
2/ Projection

=13--

LU
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: Western.Europe: Grains, supply~-distribution

July=June 1968-69 through 1974-75 _ ' .
: ] s . : s "Donestic consumption .
. Area M B ¥ . Net . Stocks
:harvested Yield. :P:o§uct;on:'1mports o 2 Imports For feed Total use . change
% b Iiien 2 ¢ Million ¢ Million @ Million: Million : Million : Million : Million
: ha. : Q/ha. ¢ m.t. ¢ ‘m.t. ¢ m.t. § m.t. : m.E. ! m.t. : m.t.
Total grains: 1/ ;
1968-69 ceveescaes 41.3 28.5 117.8 . 37.7 17.4 20.3 82.3 134.7 + 3.4
1969=70 cuensnwans 4l 28.5 117.1 37.3 12.8 17,5 85.6 139.5 - 4.9
1970-71 saassevsne 41,0 27.8 113.9 43.0 15.4 27.6 86.9 142.0 - 0.5
1971272 cenvwvssas 41,3 31.9 131.8 39.4 20.3 19.1 89.6 147.1 + 3.8
187273 savssasans 40,9 32,2 131.7 . 42,3 24.7 17.6 93.2 152,1 - 2.8
1973-74 2/ vessses 40.4 " 33,0 133,2 57,7 25.9 21,8 96.1 154.1  + 0.9
1974=75 3/ esvsese 412 32.9 139,10 39,8 25,1 14.7 94.7 153.7 0
Whe'!t .
T 1968-69 veeeceiees 17.9 26,4 47.2 12.8 9.3 3.5 11.7 48.6 8 |
196970 cavnsnsens 23 - 26:1 451 - J2.7 1i.1 1.6 13:7 51.0 - 4.3
1970~71 snsssnnssn 470 25.7 53,7 . 13.8 6.5 1.3 . 14.3 51.6 ~ 0.6
1971=72 sosvanssas 13,1 30.1 «~ 51.4 12.2 8.7 5, % 13.8 51.4 4+ 3.5
1972573 scenstnsuny A048 30.5 51.4 13.6 12.9 0.7 16.4 54.4 - 2.3
1973-78 2/ seesvan 16l 31.3 50,7 12.9 12.5 0.4 12.56 50.0 + 1.1
1974275 3 sessnes 16.8 3.7 53:3 i3.2. 14,5 -1.3 16,2 54.0 - 0
Coarse grains: 4/
1968069 cuunsnsnss LM 30.2 70.6 24.9 8.1 16.8 70.6 86.1 + 1.3
1969=70 wnsssssasn o320 o 72.0 24,6 8.7 15.9 71.9 88.5 - 0.6
1970=71 .vsvsavuss 2hD 29.2 ° 70.2 29.2 8.9 20.3 712.6 90.4 + 0.1
1971~72 cnsnevsuns Lhed . 33,2 80.4 27.2 11.6 15.6 . 75.8 95.7 + 0.3
1972=73 sncssasnes 2oyl - 33.4 80.3 28.7 11.8 16.9 76.8 97.7 - 0.5
197374 2/ civeses 24,3 34.1 82.5 S8 . 13.4 21.4 83.5 104.1 - 0.2
1974-75 3/ ceceess 24.4 337 83.7 26.6 10.6 16,0 - 78,5 99,7 0

1/ wheat, rye, barley, oats, corn and sorghum (trade excludes products other than wheat flour).
2/ Preliminary.

3/ Projcction,

4/ RKye, barley, oats, corn and sorphum,



USy Total preipn ?tnauztipn and Sypply-Ristyidutips

. Buginning Ciciy Dumestic Consusplion

» Corrodity and Year Lrocks Acreace T _arve Production Im-arts Exracte for fced tztal
T3 _ Yite Hdelrae fade hilg Miie Mila Mile

. T, Acres tons MY, K.T. YT, M. T, M. T,

TOTAL CRAINSS °
1961-62 115,64 156,9 1,02 160.3 o6 35.2 11,9 139.6
1962-6) lgl.s i‘;i.é :-09 158.3 o2 na 103,3 136,3

» 1963-64 1.0 0.6 13 170,8 b 40,3 105.8 134,35
1964-65 87.4 146,.9 1.02 156.6 o3 39.4 10,3 133.0
1965-66 71,9 145,6 1.23 1792 -2 30.0 119,.2 143,93
1966-67 52,8 147.7 1,22 179.8 2 40.3 117.8 147,2
1967-68 45.3 159.6 1.27 203,31 o2 41,7 118.2 148.4
1968-69 58,7 152.4 1,29 197.1 o2 3.3 126.3 156.7
196%-76 67.8 143,2 1.40 200.1 o3 35.7 154,0 1644
1970-21 63,1 142,6 1.28 182.1 «3 38.9 130,1 161.6
1971-72 30,0 154,0 1.51 ° 232.4 '] 41,9 1642,3 123.4
1972-73 67,4 141.3 1.58 223,13 3 71.3 147,0 178,.6
1973-24 4l.1 156,2 1.49 232,85 o3 70.9 143.9 176.1
l:;b-;: k74 Z:.‘) 163.2 1.23 . 200,38 <3 56,7 119,0 151,9
1975~ 19.4 % }

i'.

i :
1964=62 .6 sl.6 265 333 o2 19.% 1.6 16.5
1962-63 ° 36,0 43,7 03, 29.7 o1 17,5 o3 15.8
:96}-6: JZ.: 6:.5 69 - 3.2 .; 23.3 3] 16,0

96%-6 24, 49.8 «70 = 34,9 i 19.7 1.9 12.5
1965-66 2.2 49.6 72 35.8 :l:/ 23.6 ° 4,2 19,8
1966-67 14,6 49.9 o 1 35.3 _l_; 20.3 2.6 18,2
1967-638 11.6 55.8 210, 41,0 it 20.7 X2 17,2
1968-69 14,7 5.3 77 &L2.4 _l_J/ 14,8 4.2 20.1
1969-70 22.2 &7.6 <83 39.3 1 16,5 3.3 20,9
1970-71 2.1 .6 e, 36.8 i/ 2001 5.1 20.9

- 1971-72 19.9 7.7 «92 44,0 1Y 17.2 1.2 23,2
1972-73 23,5 47,3 «89 - 42,0 1/ 2.2 5.2 2.4 3
1973-74 11.9 33.9 56 &46.6 ot 31.3 3.9 20,5
1974-75 2/ 6.8 66,1 W76 48,5 v 23.6 2.7 19.6
1975-76 7.3 . . 3

TOTAL FELTCRAINS: E v .
1961-02 77.0 10503 1.20 126.3 b 15.6 110.3 123.1
1962-63 65,5 101,9 1.26 . 123.6 ol 15.2 107.8 120.5
1963-64 33.5 105.1 1.3) 139.6 «3 17.0 105.3 118,35
1964-65 62,9 97.1 1.25 121,7 o3 19.7 1024 115.5

. 1963-66 49.7 96,0 , 1,49 ° 1834 wd 2644 115,1 128,7
1966-67 8.2 97.8 1,48 164,33 -2 20.0 113.2 129.0
1967-68 33.2. 100.5 1461 ° 162.3 2 21.0 117.0 131.2
1965-69 44,0 97.1 1259 . 154,7 2 16.7 122.1 136.6
:;69-;? 65.‘6’ zz.g _1.6? 166.8 o3 19.2 125,7 143.5
1970- &4, . 1.4 145.3 -3 18.8 1260 1407
1971-72 30.1 106,3 .77 | 186.4 o3 24,7 135.1 150.2
1972-73 43.9 94,0 1.93 ¢ 181,3 el )9.: 161.3 157.2
197)-24 29.2 102.3 1.52 . 1385.9 o2 39. 140.0 155.6
1974-35 2/ Y OME.S 99.4 1.53 ; 152.3 e 28.1 116,3 132,38

B 1975-76 26.1

. £ Mil, bu, K, acres Bu/acres NEl. bu. Mil, bu, ¥il, bu. Mil, bu, Mil, bu.
1971-72 731 47,7 33.9 ; 1,618 1 632 © 266 ass5
.1972-1) S 863 47,3 32.7. 19545 1 1,185 190 735

- 1973-74 %39 33.9 3.7 1,711 1 . 1,148 146 754
1974-75 269 64,1 28,0 . 1,781 1 1;100-1,000 75-128 685-738
1975-7¢ 243-293 .

CORN; - o, . 4
197i-72 667 64,0 88.1 5,641 1 79 3,978 4,387
1972-73 1;126 57,4 97,1 5,573 1 1,258 &, 310 4,733
1973-74 709 61.8 91.3 ; 3,643 1 1,225 &,212 &, 647
1974-25 481 $3.7 74,0 4,718 1 925-873 3,515-3,535 3,960-3,990
1975-76 315-33% ; t

SORGHIN: '.

1971-72 90 16,3 33.7 a76 - 123 692 701
1972-73 162 13.6 60,4 809 .= 212 660 666
1973-74 73 15,9 38,9 937 .- 230 712 718
1974-75% 62 13.6 46,5 " 632 .- 160-140 506-516 516-524
1973-76 20-30 <

LEY: =
1971-72 153 10.2 45,7° 464 13 31 266 408
1972-73 175 5.7 43,6 &) 14 66 238 383
1973-74 163 10,5 &0.4 &24 9 88 238 87
1974-7% ’;.“ 8.5 3842 - 323 13 © 30-40 198 354
1975-26 65 -

OATS s i
1971-72 517 15.8 55.9. 1.3} & 2% 7% 8y
1972-73 5%l 13.3 51.2 692 3 22 1l 804
1973-74 410 14,1 47,1 664 - 58 567 760
1974-73 254 13.6 &47.7 649 2 30-20 632 743
1975-76 130-150 i

.
-

Motess Docs mot Include adjustmnt {or transhlpments; includes ®a jor products,

1/ Lless than 500,000 m.t.
3/ Exports, corsumptlon and endlng stocks for cocradity year 1974-73 are based on the cid-points of the offlcially
estimated ranges enuncrated belws,
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%% .7 World:

Wheat Supply-Distributicn, Marketing Years 1960-61

through 1974-75 1/

. " .
s ¢ . Area " Yigld Beginning
Harvested Stocks 2/
Mil. Ha. Q/ba. Mil, MT
1960-61 203.5 11.9 72,0
. 1961-62 ' 203.1. 11,2 75.1°
' 1962-?3 207.8 12,4 63.3
1963-64 207.4 11.5 68.8
1964-65 216,6 12,6 60,3
1965-66 216,4 12,2 70,4
1966-67 - 2148 14,1 51.6
1967-68 ©219,3 13.4 76,5
1968-69 224,5 14,5 81,6
1969-70 2i7.7 14,1 106, %
1970-71 206,0 15,0 93, 6
1971-72 211.6 16,2 T 72,6
1972-73 208,5 16.1 73.5
197374 4/ " 218.0 16,8 50,7
' 19%4-75 5/ "222.2 15.8 5.9
1975-76 5/ . g * 48,8

-

Mil, MT

241,2
2z1.1
256,8
23745
273.8
263.4
303.9
293.4
325,3
306.2
309,5
342,4
'335,1
367, 0

351.7

Production

57.3
53.1
50,0
55.3
56,3

56.0

72,3

71,4
1.4

Consumption

Total 3/

Mil. MT
238,1

238,9
251.3
246.0
263,7
282,2
279.0
288,3
300,5
319.0
330,7
341.3
357.9
361.8

358,8

s e s s - ASa—

ll Data in this table are based on an aggrcgate of dxffer1n5 local markcting yecars, and will therefore
differ from July-June data appearing clsewhere in this rcport. 2/
countries and exclude such impertant countries as the USSR, the Feoplc's Republic of China and part
of Eastern Europe for which stocks data arce not available; the aggregate stocks tevel have, however,

been adjusted for cstimated year-to-ycar changes in USSR grain stocgs.

Stocks data are only [or selected

l/ For countrics for which

stock data are not available, or for which no adjustments have boen imade for year-Lo=ycar cnnng(.,

“consum1tion estimates assume a constant stock level,

4/ Preliminary,

5/ Projectiun,
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World: Coarse Crains Supply Distribution Marketing Years l/

L 1960-61 through 1974-75
o ; ea Yield Beginning - Production Total Con;z$2;ig;
H t«stcd Stocks 2/ _E§E°Tt‘ Total 3
! R Q/ha Million Million M;;lxon o
Hx;;ion N s s o '
L]
' 406.1
1960-61 . 270.0 15.4 89.0 _ 415,¢8 26,0
- ' ‘ 411.9
'1961-62 263,8 151 98,7 397.2 33,6 |
‘016-‘0
1962-63 260,2 15.9 84,0 414,5 32,2
420,8
1963-64 267.6 15.9 £2.1 ) 424,3 35,8
429,7
1964-65 263.% 16,0 85.6 422,5 38.0
' 455,2
1965-66 259,9 16,9 78.4 438,6 47.0 _
‘ © o 463.1
1966-67 260.9 17.9 €1.8 467,3 L v
y -
1967-68 266.4 18.5 66.0 . 492, 1 44,2 _ 481
: i 93,7
1 1965-69 266,7 18,6 T 1.0 497.1 39.7 493
1965’70 Ty 269.7 19.3 80.4 519,S 46.8 525.9
1970-71 270.1 19,0 74.0 ~ 514.2 52,9 530,1 -
1971-72 272.8 20,9 €8, 1 569.0 55,2 5513 :
- | ‘ A 3 o 1.6
1972-73 ' 271.0 .. 20,4 75.8 5530 69.5 ) 57
. i . 79.2 608,4
1973-74 4] 2816 O 57.2 603.2 4 s p
P ‘ : T 64.6 .5 -
1974-75 5/ -~ 28B6.6 . 19.7 . 5.0 565.3 Tk e
y L » : Gt s A
2 % N L % 37'8 ! ] . :
1975-76 5/ . _ . 1
. -., - .;." . ";.
5 . . :
5 . ™ ¢

Data in this table are based on an arcgregate of differing local marketing years, and will therefore )
ffer from July-June data appearing elsewhere in this r:ports 2/ Stocks data arc only for selected i
untries and exclude such important countries as the USSR, thc Peoplc's Republic of China and part of

stern Europe for which stocks data are not available; the aggregate stocks level have, however, becen
justed for estimated year-to-yecar changes in USSR zrain stocks,

% L
TR ETT I T T

3/ For countrics for which stock
ta are not available, or for which no adjustmcents have been made for ycar-to-ycar changes, consumption

. .’i
timates assume a constant stock level, 4/ Preliminary, 5/ Projection, : ;

) ' *irey T %
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1960-61
1961-62

1962-63

1963-64

1964-65 .

1965-66

1966-67

o Baine

1967-68
1968-69

' 1969-70
1970-71
1971-72
1972-73
1973-74 4/

-1974-75 5/

1975-76 5/

3.

World: Total Grain ! upply-Diatrlbution Marketing Years 1/

Area Yield
larvested :
Milllon Q/Ma.
Ha,
473, 5 13.9
466, 9 13,4
468,0 14,3
475,0 13.9
480,0 14.5
476,3 14,7
475.7 16,2
485,7 16,2
491,2 16,7
487,64 16,9
476.1 17.3
484.,4 18.8
479.5 18.5
499.6 19.4
508.8 18.0

Beginning

Stocks 2/

Million
ML

161,0

173.8

- 147.3

150.9 -

145.9

145,.8

1134

166,86
167,6
130,5
149,3
107.9
lOi.9

8646

A}

bo

Production

Million

1960-61 throush 1974-75

MT

657.0
624, 3
871.3
601.8
6%.3
m2.c
771.2
785.5
822.4
825.7
823,17
91i,.4
888,1
970.2

.916.0

Total Consuro!
Exparts Totni
Millicn Millic

MT . M

69.9 644,2

80.8 650,.8

78.0 667.7

9.1 660.8

92.4 693.4
108.1 737.4
100,0 751.1

97:3 769 .4

89,7 794.2
102.1 844,9
109.2 860.8
110.4 892.6
161.8 929.5
150.6 970.2
136.0 937.3

Stochs datu are only tor

1/ Dpata in this table are based on an ay.cegac of Jdiffering local rarketing years, and will thorcfore
differ {rom July-June data appearing clscwhere in this ceport. 2 z A
countries and cxclude such important counlrivs as the USSR, the People's Republic of China and pect

of Eastern Lurupe for which stocks data are not available; the aggregate stocks level have, hewever,
been adjusted for estimated year-to-ycar changes in USSR grain stuck.. 3/ For counlries for which

stock data are not available, or for which ne a.djustrcents have been made for year-to-ycar changes,

consumption c¢stimates assume a constant stock level,

Note:

- e m——
.

e e e Sy

4/ Preliminary.

Includes wheat, rye, barley, oats, corxn and sorghum,

-18-

5/ Projection,

clected




November 8, 1974

The President
"The White House
Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

Now that the election is behind us, I must call to your
attention a basic inequity in our society which must not be
allowed to continue, Not only will your own programs suffer,
but the welfare of all of our citizens.

Until very recently everyone -- except for the farmers -
took cheap food and fibre as their inherent right. And if you
don't stop the potentially disastrous drive of Messrs. Ash,
Butx and Frick to dismantle the Agriculture Stabilization and
Conservation Service, we will all pay higher prices for food
in & very short time, Furthermore, promises like you malle
in Iowa to help farmers -« and in this I quite agree with you «-
cannot possibly be fulfilled without an organization like ASCS,

Shortly after writing you on October 9th, I asked all 3,000
county ASCS offices and 3,000 county agricultural agents to
answer & questionnaire, I have heard from farmers and
officials from coast-to-coast and border-to~border -« and to
date, not one agrecs with the above officials or says the ASCS
programs are not important, This is the first time in 28 years
of surveying that some have not attacked me, personally, and
others have not said the program should be drastically cur-
talled, By this I do not mean to imply that some would not do
either or both -« only that it is interesting I have not received
this type of reply to date, Eventually I will summarize the

. replies 1 get «~ all of them <~ and send the summary not only
to you but every Member of Congress.

In the meantime, I will send you some of the hlghlfghto but
first, I would like to analyze the motives of those who are
bringing about this drastic disservice to our entire nation,



First, all three gentlemen «« Mesars. Ash, Butz, and Frick -« have each personally
stressed with-me the absolute necessity of balancing the Budget. Ever since I came
to Washington in 1941 and began travelling around the country, I have never found
anyone who did not want to balance the Budget (except in emsrgencies), But always
at the other guy's expense., But here we have these three gentlemen ranting against
ACP and ASCS spending but providing more and more funds for 8CS, How, in the
name of fairness, can you justify increasing SCS more than you cut ASCS when SCS
money goes for salaries and ASCS money is matched by farmers to get conservation
practices on the land?

Almost evei'y county that reported in the survey, showed that SCS had as many employs=
ees a8 ASCS with a car for each employee (ASCS hu none), And ASCS reaches from
twice as many to ten times as many farmers,

Second, when the administrator of a program tries to eliminate it, his motives should

certainly be looked into «« particularly when Congress has told him, year after year,
not to, .

Third, why is it Messrs, Ash, Buts and Frick completely ignore the overwhelming
wishes of Congress -« particularly those of men like Senators Aiken, Young, etc? I
would remind you, for example, that Senators Aiken and Stafford of Vermont always
supported the ACP but Congressman Mallary supported Messrs. Ash, Buta and
Frick in thelr restrictions of money and red tape on the ACP, To be sure, after the
statewlde "howl" from Vermont, Congressman Mallary finally modified his extremae
position, But Vermont farmera don't forget and this was part of the reason for Vere

mont electing its first Democrat to the U.8, Senate since the Repubuc‘n Party was
formed over a century ago.

Fourth, have you really looked into the reasons why Messrs. Ash, Butas and Frick
are dismantling the most successful organiration ever devised by man to reach those
feeding him and thru them the land and water? No nation ever approached the effi.
cient way of doing this the way ASCS has, A comparison of ASCS costs va, SCS is
actually ludicrous. I am not saying SCS does not do a lot of good, . I am only saying
ABCS not only does a lot moxe for the U,8, consumers, but does it a lot cheaper,

Just like our Founding Fathers did an incredible job for all of us, so did the Congress
when they passed the Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment Act in 1936, After
wasting our natural resources to the point of Dust Bowls and economic ruin, Congress
turned us around, But we were so successful that we think it {8 automatic to have
cheap food and fibre, With almoet every magazaine currently on the news stands and
with many TV specials featuring the World'e Food Crisis, it behooves someons in
your Administration to re-examine the full value of ASCS before Administrator Frick
can fully implement his orders now in the 50 state ASCS offices, ¥iring 1,600 to
3,000 county ASCS trained and dedicated people before Congress can act is »ddiculous,
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When you realize the 1973 and 1974 Programs are being administered simultane-
ously; when you realize the Senate has passed a Bill to extend these Programs
through December 1975; when you realize that the 1973 Program was fully funded
because of Court Action; when you realize that Messrs, Ash, Butz and Frick
impounded half of the 1974 Program funds against the wishes of Congress; when
you realize that Congress will soon revise Mr, Frick's drastic restrictions which
he applied in complete violation of Congress' wishes, I think you will realize the
folly of firing dedicated employees only to have to refill these positions ih a very
few weeks, 2

The enclosed quotes are samples of what I have received from every state in the
nation, ' { . \
3 4 3 %
Best Personal Regards,

i

Robert M. Koch
: President

&
4

Enclosure



From Michigan:

From Mississippi:

From Georgia:

From Montana:

From Colorado:

From Texas:

SOME SIGNIFICANT QUOTES
FROM 1974 SURVEY OF ASCS

COMMITTEEMEN AND COUNTY EXTENSION AGENTS

"Here in Michigan each county ACP development group was asked to

. make suggestions for practices to be included in the 1975 Program.
Almost every county recommended that liming, tiling, cover crops,
ditching and anti-pollution practices be included in 1975. Yet we're
told that our State Development Group did not make those recom-
mendations to Washington because they had already been told they
would not be accepted. How the hell do they expect to get grass root
input if they stop it before it gets there?"

"The 1973 REAP was a fairly good program (not as good as the previous
ACP). However, compared to the 1974 RECP, it was great, The
1974 RECP was and is a disaster., This is due to the increased in-
volvement of SCS in the program. "

"The late confused program was very frustrating to office help and
farmers. We are also operating under difficulty with reduced help...
the directives and instructions to staff are so complicated as to be
beyond understanding - if the staff cannot comprehend, how can you

- explain it to a farmer? "

"If we could have our 1970 program back we could do some good.
Now all practices are the responsibility of the SCS - and you know
technicians (the 1974 is a disaster)."

"Force the Budget Bureau to fund the program to the extent authorized
by Congress. Issue regulations and instructions to ASC Committees
at the beginning of the 1975 program year, not in the middle of the
year as was done for 1973 and 1974, Appoint state ASC committeemen
who are in favor of the conservation programs, who have participated
in them on their own farms or will promote them in the state instead

of hindering their use by farmers, "
)]

""The major reason the general public resents the Conservation Program
is because of the large number of SCS employees. Everyone thinks
the programs are the cause of the large crews of men and fleets of
autos and pickups., Most people do not resent the help the farmers
get to help carry out the practice as they realize the need to conserve
the soil. What they resent is the huge number of employees it takes
to operate it. The city people and general public was much more re-
ceptive to the programs when one county committee employee did the
same job that it takes several SCS employees to do, There will never
he a successful or economically operated program until it is set up by
ASC County and Community Committees and operated by the elected
committee with all the field work performed by personnel directed by
county committees, When this is done there will again be a good
sound program."



From Oregon:

From lowa:

From Arkansaes:

From Minnesota!

From Kentucky:

From Pennsylvania:

From Ohio:

From Maryland:

"No long term agreements were accepted since SCS could not prepare
a required conservation plan of operation due to their increased work
load. Since the reduction in force in July 1973 reassignment of jobs
in the State office has caused a situation where it is impossible to ob-
tain any answers, "

"We have had about 200 requests (about 110 could be approved) for the
1973 REAP which includes County Committee option practices. We
have about 8 requests for the 1974 RECP and only 4 have begun work
to date. This shows the difference between a program which is
benefiting the farmer and one which is available in name only which
does not include practices which farmers in this county can use, "

""This office could do a much better job of administering this program
if we had more advance information. The uppeﬁ echelone need to quit
throwing in more and more red tape. "

"The majority of the practices we have signed up are under the 1973
REAP Program (which includes the old 1970 ACP practices) because
the objectives and requirements make it hard to qualify for cost-
sharing in the 1974 RECP Program., WHAT WE NEED IS THE OLD
ACP BACK TO REALLY GET THE FARMERS INTERESTED AGAIN
IN CONSERVATION PRACTICES!!I"

"The 1974 RECP Program does not meet the needs of this area. The
practices referred to in this program are so tied up in red tape that
the farmer refused to accede to all demands of the SCS. Wnat 1s
needed is a broad list of conservation practices that the county com-
mittee can choose from so that they meet the conservations of the
area. SCS is killing the conservation program for these mountain
farmers who so badly need conservation, "

""We have just sustained a personnel cut back based on 1974 fiscal '
year computer projections for work load. .. there is nothing fair about
the cut backs. The Administration assumes that there will be no
1975 REAP Program. We want a 1975 Program now, which has all
the old cost share rates and practices that we had prior to 1970, We
want SCS kept out of the determination of needs on lime, fertilizer,
seeding and top dressing practices. "

""Because of the restrictions placed on 73 and 74 Conservation pro-
grams by the Agr. Administrators Frick, Person, Hunter, etc.,
County Committee couldn't possibly use their allocations because of
time and limited practices available with no County Committee options,
Drive through country and see how many soil saving practices were
put on without cost share, Lime, tile fertilizer and seed used in
Agr. programs on farms without cost share was off by 60 - 70% from
years with good ACP practices. ;

"As the program tightened up in 1974, we feel it will be even more re=-
strictive in 1975 and future years, We feel the basic ACP practices
are needed in this era of high food production demand and high pro-
duction costs. We could spend more dollars if the older practices
were brought back at which time more producers could avail them-
selves of our ACP-RECP, "



Fromi Wisconsint . '"We must revert back to the flexibility of the 1970 ACP Program to run
any kind of an effective program. Another program like 1974 and we
might as well get out of business because farmers cannot accept and
live with it, "

From North Carolina: "The County Committee approved 15 requests for 1974 RECP and the
SCS hired 2 additional employees to help perform the work. They now
have 6 employees and ASCS has 5 and ASCS supervises the work on
3400 farms taking requests, making approvals, making payments and
spotchecking practices, etc, and unless ASCS budget is increased it
appears that we will have to reduce employees by 1. Long term agree=

ments were requested in April and turned over to SCS and SCS did not
return the CPO until September and we only have 2 agreements. With
all the details and specification requirements for 1974 RECP and with
no more farms participating than we have, we feel that this program

is not practical and that the monies appropriated for conservation work
be made available through a program similar to the old ACP with the
County Committee having complete authority to determine practices

to be included in the program and that the money available for this
program be doubled in comparison with recent years. "

From Illinois: "If the selection of 1975 practices is limited to those offered by
Washington, this county will not spend the allocated cost share funds
since final decisions of eligibility will be up to the local county con-
servationist, The level of completion of needed permanent type
practices has declined to a ridiculous level despite county committee
willingness to cost share the maximum,"

From New York: "If we want to have a good sound cost-sharing program, we must have
' one the way county committees want it and not like Washington thinks
it should be, "

‘From Alabama: "1974 RECP: This program was so tied up with the referral problem
until farmers could not timely know what they could expect and this
fact alone was the reason we had sufficient funds under this program."

From Nebraska: ""74 program does not meet the needs of farmers in our area. Concept
has changed. It is almost impossible for any one to qualify for parti-
cipation. Program made up for erosion control which we do have, but
impossible to qualify under the program. This is our reason for ex-
cess funds. We recommend going back to 1973 practices which were
workable and realistic,'

From Missouri: ""We think ACP practices should relate back to 1970 practices. We
think practices should be developed in the county based on need. We
think the ACP Program should be funded as Congress authorized, "

From Oklahoma: ""We could have used much more money if the Program had been timely
. approved. In Oklahoma, all practices must be referred to SCS, which
creates unnecessary delay. Many vegetative practices cannot be
timely approved. This prevents many producers from carrying out
their practice at the optimum time., The "administrative' require-
ment that land be subject to a ''significant' amount of erosion before it
can be approved was not intended by Congress, '



From Maine: "It is this County's opinion that the 1974 RECP is an impossible program
to administer and that the conservation benefits cannot be achieved as
it is constructed. The restrictions do not allow landowners the flexi-
bility to farm in the northeast area and still practice good conservation,
Farmers in this area pray that in 1975 we will revert back to a consers
vation program that will do the job that was intended.

From Indiana: "My County Committee feels we need to get away from the bureaucratic
' type of program we had for 1974, The power to select practices and
approve farms for cost-sharing must remain with the County Commit-
tee and on a local basis if our program is to be effective., Agriculture
is as different by as many counties as we have in this great country of
ours, and effective usage of funds can only be done by a local com-
mittee making policies to best serve the local farmers, "

From Kansas! ""What we need is a definite conservation program that can be depended
on to continue from year to year. The program should be funded at a
level that is comparable to present conditions. Instead of reducing the
allocation it should be increased. . The conservation program should
include all practices that will control soil erosion. Also, with the
need we have for grain and the high cost of commercial fertilizer
limestone should be included, Farmers are beginning to realize that
a crop rotation which includes legumes is needed to maintain crop pro«
duction, Limestone is needed for legumes, We also believe the Soil
Conservation Service needs to be instructed to make a better effort to

. promote conservation work, "

From West Virginia: '"Revision of manyrestrictive program regulations would certainly in-

‘ .crease the need for additional cost-share funding. The restrictions
I relate to are things like lifespan, requirement that fertilizer go on
with aglime, seeding dates, SCS technical standards, etc."

From Idaho: ’ "There should be more local control for REAP and RECP practices.
‘ What is good for South isn't necessarily what we need in
county. Let the county committee make some decisions on this, "

From Utah: "The 1974 RECP has been so restrictive it has been hard to administer

and farmers have become disgusted with it and lost interest. "

From New Hampshire:'"We feel that the 1974 RECP is too restrictive to be of much use to
the type of agriculture we have here, which is chiefly dairying. Would
like to see a return to the old (1970) program and also name "ACP'",

Farmers understand that andit is much simpler than the fancy names
given to the program since ACP, "
From South Dakota: '"We have trouble in getting timely servicing from SCS. Right now we
have nearly 65 referrals outstanding over 45 days - some dating back
- to April, 1974. Most of these we know have been completed, but not
checked by SCS. We have 50+ applications for dug-outs or dams and
10 applications for wells. We could use $20, 000 right now to complete
wells and dug-outs before freeze up, "



-

From Virginia:

From Florida:

From Tennessee:

From Texas!

From Mississippi!

From Oregon:

From Wisconsin: -

From Montana!

From Ohio!

From Illinois:

"The 1974 RECP has some good points, but in Virginia the practice re-
quirements are béing interpreted by SCS in such a strict sense that
only a few practices are being completed by farmers. As an example,
only 50 farms enrolled to begin with because the majority of our
farmers disqualified themselves. Only 20 of the 50 are being com-~
pleted, earning about two-thirds of the 1974 RECP county allocation, u

"If funds had been received at proper time we could have used 25%
more funds than we were allocated for REAP and RECP, "

"I would like to see RECP done away with, Let us go back to 1970
practices. I have been advised by office that pressure was put on by
D. D. not to return to '70 practices. Our farmers just will not sign
under RECP, don't like all procedures have to go through like all
authority SCS has over Program. You know as well as I that SCS |
only gives prompt service to the larger farms."

"We need a 1973 or prior year type program - strictly under the super-
vision of the County Committee. In our ASC District alone we have
approximately four (4) area SCS conservationist - each one issues
different directives to their District Conservationist(s) on the same
subject. It looks like the SCS State Office in Temple, Texas could
issue the same or single regulation or directive (at least generally) to
all SC5-SCD (Districts). It takes entirely too long for SCS to approve
a vegetative cover practice and refer it back to the County ASCS
Office, or any type practice for that matter. A good many times a
preliminary referral is received after the practice is completed and
reported by the farmer - then we wait several days for the final
referral, "

"Many, many approvals have been canceled simply because the farmer
became discouraged. Many were discouraged by SCS representatives.
If referrals had been timely serviced, we could have served many,
many more farmers. I felt that the farmer was talked out of things
so that SCS could catch up with backlog."

"The 1974 RECP doesn't seem to fit our area, We can't make it fit
anything. A lack of personnel to do technical work on dams is slowing
us down. We really need a better interpretation of the 1974 Program.
We have been clearing brush and seeding pasture under ACP and REAP
but the 1974 Program won't fit us. It's valueless,

"It is my feeling, and that of my County Committee, that practices
should not be handed down from Washington and State officies. "

'"1974 practices offered are restrictive. Do not apply to Montana, "

"Farmers in this area have about given up on any response from
Washington as to their needs. "

"Federal funds for soil conservation is the best investment for all
the people, "



, Texas
September 18, 1974

Robert M. Koch, Pres.

National Limestone Institute, Ine¢.
1315 Sixteenth Street, N. W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Koch:

I am sure that by now you know the 1974 RE Program is a complete failure.
After the administration finally gave us a program they killed it by having the Soil
Conservation Service go out on all requests to make a need determination, They,
the SCS, have been afraid to make a determination or take a stand on these requests
because they might get some bad publicity. One remark of some farmers of this
County was that the SCS employees could kill a half day and not say anything. There-
fore there was not much of a 74-RE Program this year.

The thing that saved the day was the ASCS getting the 1973 RE Program. Even
though it was late, the County Committee administered the 1973 RE Program and
we did do a lot of good with it in County.

Regarding the 1974 Long Term Agreements, we had several to sign up for it,
but most of the farmers, after spending excess time with the SCS Technicians and
not being able to get any commitment from them on a farm plan, cancelled their re-
quests and used the 1973 RE Program,

We have two LTA agreements. These farmers have been trying for three
months to get a plan from the local Soil Conservation Service. There is no plan
yet and SCS can't say when either one will be ready.

Now this looks rather odd as we serve approximately 1700 farms in this ASCS
office. We are staffed with a manager, one full time clerk and a part time clerk,
The local SCS has about 150 co-operators and two (2) LTA agreements. The SCS

has six (6) personnel and five (5) trucks and can't make two farm plans in three
months.

It appears to me that there should be a close look at the SCS throughout and that
it should be determined if an organization that is so expensive to the taxpayer and
does so little good for the nation should be continued. It is a known fact that in

most of the SCS technicians will tell you they are only waiting around for
retirement,

I have been with the ASCS sincel9 __ - worked County performance, District
performance and have been a County Office Manager since 19 _. Our County
Committee has administered the ACP Program all these years until the 1974 RE
Program and they have done an outstanding job. Until this year we did not have
all this delay and confusion that is associated with telling the farmer what the

County Committee will do, then having the farmer go to the SCS where they com-
pletely confuse the farmer,

We are hopeful that this bad situation can be remedied in the neat future,

Yours very truly,



THE WHITE HOUSE ;
WASHINGTON
November 8, 1974
MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. KENNETH R. COLE, JR.

MR. WILLIAM E. TIMMONS
FROM: : y{A—WARREN RUSTAND L/
7 :

SUBJECT: Approved Presidential Activity

Please take the necessary steps to implement the following and confirm
with Mrs. Nell Yates, ext. 2699. The appropriate briefing paper should -
be submitted to Dr. David Hoopes. :

Event: Presentation of Thanksgiving Turkey by the National Turkey
Federation

Date: Monday - November 11, 1974 Time: 12:30 p.m. Duration: 5 mins.
Location: The Rose Garden

Press Coverage: Press Photo

SPECIAL NOTE: Senator Jesse Helms transmitted the request from
Mr. G. L. Walts, Executive Vice President
of the National Turkey Federation

cc: Mr. Hartmann
Mr. Marsh
Mr. Cheney
Dr. Hoopes
Mr. Jones
Mr. Nessen
Mr. O'Donnell

s. Yates
r. Ross

o\



FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE NOVEMBER 11, 1874

OFFICE OF THE WHITE HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY

THE WHITE HOUSE

REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT
AT THE PRESENTATION OF A THANKSGIVING TURKEY
BY THE
NATIONAL TURKEY FOUNDATION

THE ROSE GARDEN

12:48 P.M. EST

Thank you very, very much. The district that
I used to represent, as you know, was quite a turkey
producing area, and they were always very thoughtful
at Thanksgiving time, And I think the turkey is a
very symbolic part of our whole Thanksgiving weekend,
and I am deeply grateful that the White House will have,
I am sure, a delicious as well as symbolic turkey
Thanksgiving.

END (12:43 P.M. EST)



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Date: October 21, 1974

MEMORANDUM FOR: NORM ROSS

WARREN RUSTAND
FROM: RAXHXZARKER

RE: Desire of National Turkey Federation to
present President a turkey for Thanksgiving

The attached is being sent to you for your advice and
recommendation.

Would you advise as soon as possible.

Thank you.

COMMENTS:

‘/<_‘



JESSE HELMS
NORTH CAROLINA

4

AVlnifed Dlafes Denatle

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 S,

October 17, 1974

Mr. Warren Rustand

Appointments Secretary to President Ford
The White. House

Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear Warren:

Enclosed is a letter from Mr. G. L. Walts,
Executive Vice President of the National Turkey
Federation.

The letter is self-explanatory, but I would
like to add that the President of the National Turkey
Federation is Mr. W. H. Shepard, Jr. of Goldsboro,
North Carolina. Mr. Shepard is an outstanding citizen
of my state and it would be a great honor for North
Carolina if he is able to make this presentation.

If you need further information concerning this
request, please call Mr. Walts, or Charlie Black of my
staff.

Thank you for your attention.

slincerely,

Lorr. (Dl Qg

JESSE HELMS:bf

cc: Mr. G. L. Walts
: Reston, Virginia

Mr. W. H. Shepard, Jr.
Goldsboro, North Carolina



National Turkey “Federation

Reston International Center, Suite 302, Reston, Virginia 22091

Lew Waits, Executive Vice President = 703"8 g360.0120

October 16, 1974

The President
The White House
Washington, -D. C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

For 28 consecutive years the National Turkey Federation has been
privileged to present a turkey to the President of the United States,
commemorating the rich heritage of our country's original Thanksgiving.

These presentations have been successful in focusing the attention
of the American public on the many blessings they enjoy in observing
this festive Holiday.

This year Thanksgiving is November 28. We would very much appreciate
making the presentation on November 19 or 20. However, it is obvious
we would defer specific dates in recognition of your very busy schedule.

It is sincerely hoped, Mr. President, the National Turkey Federation
will be accorded the honor of making this presentation to you.

Sin erely yours,

z [W&f/ﬁ
G. L. Walts
Executive Vice President

GLW:sm

F. W. Vickrey ... First Vice President Ted Washen! . icivisvaviesvares Secretary-Treasurer
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November 19, 1974

Mr. Norman Ross, Jr.

Room 218

Domestic Council - White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. Ross,

I would like to thank you personally for the understanding and concern you
showed a group of East Texas Cattle and Dairy producers QOctober 9, in your
office at the White House. I was a member of that group and was very much
impressed by your personal concern. It has been over six weeks since the
visit in your office and there is no relief in sight as of yet for these two
segments that are a vital part of the "back-bone" of our country. Therefore,
"1 am trying once again to appeal to you the great necessity for someone to
draw the President's attention to the seriousness of the matter.

I know that the President has imposed import quota's on Canadian beef and pork
imports. This is not enougﬁ! This one little step will not serve as a pac-
ifier for the livestock and dairy industries. What about New Zealand and
Australia who are using the United States as a "dumping ground" for all their

excesses?

As we pointed out to’§;u in our meeting on October 9, over 10% of the beef
consumed in the U.S. is imported from other nations; mainly New Zealand and

Australia.

USDA facts and figures on beef imports were and are still misleading! For in-
stance

East Texas Congressman Ray Roberts told us during our visit to his
office that "the U.S. exports more beef than it imports". We got the same re-
sponse in other visits to Texas——and non-Texas Congressman. Lven you, Mr.
Ross, indicated to us that the administration believed only two to three per-
cent of the beef consumed in the U.S. was imported. We pointed out to you,
using USDA's own figures that beef imports exceeded well above the 10% figure.

According to USDA figures, total domestic production of beef in 1973 was 20.6
billion pounds. Imports were 2.5 billion including live beef.



Estimates for 1974 place slaughter of cattle at 45.3 million head with 38.9
being produced in the U.S. and 9 million will be imported boneless. This a-
mounts to a total of nearly 15 percent of total being imports.

This is a long way from USDA estimates of two to three percent.

With the beef we have in this country, there is no good reason for importing
beef of any amount, while our own cattlemen suffer catastrophic economic re-
versals.

As many cattle and dairy producers have pointed out before there is a great
discrepancy in estimates of how much beef is imported into this country for.

consumption.

Senator
USDA says
imports subject to quota's will be 18 percent under 1973-———Cattlemen, with
the assistance of Senator Lloyd Bentson show a rise in imports this year as
high as 14.8 percent.

The Secretary of Agriculture, Earl Butz, says two or three percent
Lloyd Bentson working with the cattlemen, says eleven percent

At the same time foreign beef imports are flooding our market, Secretary of
Agriculture Earl Butz and Secretary of State Henry Kissinger are continuing

to give away U.S. grain; therefore, spiraling the costs up for grain purchased
by U.S. beef and dairy producers.

Grain is a commodity needed worldwide. We have some excess to sell at good .
prices on the world market. But those prices also must be paid by our own
consumers, including beef and dairy producers. ‘

Corn and other feed grains are essential as animal rations for producing meat
and dairy products; as well as being essential to diets of the American con-
sumers, Because of high feed costs, there are fewer grain-fed cattle these

days. That means fewer high grade cuts of meat for months ahead.

The administration cannot wail until next year to take note of this squeeze.
There are 50 more days of feeding time left in this year. Losses are continu-

ously rising. TFeed costs are at an all-time peak. Today the cattle market

-



report was L50# to 500# calf .17¢ to .25¢ per pound. Mr. Ross, this tells me
a 500# calf would bring an average of .21g or $105.00. It takes approximately
2,0 days to get a calf of this size ready for market. My records on my herd

'tell's me the costs for feed alone on each head is approximately $192.00. These
Figures also tell’' me I am losing approximately $87.00 per head. For a tax~
payer selling 100 head this amounts to {8,700.00 loss per year on feed alone.
This does not take into consideration the other necessary expenditures to oper-
ate; Such as, fertilizer $160.00 per ton, when in 1973, I purchased the same
fertilizer for §72.00 and hay wire per roll $35.00 to $45.00——as in 1973
the same hay wire cost §14.50 per roll. These are only a few of the increases

that are putting the cattlemen and dairy men out of business.

Believe me, Mr Ross, you just cannot get into a business of this nature over-
night. It takes many years to get a profitable beef production established.

Once the foundation herds are slaughtered, years will be needed to build them
back. Currently auction and sale barns all over the country are flooded with

sales of these foundation herds due to the high cost of maintainence.

It is going to take some firm, harsh decisions on the part of the President.
The public lost much trust in the government during the Watergate scandal.
Secrecy, coupled with intentionally misleading the public were at the roots
of the scandal. I challange President Ford, through you, Mr. Ross to get
the correct beef ané/Aalry import percentage before the public openly.

It is my opinion that if the President will attempt to bring the gbvernment
back to the American people and out of the politically minded, fat and lazy
Senate and Congress; he will regain much of this lost respect. Without
such proof to the American citizens, I feel it is a waste of effort and fi-
nance for President Ford to ask for the 1976 Presidential election.

The first image of President Ford was a blessing after going through this
dreadful VWatergate scandal. However, he is following now the footsteps of
a fallen down-graded administration that had lost all public respect.

For instance, the former President agreed with Secretary of State Henry
Kissinger on the things he knew about and he trusted him on the things he
didn't know about. This seems to be the exact relationship between President
Ford and Mr. Kissinger.



For the past five years U.S. foreign policy has been almost totally dominated
by one man

Dr. Henry A Kissinger. Dr. Kissinger's domination of foreign

policy has continued into President Ford's administration It seems President

Ford leans heavily on Dr. Kissinger as did the former President.

Take for instance the grant to India for grain by Dr. Kissinger October 29.
U.S. taxpayers will be paying for this and other such grants and at a time our
own country is in a great economic condition.

If President Ford continues to let the Secretary of State and the Secretary of
Agriculture give away domestic produced grain to be paid for by U;S. taxpayers
and at the same time flood our U.S. market with imported beef that want even
stand up under USDA inspections; as well as pull the "bridal" off the Food

Chain Store operators so they can sky-rocket the retail price to consumers

If this continues, we are indeed fighting a losing battle.

It is in my opinion Mr. Ross, that you are a well-informed, receptive counciler
to the President and that you can exert a lot of influence. I have written to
President Ford myself, October 17. My letter probably "fell" into the "round
filing cabinet" next to his desk; if it got that far

I never got an answver.
Someone has got to get the President to see the need for him to take a strong,
hard, firm stand against the very things that are causing our Country to go

under dictatorship.

President Ford has impressed me with the faith he says he has in God, our

heavenly father. I can depend on that faith
President Gerald R Ford.

I hope I can depend on

Due to the concern you have already shown, I am trusing you will get my

message to the President,

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Godwin

P.S. = Attached you will find a draft drawn up from USDA reports. I hope
you will find it interesting. ‘
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How bad is the cattle producers plight? What caused it? What should be done about
it? How long will it take for nature to take its course? What are the short and long
term results if nature is allowed to take its course? Did cattle producers do it to
themselves? What is the level of beef imports? Would the curtailment of beef im-
ports help the domestic producer? What impact would a price increase to the
producer and feeder have on food cost to the consumer? Is there light at the end of
the tunnel? Who, and how many will reach the other end? Will the result be that the
consumer will take a beating on more food items then, like he is now, on sugar, steel
and energy? What can and should be done about the millions of underfed and star-
ving people around the world? The above graph clearly shows what has happened to
the price of feeder cattle in the past two and one-half Jears - dropped from 48 cents
per pound in mid 1972 and 62 cents per pound in mid 1973 to 26 cents per pound in
October 1974. The graph also shows that during this same period factory wages and
consumer prices continued to increase at a near constant rate. Not shown, but, also
well known facts, the cost of feed, fertilizer and wire have doubled during this time
period. Other facts are, it now costs approximately $212 or 53 cents per pound to
raise the 400 pound feeder calf that sells for 26 cents per pound or $104, for a loss of

eatp

$108 per head. Further, that it costs approximately 50 cents per pound of gain to take
the feeder calf to 1,050 pound choice weight which is now selling for 39% cents to 40
cents per pound, for a loss of approximately 10 cents per pound for each pound of
gain. Still further, it is rather apparent from the graph that if people who produce
cattle are to share equally in the economy with those who work in factories, (for
example) feeder calves should now sell for 73 cents per pound plus an adjustment
factor to offset the disproportionate increase in the cost of feed, fertilizer, and wire.
Also, if the consumers want choice and prime grain fed beef, this of beef
production must also be profitable. It is not possible to calculate the impact that
these price adjustments would have on the consumer cost - because inbetween costs
and profits have risen in the past 14 months such that beef at the retail level is still
near recent record highs. However, isn’t the consumer willing to recognize that the
present gross inequity will not long endure and that adjustments will be made -
either by plan or default and that the only real questions are: Which way will it be
and how many people will go bankrupt in the meantime? USDA data does indicate
that quota imports are projected to be slightly less in 1974 than they were in 1973.
However, USDA reports also show that imports doubled in the ten year period
between 1965 and 1974, whereas domestic production increased by only 20 percent. In
any case, is there any debate as to which producer (foreign or domestic) should have
priority to the domestic market when domestic productionis in jeopardy?




U. S. EXPORT SALES REPORT FOR WEEK ENDING NOVEMBER 24, 1974 z::Z;

Marketing year 1974/75 outstanding export sales plus cumulative shipments
showed the following changes during the week ending November 24:

WHEAT +31.8 mil. bu. (+865 thous. M.T.)
India accounted for most of the increase (28 mil. bu.).

CORN +8.6 mil. bu. (+218 thous. M.T.)
Increases were reported for other Western Europe
(4.4 mil. bu.), Eastern Europe (2.3 mil. bu.) and
Africa (1.9 mil. bu.).

h

GRAIN SORGHUM -0.1 mil. bu.
BARLEY -2.9 mil. bu.
0ATS ~3.1 mil. bu.
SOYBEANS -7.3 mil. bu

A 9.8 mil. bu./in outstanding sales to unknown
destinations was partially offset by small increases
reported for Japan and the Republic of China.

SOYBEAN MEAL -127.6 thous. M.T.
- The EEC total was reduced by 155 thous. metric tons.

SOYBEAN OIL +7.2 mil. 1b.

Approvals under the daily reporting system for Nov. 25-De¢. 3 were:

WHEAT __==96,525 M. T. (all to Pakistan). —
CORN 390,000 M.T. (all to Mexico).

Inspections for export, especially corn and soybeans, have increased significantly
during recent weeks, as shown below:

CORN WHEAT SOYBEANS
WEEKLY AVERAGE: )
USDA estimate for year 16.8-17.8 18.7-20.6 9.3-9.9
Marketing year through 12/6 17.6 19.9 8.8
Latest 6 weeks 20.7 21.0 15.2

December 10, 1974



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICE
EXPORT SALES REPORT '

Comments on December 5, 1974, release:

Wheat: Pakistani commercial purchases of 97,000 metric tons (M.T.) for

December shipment were recorded last week under the daily reporting system.

This brings the apparent export commitment (cumulative exports plus outstanding
sales) to Pakistan to about 410,000 M.T. for 1974/75; this total does not include
the recently signed P.L. 480 agreement for about 100,000 M.T. Pakistan has
secured wheat commitments from other nations totaling about 400,000 M.T. The

country's 1974-75 import requirements are currently estimated at 1.0-1.5 million
M.T.

Feed Grains: The main feature during the past week was Mexican purchases of U.S.
corn and sorghum. Sales to Mexico recorded under the daily reporting system
totaled 390,000 M.T. for corn. Some additional sales of both corn and sorghum
were also reportedly made in lots smaller than 50,000 M.T. The Mexican purchases
bring the apparent export commitment to Mexico to 1.3 million M.T., still about
300,000 M.T. short of the country's estimated total 1974/75 import requirements.
European Community Member States granted import licenses for 2.2 million M.T. of
corn from all sources between August 1 and November 26; thjs represents an annual
rate of less than 7 million M.T. 1If imports from all other origins total as

much as 3 million M.T., this would mean a requirement of only about 4 million M.T.
of corn from the U.S.A. in 1974/75.

Rice: The apparent export commitment for 1974/75 increased slightly during the
week but remains substantially below the USDA estimate. Shipments under P.L. 480
are expected to increase later in 1974/75.

Soybeans: According to Bureau of the Census data released on November 29, 1.5
m1ilion M.T. were exported during the period September 1 - October 31, 1974. This
quantity is about 10 percent below the level of 1974/75 shipments reported by
exporters through October 27, the closest corresponding period in USDA's weekly
Export Sales Report, even though the Census data covers 4 additional days. One
possible explanation for the apparent discrepancy might be that export declarations
already mailed by the shipper on the reporting date have not yet been picked up

in the Census data.

Soybean Cake and Meal: The apparent export commitment for 1974/75 is still roughly
twice the current USDA estimate. However, shipments during the first 8 weeks of
the marketing year are running at an annual rate well below the estimate on an
unadjusted basis and within the range of the estimate when adjusted for normal
seasonal variation.

Cotton: New sales reported during the week exceeded exports of 51,000 running

bales (R.B.). The apparent export commitment for 1974/75 is now slightly in

?xcess of 4.1 m;11ion R.B., still within the range of the current USDA estimate
3.8 » 4.3 R.B.}). .

SPECIAL NOTE

Data in this report include export sales, export shipments and
other related transactions between private U.S. exporters and foreign
buyers. Sales made and shipments financed under Title I, P.L. 480 are
included in weekly reports to the Department, but are excluded from
daily reporting requirements under Notice to Exporters No. 1, Revision
1. Purchases by the Commodity Credit Corporation under Title II,

P.L. 480 which result in exports by CCC or voluntary agencies, do not
meet any of these reporting requirements and are not included in the
data on the following tables.



Outstanding Export Sales Plus Cumulative Exports, Marketing Year 1974/75

: As of
Item :0ct. 27 :Nov. 3 : Nov. 10 : Nov. 17 : Nov. 24
Vheat (mil. bu,) 3
Qutstanding sales - %
Known destination < 413.0 414.8 453.4 459 .4 4757
Unknown destination = ¢ : 52.2 55.7 52.0 52.7 5§1.3
Otherl? : 17.6 16.7 15.6 14.9 i2.3
Subtotal s 482.8 487.2 521.0 5270 53723
Cumulative exports ' 351.7 569.9 390.1 409.5 '431.0
Total above (grain) : 834.5 857.1 911.1 936.5 968.3
USDA export estimate = ¢
Grain : 970-1070
Grain and products 5 1000-1100
Corn (mil. bu.,) ¢
Known destination N 993.6 1000.1 1035.3 1028.2 1019.2
Unknown destination . . 131.7 124.7 116.1 115.9 114.3
Other_l_/ < 0.8 1.4 S 4.1 3.8
Total reported sales s 1126.1 1126.2 1154.9 1148.2 1137.3
Cumulative exports . 49.6 62.6 78.5 106.9. - 126.4
Total o 1175.7 1188.8 1233.4 1255 ;1 1263.7
USDA export estimate - 875-925
Soybeans (mil. bu,) 2
. Known destination : 530.2 528.53 .508.9 506.2 491.3
Unknown destination : 83.9 82.1 8.7 78.3 68.5
Otherl/ : 2.9 2.9 5.1 2.6 2.6
Total reported sales :+ 617.0 613.2 - 593.7 587.1 562.4
Cumulative exports : 61.0 75.1 91.4 102.3 1197
Total : 678.0 686.3 685.1 689.4 682.1
USDA export estimate . ) 485-515
Soybezn Cake & Meal (1000 M,T.) :
Known destination s  7322.3 7888.5 7958.0 7952.3 7690.2
Unknown destination - 2530.8 1890.0 1820.3 1886.3 1914.0
Otherl/ : : 16.2 13.3 13.3 1.8 1.6
Total : 9869.3 9791.8 9791.6 9840.4 9605.8
Cumulative exports : 247.0 321.0 464.0 505,10 612.0
Total . 10116.3. 10112.8 102556 10345 .4 10217.8
USDA export estimate : 4990-4171
Sovbean 0il (nil. lbs.) : )
Known destination : 5225 617.9 603.4 609.3 636.6
Unknown destination g 369.1 307.5 318.6 360.1 339.4
Otherl/ : 79.8 79.8 66.1 66.1 66.1
Total : 971.4 1005.2 988.1 1035.5 1042.1
Cumuiative exports : 56.6 109.0 133.3 1475 148.1
Total : 1028.0 1114.2 1121.4 1183.0 1190.2
USDA export estimate . 900-1100

1/ oOptional origin sales and exports

for own account,



Page 2 -~ Cutstanding Export Sales

Plus Cumulative Exports, Marketing Year 1974/75

: As of

i :0ct. 27 :Nov. 3 : Nov, 10 :Nov. 17 : Nov. 24

Grain Sorzhum (mil., bu,) -
Known destination : 168.1 164.3 162.6 164.6 160.9
Unknown destination 2 4.8 4.8 4.8 4.2 4.8
Otherl/ i 29.9 29.7 29.4 28.7 27.8
Total reported sales «  207.8 198.8 196.8 197.5 193, 5
Cumulative exports : 8.5 1367 18.5 22,1 26.0
Total : 211.3 212.5 215.3 219.6 219.5
USDA export estimate : 140-160

Barley (mil. bu,) :
Known destination : 36.2 42.0 41.4 40.8 38.1
Unknown destination : 0.3 53 - 0.2 - 0.2 -1,7
Otherl/ 6.6 - 9.1 11.5 1.7 - 10.2
Total reported sales : 43.1 51.4 52.7 52.3 46.6

Cumulative exports : 9.0 10.3 12.7 15.53 16.1

Total : 52.1 61.7 65.4 65.6 62.7
USDA export estimate : 40-50

Oats (mil, bu,) 3
Known destination . 11.6 11.1 11.3 1.4 L
Unknown destination : 454 3.7 3.7 3.7 0.4
Otherl/ : 2.4 1.8 1.8 1.7 1,7
Total reported sales : 18.4 16.6 16.8 16.8 13.2
Curulative exports : 5.7 6.9 7.0 7.2 7.7
datal 24,1 25.3 23.8 24.0 20.9
USDA export estimate - ' 20-30

-

1/ Optional origin sales and exports for own account.



af

CORN, WHEAT AND SOYBEANS: Annual and Average Weekly Exports, 1973/74 and 1974/75 Marketing Years 1/
X

S
’

’ o (million bushels)

C O R N WHEAT </ SOYBEANS
T E-M 1973/74 | 1974/75 1973/74 | 1974/75 1973/74 | 1974/75
EXPORTS THROUGH December 6...cccvceceae. 231.1 176.1 649.6 458.6 142.6 123.4
ANNUAL EXPORTS: ;
Current USDA estimate «:ccececccecsce. 1,243 §/ 875-925 1,107 3/ 970-1,070 542 é/ 485-515
Level if exports continue at- '
Yearsto-dabe TR, cssvvanvsncinsen 1,201 915 1,466 1,035 530 458
Latest 6 weeks Yate..asesesosssassoe 1,285 1,046 1,378 1,677 773 625
WEEKLY AVERAGE:
Marketing YeaT eresecnssnsonsvnssossneen 23.9 16.8-17.8 213 18.7-20.6 10.4 9.3-9.9
Exports through December 6............ 23.1 17.6 28,2 19.9 10.2 8.8
LOEEEE 6 WECKSE o s sivns e vnseensmassss 25.1 20:.7 25.1 21.0 16.6 13.2-
Needed remainder of year to achieve . ) ; . . : i
annual total..esscesscsscsasssacanss o241 - 16.6-17.8 15.8 17.06~21 .1 10.5 8.3-10.3
: 1973 1974 1973 1974 ' 1973 1974
EXPORTS FOR WEEK ENDING: ' .
NOV. e L e e e 21.2 125 1955 20.4 13.4 11.8
e S e o 23.2 14.4 25.8 16.9 16.5 13.2
IS S e s cabsisoyaeessanie = 25.4 21.3 24,35 19.7 18,9 15.8
A e S 25.4 19.8 27.6 22.0 20.5 15.5
i 2D cnnensenmnnsnnamunsntens 28.4 27,2 28.5 23.4 16.3 11.4
DEE. 0,5 0/01 5 20 me é e R e e e . 269 29,9 251 2558 14.1 . " 13:4
o

1/ Marketing years: corn, Oct. 1-Sept. 30; Wheat, July l-June 30; soybeans, Sept. l-Aug. 3l. .
2/ Grain only. :
3/ Actual.



Reported Undelivered Export Sales and USDA Export Estimates

£1973/74 Marketing:1974/75 Marketing

Item s Year as of - Year as of
: NOVEMBER 25, 1973: NOVEMBER 24, 1974
WHEAT (mil. bu.) 8
Reported sales: :
Known destination 2 521.5 473.7
Unknown destination 2 176 .4 51.3
Otherl/ : 10.8 12.3
Total reported sales in AR 708.7 537.3
Cumulative exports : 588.5 431.0
TOTAL ABOVE (grain) s  1,297.2 968.3
USDA export estimate: :
Grain only : 1,107 2/ 970-1070 3/
Grain and products : 1,148 2/ 1000-1100 3/
CORN (mil. bu.) 2
Known destination : 883.0 1,019.2
Unknown destination , : - 148.1° 114.3
Otherl/ : 2.9 3.8
Total reported sales : 1,034.0 L137.3
Cunmulative exports - 168.7 126.4
TOTAL ABOVE : 1,202.7 1,263.7
USDA export estimate s 1,243 2/ 875-925 3/
SOYBEANS (mil. bu.) :
Knovn destination : 396.1 491.3
Unknown destination 5 52.4 68.5
Otherl/ . 14.0 2.6
Total reported sales : 462.5 2062.4
Cumulative exports : 119.4 119.7
TOTAL ABOVE : 581.9 682.1
USDA export estimate - 542 2/ 485-515 3/
SOYBEAN CAKE & MEAL (1000 M.T.) : )
Known destination : 4,853.4 7,690.2
Unknown destination s 1,147.9 1,914.0
Otherl/ 3 2.3 1.4
Total reported sales : 6,003.6 9,605.8
Cumulative exports : 299.0 612.0
TOTAL ABOVE ! 6,302.6 -10,217.8
USDA export estimate - 5,497 2/ 4990-5171 3/
SOYBEAN OIL (mil. 1bs.) :
Known destination : 458.0 636.6
Unknown destination - 141.3 339.4
Otherl/ : . A2 66.1
Total reported sales s 603.5 1,042.1
Cumulative exports : 13.0 148.1
TOTAL ABOVE : 616.5 1,190.2
USDA export estimate s 1,436 2/ 900-1100 3/

1/ Optional origin sales and exports for exporter's

2/ Actual exports for the marketing year,

‘é

g/ Latest USDA estimate for the marketing year. ]



WHEAT: Outstanding Export Sales, Marketing Year 1974/75,
Compared With Cutstanding Export Sales Plus Cumulative
Exports, Marketing Year 1973/74

(GRAIN ONLY)

1973/74 .Aarketing Year 197&/75, as of: Change

Item :Marketing: : from
: Year : Nov. 10 . . Nov. 17 . . Nov. 24 . Nov. 17
Wheat (mil. bu.) - 3 :

" Known descinatmns.l./ : : 2
European Community : 90.7 = 144.2 143.6 1417 =, - 1.9
Other Western Europe « .24.8 . 38.7 38.4 39.3. + 0.9
Eastern Europe : 31.3 . 23.9 250 25,10 s 0
U.S.S.R. . 100.1 . S0, 1 50.1 49.3. - 0.8
Japan ; 1125 75.1 79.2 82.2; + 3.0
Republic of China : al.Zd 8.6 8.6 8.6 . 0
P.R.C. ¢ 7.2 . 64.3 . 64.3 64.3 . 0
India . 58.8 . 84,5 ° 107.1 135.0 s« +27.9
Other Asia & Oceania .« 215.6 . 190.2 190.9 195.8; + 2.8
kfrica ¢ 16T 52.2 52.2 £4.2 ¢ - © 2.0
Western Hemisphere . 207.0 . 105.2 105.0 106.2, « 1.2

Total known :1,105.9 837.0 862.4 897.6 ¢ +35.2

Canadian transshipments, etc. : 0 : K- 6.5 7.13 + 0.6

Unknown destination2/ : 0 52.0 52.7 51.3: - 1.4

oOther3/ ol B 15.6 14.9 1.5, - 3.5
TOTAL :1,105.9 ; 911.1  936.5  968.3; +31.8

1/ 6utstanding export sales, plus cumulative exports.
2/ Outstanding export sales,
3/ oOutstanding export SAIes -=- optional origin sales and exports for own account.



CORN AND GRAIN SORGHUM: Outstanding Export Sales, Marketing Year 1974/75, Compared
With Outstanding Export Sales Plus Cumulative Exports, Marketing Year 1973/74°

: 1973/74 :Marketing Year 1974/75, as of: Change
Item :Marketing: 2 : from

: Year :Nov. 10 :Nov. 17 :Nov. 24 : Nov. 17

CORN (mil. bu.)
Known destinationsl/

(Y]
ss ss 9o

European Community « 374.0 . 549.3 552.1 552.0 . - 0.1
Other Western Europe « 157.2 6.2 84.4 88.8 :+ +-4.4
Eastern Europe . 36.7 - 92.6 90.2 92.5 + 2.3
U.S.S.R. M T 43.1 44.0 44.0 0
Japan . 256.7 . 265.7 . 265.5 266.4 . + 0.9
Republic of China : 12.1 . 0.9 0.9 0.9 . 0
P.R.C. :  57.6 0 0 0 s 0
Other Asia & Oceania e 357 s 37.0 38.9 40.3 : + 1.4
Africa . 29.3 4.6 5.6 7.5 H + 1.9
Western Hemisphere . 114.6 - 52.4 52.4 51.8 ° - 0.6
Total known +1,185.2 ¢« 1,112.8 1,134.0 1,144.2 : +10.2

Canadian transshipments, etc. : 47.8 1.0 1.1 1.4 + + 0.3

Unknown destination2/ : 0 : 116.1 115.9 114.3 :- - 1.6

Other3/ ; 0 5.5 4.1 3.8 : -0.3
TOTAL +1,243.0 : 1,233.4 1,255.1 1,263.7 8.6

GRAIN SORGHUM (mil. bu.) - + 3 :

Known destinationsl . : : :
European Corzmunity . : 28.0 18.7 ~17.6 17.8 : + 0.2
Other Western Europe - : 6.0 . 8.8 8.6 8.6 . 0
Eastern Europe : 1.4 . 8.7 8.7 8.7 : 0
U.S.S.R. : 4/ 0 0 0 0
Japan . 122,0 . 106.8 107.8 107.8 . 0
Republic of China : 0 : 0 0 0 0
P.R.C. : 0 : 0 0 0 0
Other Asia & Oceania : 39.1 26.5 26.5 26.5 . 0
Africa : 13.4 0 0 0 . 0
Western Hemisphere s 29.7 . 11-6 17.4 17.3 e - 0.1

Total known s ZB800 181.1 186.6 186.7 . + 0.1

Canadian transshipments, etc. : 0 0 0.1 0.2 ¢ *+ 0:1

Unknown destination2/ : 0 4.8 4.2 4.8 : + 0.6

Other3/ : 0 : 29.4 28.7 27.8 :+ - 0.9
TOTAL « 239.6 215.3 219.6 219.5 ¢« - 0.1

1/ oOutstanding export sales, plus cumulative exports,

I~
Sy

Outstanding export sales.

fw
-~

Outstanding export sales -- optional origin sales and exports for own account.



SOYBEANS: Outstanding Export Sales, Marketing Year 1974/75, Compared With
Outstanding Export Sales Plus Cumulative Exports, Marketing Year 1973/74 .

: 1975/74 :Marketing Year 1974/75, as of: Change

:Marketing: 5 > ;7 from

: Year :Nov. 10 :Nov. 17 :Nov. 24 . Nov. 17
SOYBEANS (mil. bu.) : N -

Known destinations 1/ s : .
European Communit;r- ¢ 27l.8 = 358.1 361.0 358.6 : -2.4
Other Western Europe : 57.9 . 51.9 52.5 52.9 . +0.4
Eastern Europe : 4.9 7.0 7.0 7.0 : O
U.S.S.R. : 0.8 0 0 0 I
Jépan . 103.7 . 144.9 148.5 151.1 . #2.6
Republic of China : o . 13.7 14.3 15.8 . +1.5
P.R.C. . 30.6 . 1.4 1.4 1.4 ., 0
Other Asia § Oceania . 41.2 . 14,7 d4.7 14y . 0
Africa - 0.5 . 0 0 0 . O
Western Hemisphere . 30.3 . 7o 7.4 7.8 . +0.4

Total Known ¢ 542.0* ¢ 599.0 606.8 609.3 = +2.5
Canadian transshipments, etc. . : 0 : 1.3 1.7 legfoae. 0
Total unknown g/ : 0 : 81,7 78.3 68.5 : -9.8
Other é/ : 0 . 3ul 2.6 2.6 ¢ 0

TOTAL 542.0* : 689.4 682.1 -7.

685.1

-

1/ Outstanding export sales, plus

2/ Outstanding export sales.

cumulative exports.

3/ Outstanding export sales -- optional origin sales and exports for own account.

* Figures may not add due to rounding.



SOYBEAN CAKE & MEAL AND SOYBEAN OIL: Outstanding Exnort Sales, Marketing Year
1974/75, Compared With Outstanding Export Sales Plus Cumulative Exports, i
Marketing Year 1973/74

: 1973/74 Har&ctlng Year 1974/75, as of: Change
Item :Marketing: : from
Year + Nov. 10 : Nov. 17 :Nov. 24 :Nov. 17

SOYBEAN CAXE & MFAL (1000 M.T.) :

Known destinations 1/ : : :

European Community ¢ 3,064.5 : 6,632.8 6,650.4 6,495.7 -154.7
Other Western Europe : S07.5 3 104.7 104.7 103.9: - 0.8
Eastern- Europe : 838.3 ; 1,248.0 1,260.9 1,252.2: - 8.7

Japan : 1243 - 30.0 30.0 30.0 : 0
Other Asia & Oceania : 166.9 : 26.5 26.8 26.9: + 0.1

Africa : 18.1 0.2 02 0.2 : 0
Western Hemisphere : 467.2 3541 358.0 365.6 . + 7.6
Total known : 4,986.8 8,396.3 8,431.0 8,274.5 ¢ ~156.5
Canadian transshipments, etc, : 0 : 25.7 26.3 27.7 %5 # 1.4
. Total unknown 2/ : 0. : 1,820.3 1,886.3 1,914.0: + 27.7
Other 3/ : 0 : 1385 1.8 167 w="10.7
TOTAL : 4,986.8 : 10,255.6 10,345.4 10,217.8 -127.6

SOYBEAN OIL (mil. 1lbs,)
Known destinations 1/

European Community 5 2250 % 307.7 292.8 207.6 1 + 4.8
Other Western Europe : 12.7 § = 24.5 - 24.3 - 24.3 0
Eastern Europe - 79.0 : 16.5 0 0z ‘0
Japan $ 42.0 : Vi T2 72 0
Republic of China 2 0 . 220 22.0 22.0 % 0
Other Asia & Oceania : 565.0 199.1 199.2 216.9 ¢ & 17,7
Africa : 142.0 . 13.4 32:3 32.3 ; 0
Western Hemisphere :__615.0 :  194.8 206.2 216.5 « + 10.1
Total known + 1,480.9 736.4 735.4 768.0 ; + 32.6
Canadian transshipments, etc. : 0 A 0.3 21.4 16.7: - 4.7
Total unknown 2/ : 0 318.6 360.1 339.4 . - 20.7
Other 3/ : 0 66.1 66.1° 66.1 . 0
: 1,121.4 1,183.0 1,190.2: + 7.2

TOTAL : 1,480.9






