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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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supply percentn.ge as of the beginning of the marketing 

The level of 8t1pport •hall 
k ,wl Jeaa that1 the 

follotmng percentage of 
the parit11 price: 

Not more than 102 90 
More than 102 but not more than l()L_______________ 89 
llfore than 104 but not more than 1011_____ 88 
More than 106 but not more than 108____________ 87 
More than 108 but not more than llO·------- 86 
More than 110 but not more than ll2 85 
More than ll2 but not more than llt.,_________ 84 
More than 114 but not more than 116 83 
More than 116 but not more than US 82 
More than 118 but not more than J20________ 81 
More than 120 but not more than 122----------- SO 
More than 122 but not more than 124~----------- 79 

. More than 124 but not more than 126,____ 78 
More than 126 but not more than 128_______________ 77 
More than 128 but not more than 130 ________________ _ 
More than 130, ____________________ _ 

76 
75 

• , That the level of price support may be less tha.n t]1e mini-
am_level provided in the foregoing table if the Secretary, after exam-
ation of the availability of funds for manda.t.ory price support pro-

-and consideration of the other faetors specified in section 401 
,etennines that such lower level is desirable and proper. (7 U.S.C. 

303. In determining the level of price support for any nonbasic 
piltura.l commodity under this title, particular consideration shall 

• . to the levels a.t which the prices of competing agricultural 
"',,.-.,.,., ... • • ties a.re being supported. ( 7 U.S.C. 1449.) • 

TITLE IV-JifiSCELLANEOUS 
SUPPORT THROUGH CCC 

01. , a.) The Secretary shall provide the price support au-
required herein throu~h the Commodity Credit Corpora-

~!,her means available to hun. (7 U.S.C. 1421 (a).) 

FACTORS 

. oept as otherwise provided in this Act, the amounts, tenns, 
• • ons of price support operations and the extent to which 

are carried out, shall ~e determined or appro'\"'ed by 
•~i-.irebtm~. The following factors shall be taken into consideration 

g, in the case of any commodity for which price support 
-onary, whether a pric.e-support operation shall be under-

'lnd the level of such support and, in the case of any commodity 
J>rioe support is manda.t.ory, the level of support in excess 

um level prescribed for such commodity: (1) the supply 
odi y in relation to the demand therefor, (2) the price 

~ch otho commodities are being supported and, in the case 
the feed values of such grains in relation to corn, (3) 
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· the availability of funds, ( 4) the perishability of the commodity, (5 
. the importance of the commodity to agriculture and the national eco!. 
omy, (6) the ability to dispose of stocks acquired through a pri~ 
support operation, ('1) the need for offsetting temporary losses of ex 
port markets, (8) the ability and willingness of producers to kee; 
supplies in line with demand1 and (9),27 in the case of upland cotto::. 
changes in the cost of producmg such cotton. ('1 U.S.C. 1421{b).} 

COMPLIANCE WITH ACRE.A.GE ALLOTMENTS, GO.A.LS A.ND MARKET!~( 
PRACTICES 

( c) 28 Compliance by the producer with acreage allotments, produc 
tion goals and marketing practices (including marketing quotas whe: 
authorized by law), prescribed by the Secretary, may be required l! 
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 h~ 
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 d~ 
clared to be disaster areas by the President under Public Law Sif,.' 
Eighty-first Congress, in such manner as will most <J.uickly restore er 

. normal pattern of their agriculture. ( '1 U.S.C. 1421 ( c).) 

DETERMINATION OF SUPPORT LEVEL 

( d) The level of :price support for any commodity shall be dett: 
mined upon the basis of its parity price as of the beginning of t!r 
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 a:-
other commodity. ('1 U.S.C.1421 ( d).) 

PROCESSOR PROGRAMS 

( e) 29 Whenever any price support or surplus removal operation: 1 
any agricultural commodity is carried out through purchases from ,-
loans or payments to processors, the Secretary shall, to the e!fr. . 
practicable, obtain from the processors such assurances as he dt'!''.:! • 
adequate that the producers of the agricultural commodity in,ol~ 
have received or will receive maximum benefits from the price sup~ 
orsurplusremovaloperation. ('1U.S.C.1421(e).) 
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... ..,.:,Corporation (including I ½)'. and make adv~nce pay, 

~ ' l<ONmlOOI 
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SUPPORT AT INCREASED LEVEL ~tytaoti! this .A.ct unless such lo 
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~~even-eighths-inch cotton shall be 
tiil.l893.. ecti"l"e with the 1961 erop by ge 

-"lllt:;:ia_;-!rhe last sentence was added I,: ri Clause (9) was added by the Act of Apr!J 11, 1964, 78 Stat. 175. , 
28 Language In subsection (cl after the first sentence was added by section 206 • 

Agricultural Act of 1954. 68 Stat. 901. Pub. L. 875, 81st Cong., should be read"• 
Disaster Reliet Act of 1970, 84 Stat. 1759, as therein pro,lded, which repealed ~ 
81-875. 
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.• . rzitence was added by section 602 



a:a:zas 

Date: September 28, 1974 

FOR !.C'I'IOr·I: Brent Scowcroft 
Bill Timmons 
Ken 
Jack Marsh 

FROM THE STAFF SEC.2ETARY 

•• xaa:a..a. www.uow 

WASHINGTON LOG ·NO.: 

Time: 

cc (for information): 

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

SUBJECT: 

Ash memo (9/27 /74) re: Implementing your P. L. 480 
Decision 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

---- For Necessc.ry Action 

-- P:;:epa:.G Agenda. and Brie£ 
•. 

-X-- For Your Comments 

REMARKS: .,. 
:r 

_:_X__ For Your Recommend.a.Hons 

__ Draft Reply 

__ Draft Remarks • 

PLEASE ATTACH THIS COPY TO MATERIAL SUBMITTED. 

IE you }.ave cny que~:ions er ii you a.nticipo.te a 
c!.'.!lc.~• in s:,bmittin~ fr.~ required rnaleric.l, plea.so 
h:lephor.c L!:v:l Sia££ S!:creb.ry immediately. 'Jerry H. Jcn~s 

Sta.ft Secret~r7 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

SEP 2 71974 

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE\ PRESIDENT 
i\ 

FROM: ROYl L. ASH----
(... ..... \ ----t~-

SUBJECT: Imple'menting 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 mem.orandum summarizes the way in which an in- • 
crease in food assistance will be financed and outlines · 
steps to implement your decision. 

1. 

2. 

Financin an increase in food aid. A Congressional 
appropriation is not nee ed to increase :food aid. · 
The P.L. 480 program is financed from three sources: 
(1) appropriations; (2) receipts, mainly repayments 
qf past P. L. 480 credit sales;· and (3) the use of 
Commodity 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. 

IrnSlernentation of your decision on food aid. The 
Ca inet 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 
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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 
pr~gram will be presented for your review by October I. 

•. 

,. 



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 
he makes. Perhaps you will 
refer this. It may be that 
want to write him further. 
perhaps not. 

z;~y yours, 

EARLL. BUTZ 

the complaint 
know where to 
somebody will 
Then again, 

l 
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THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 

WASHINGTON 

October 1, 1974 

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 agree 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, 

EARLL. 13UTZ 

bcc L . Norman Ro~s 
The White · House 

I 



READER'S DIG~3T 

ROVING EDITOR • Jamn Dani•/ 
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Ettlmate Reache1 SJ00,000 
, . • , han 5,000 , 

letters," one r , olunteers 
• • 1 early In the afternoon, but 

•• H74 1 . hours- later the estimate 
------------ had risen to 7,000. The latest 

lLJSTENERS OFFER ~~t~~1:.e amount pledged 
Tbe recorded announcements 

WNON $100 000 lf~th 
a~/· !t1,1c1ci1in:n~1::: 

J over WNCN u the rate of l( 
- -- each per day. 

Rally to Save Classical Fare I 4; special WNCN teleph:ont campaign on Labor Day nigh 
After Buckley's Apptal I resulted in pledges of nearl3 

$35 000. The owner of a tele 
• phqee solicitation service co1 

By ALLEN HUGHES tribl,ted the use of the foUI 
Thousands of listeners to ,pe¢al telephont lines, anc 

classical music on FM radio Mi•• Topaz and three other1 
• WNCN 1..: f' red toolC the calls. station , ... ve o ,e to Utters and copies of letten 

contribute to a "Save WNCN" liiteners are sending to WNCN; 
campaign organized last week the Federal • Communicatio~ 
after William. F. Buckley • emission members of Con-
revealed that' the station would gress and to newspapers e.x• 
change' to a pop-m~sic forrila~ • • 1 -1Jtbelief 1 '· g t • 
oo Oct. 5. rJ at the thouaht . 

Mr. Buckley, the co,umnist, WNCN's 24-bour-a-day I the ••wYort Tlmes/Sffl. 4 1m 
is chairman of the board of the = 
Starr Broadcasting Group, the cal mus:c ,,,.,..,,..,..Ing might delayed or prev•nte" th New Orleans-based concern , r- "- • --:" . 't e 
that has owned WNCN since disappear. ,changeover of stations from 
May, 1973., He called the Im• One woman asked if it was 1classical to pop formats. >4,. two-
pending change "a disappoint- "necessary for them [Starr year battle to save Chlcaao's 
ment both p!'Q{esslonal and per. Broadcasting] to destroy what WEFM for cla~slcal m~slc 1 • 

~

nal" and said "I have no in- hundreds of thousands of New still unresolved. A citizen' , 
en!ion whatever of listening Yorkers love in order to intro- committee filed suit to , r I 
0 a~~. ever under the new for- duce more of what we have too lenge the validity of. a Federal 

The day after making that much of already." CommunicaUons Commission 
,statement, Mr. Buckley record- Another woman wrote, "I am decision to allow a format 
ed an announcement for WNCN probably one of your oldest lis- chang~, and _a stay or~er 11-
in which he expressed the de- teners as I began listening in ~ued m April, 1973, 1s ,till 
s;.re that the WNCN classical the 50's when you didn't stop in effect. The Chicago , 
format be continued on a non- tl h h f tlon Is not the same as 1 
commercial channel and asked exac Y on t e our or the here because 1t also Involves , 
listeners to indicate whether news and the weather. You simultaneous cnange of owner-
they would be willing to make gave those reports when the ship, but it_ i~ sy_mbollc or in-
ari annual contribution toward music stopped. I am only alcreased pubhc res1sta~ce across 
the support of a noncommer- secretary but music means a 1 ~ountry to changes from 
cial classical music station. lot to me as we cannot live I • .ii to pop music formats. 

Quick Response Sought on bread alone. l" woula t r 
He asked for a qu_ick re- willing to contribute up to $25 

sponse, saying that officers of a year and if necessary I would 
Starr Broadcasting .and repre- .11. d 1. ti " 
sentatives of other stations be w1 mg to o a 1t e more. 
would begin discussing the mat- Delays Cited I 
ter Thursday. , Many letter-writers have been 

Mr •. Buckley's request was sharply critical of St11rr Broad-
backed up by a broadcast plea casting'i. Jenials as ttcently as 
for "an expression of gigflt:ltic two we~ks ago that the WNCN 
support". by Elise . Topaz, who fonnat would ~hange, and one 
was assistant station manapr asked the question repeated in 

, of WNCN until. the end of last one way or anottier by so 
week. She, David Dubai, fonner many: ''Where has the F.C.C. 

,,program dlrectot, and Jean been while all this was going! 
:1qrunberg, a~ a~ount execu- on?'' 
' tive, were d1sm1ssed the day ln response to a question 

after the. format changf! had about the WNCN situation, a 
, been confirmed by Mr. Buckl_ey. •riokelman for, the F.C.C. said 
, All three are working on a tas·t week that all that w re• 
voluntary basis on the "Save quired ti)'law for the ·idtl to 
WNCN" campaign. Y~sterday i:hange· 1ts· format that it 
afternoon, J group ol. olun- Inform the F C,C. of • t • , 
leers assembled by Miss Topaz\ tion to do so: A changi!' of call 
sat around a big table in one of letters, on the other hand. mu 

\ 

the WNCN studios opening the be approved by the commission. 
stacks of letters that .o ~ StarrBroadcasting has 
flowed from the table into piles ed that WNCN',; call lett -s I i lined up around the walls. , , to WQIV to help 

its imag~, 
F.C.C.' spokesm ac-

1 knowledJed that citizens ··o-

ltests have In certain , 1 • 
9 . • 

Kari Theisen
Rectangle

Kari Theisen
Rectangle

Kari Theisen
Rectangle
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Music :clubs Resist Perils of Overkill. 

TIii NN Yori: Tltntl/lAITY n 
Rock-music fans at the Bottom Line, at Mercer and ~ourth Streets, llstenl.nc to Martin Mull entertain 



By JOHN ROCKWELL 
Rock-music clubs are now 

in upheaval in New York. 
But they con.tinue to pose 
an alternative to the swell-
ing gigantism of pop-music 
concerts, and to play a vital 
part in the coptemporary 
music business. 

Their involvement' in that 
buslneu, however, and es-
pecially their close financial 
ties to record companies, has 
led to concern among some 
in the field that the clubs' 
independence in the booking 
of acts may be compromised. 

At the moment, the suc-
cess of the new Bottom Line 
at Mercer and Fourth Streets, 
which opened last February, 
has reshuffled the club hier-
archy in New York, with sev• 
era! leading clubs changing 
ownership or format. But most 
observers still agree that the 
club scene here and In the 
country at large is a healthy 
one. • 

In this age of entertain• 
ment overkill, rock concerts 
have grown enormously -
from the 3,000 seat, Fillmore 
East halls of just a few years 
ago to Madison Square Gar• 
den to baseball stadiums and 
beyond. As a result, a music-
lover can hardly expect to 
have any visual contact with 
an artist at all at bi&•nam• 
concerts today. 

Contlnuln1 a Tradition 
Pop-music clubs, which 

come in all shapes and sizes, 
can provide a closer look, 
There are the totally unpre• 
tentlous little bars and cof• 1 

fee .houset, placee where un-
known ·artists play mostly as 
background enterta,inment. 
Sometimes this can mean lit• 
tie more than an updated 
equivalent of a cocktail bar 
or low-level jazz: club. But 
sometime, it can amount to 
a continuation of the tradl· 
tion of the coffee house of 
the early nineteen• sixties 
Greenwich Village, • where 
artists Uke Bob Dylan rot 
their start. Paul Colby's 0th• 
er End, on Bleecker Slreet 
next door to the now-closed 
Bitter End (which. he used 
to run), Is an example of 
such a spot. 

Rock and soul music are 
also played on this city's 
burgeoning diseothtque 
scene, at clubs like Le Jar-
din on West 43d Street. But 
here the purpose is dancing, 
not listening, and most of 
the music is recorded. 

There are also clubs in 
suburban locales and the 
New York borou1hs outside 
Manhattan. Spots like My Fa• 
ther's Place In Roslyn, L.I., 
(capacity 450); the Joint in 
the Woods In Parslp"any, 
N.J. (capacity UOO) and Cov-
entry In Queens (capacity 
1,800) can attract large 
crowds to name acts through 
a combination of relatively 
low overhead and a tack of 
.~o~petltion from concerts 
1mmediately nearby. 

Manhattan, the clubs 
that try to book name acts 
tend aenerally to have ca• 
pacities of 200 or Jess. The 
Bottom Line has a legal ca• 
pacity of 450, and ia thus 
able to offer artists a laraer 
fee based on potential box• 
office 1ross-as well as a 
greater degree of relative 
comfort and service for Its 
patrons. 

Problems of the Club 
Part! I 

the m~o~s a result, all of 
suffered re competition has 
months. up:i:1:s In , recent 
sas City-which ' Mriax s Kan-Bottom L' P or to the 
title 15 

1ttiee c~W! claim ~he 

.ki
rock club-has eite'redJe_admg 

nd of bank into a 
Inga that all~pt~y proceed-
open and • . w t to keep 
being sold'.s an the process of 

The Bitter E .1 h' re.dy chan n..., w ich al-
'last year ~ed owners once 
and betna '.o~ir:ntly darl,: 
sortlwn former! 0 a con-
With the Joint 1[ i:11oclated 
Kenny's Castawa e Woods. 
84th Street h YI on Ea.!t 
gether and i" closed alto-
Kenny'. is loo~~go~ner, Pat 
venture Th ,or a new 
menttn • . e Metro is experi-
pol. g with an all-corned· ICY. 1an 

In.every c qqestlon had ase, .thl!'- clubs in 
!ems besides c!dd1ti~n.al prob-
the Bottom LI mpetit1on from ne. Max's own-

er, Mickey Ruskin, had over-
extended himself In other 
restaurants and had lost the 
booking services of Sam 
H~, long associated with 
Max s and a much-respected 
veteran of the local club 
seen~. (The lepl status of 
Max s is unclear; the club 
was prevloualy reported sold 
to Donaldo Sovlero but Mr 
Ruskin now says he still re~ 
tains leaal title to the place 
at least for the time being.) 

The Bitter End did not 
have a liquor license, leading 
some to speculate that a club 
th~t did not serve alcohol In 
this supposedly post-dope 
return-to-alcohol era wa~ 
doomed from the start. And 
Mr. Kenny'• club was so tiny 
that hi1 attempt to afford 
name acts ran into problems. 

Choice of the Artists 
But whether a club seats 

200 or 450, It cannot expect 
to compete financially with 
a concert situation. Artlsta 
nonet~eless often choose to 
play an clubs for a variety 
of reasons. They can estab• 
fish co!ltact with an audlet\ce 
there. m a way that 11 In-
creasingly difficult In tarp-
scale concerts. They can 
avoid the rtaors of day-to-
day touring by booklna them· 
selves Into a club for up u, 
a week. 

Perhaps most important of 
all, espec!lally In New York 
and Los Angeles, they can 
attract attention • of the mu-
ale Industry and the press 
and use that momentum to 
fuel their careers eliewhere. 

I Often an artist's manap-
ment Y,111 decide that the fl• 
nancial sacrifice (If any) ln• 
volved In playing a chlb ls 
worth the other benefits. But 
eq1,1ally often, the artist'• rec-
ord company will subslctlze 
the engagement, in one or 
more of several ways. 

Most lafle American cities 
have a pnncipal rock club 
and In nearly all of them 
record company's promotion• 
al bud1et will Include ·Drovi• 
sion. for such expenditures 1.~ 
~uyi~a supportina advertl•• 
!111 time on the radio or apt -e 
m local newspapers and 
weei ("conaruent pr •rt'. -
ltion," It is called in the bull• 
lneas). 

Furthermore, the r , d 
companies sometimes subJJ· 
dlze the artists with direct 
additional payments to aua-
ment their club fees. nie 
rationale behind both kinda 

o! expenditure Is that record 
hits start between the two 
coasts, and that club expo. 
sure can help generate in• 
tere~t in local top-40 radio 
1tat1on~. If a company can 

~

et a single onto a so-called 
sec~ndary market" 1tation'1 
layltst, or even onto a •ta· 

tlon in a city like Chicago or 
Philadelphia, that success 
may ripple up to thi primary 
markets. 

The Preu PartJe1 
In New York and Los 

Angeles, an added factor en-
ters the picwre: the press 

land the hordes ot industry 
freeloaders who abound. 
Press tabs, press parties 
land . Industry freebies exist 
outside these two centers, of 
course. But New York and 
Los Angeles and the Bottom 
Line _and the Troubadour, re• 
&pect1vely, which qualify as 
the country's foremott rock 
clubs - are where they 
cluster. 

A press tab a, the Bottom 
Line typically allows the 
writer or induatry employe 
and a guest free admission 
plus two free rounds of 
drinks. If an artist attracts 
100 tab-holders, and each tab 
averages $10 (two $4 admls-
llons plus a minimum $2 
worth of drillks), the Bot• 
tom Line bills a record com-
~ny for $1,000 In tabs alone. 

A press pal'tf _ usually 
a .aimply catered dinner and 
a limited bar - costs a com• 
pany an averje' ar··n;ooo 
!tcs:ordlng to tanley Sna: 
~~y, one the Bottom 
Line I two co-crirners. 

Comp•niee have complained 
about the cost, but most or 
t~em keep givlna press par• 
ties there. Mr, Snadowsky 
defends his price. by cltlni 
Jhe large nu~ - of em-
ployes involvecS. : 1 adds 
that he makea e profit of 
about $600 on , $3,200 press 
P,arty, which he defends as 
'reasonable." •. 1 most ex-
pensive ~ress ct at the 
Bottom Line, ,- . Elton 
John for 1 • 1 i Dee, cost 
$8,100. 

A typical act, • • snado 
sky says, might r. t $3 00 • 
fee for five , . c' wo 
hows a night), r , d 

company would r . • 
that directly to &ht · rt:-, or 
not, det)ending 011 t ·, ,1 , 
ation; a well-know ur 1., • 
rock artist recently r . 1 , 
11.500 for three , ;f, t • work 
at the :Bottom Line, plus $1,500 

directly from his record com-
pany .. The company would 
also pick up the bills for the 
press party and tabs, and 
chip in an.other $750 for ra-
dio and print advertlaement$ 
The artist might gross S7 : 
500 at the box office. The 
Bottom Line costs about 
$15,000 a week to run but 
Mr. Snadowsky says' he 
would expect to take ln $20 • 
~00 in that same week count• 
mg liquor and food •les. 

Record-club Support 
Mr. Snadowsky insists that ''" 

he and his • partner, Allan I 
Pep~r, base their bookin& 
decisions solely on their own I 
notions of quality and on the 

1 
artist's appeal. But the close 
record-company Involvement 
has led to worries that some 
clubs are little more than 
record • company showcases I 
for untried acts or acts that 
ar.e attempting to experiment 
with a different kind 
image. I 

The worries are exacerbat~ 
ed when a record company 
not only pays part or all• of 
a band's fee, but also pays a 
club for the privilege of hav• I 
Ing the band booked at the 
club In the fir,t place: 

Mr. Snadow1ky denies that 
the latter practice occurs n 
the Bottom Line. Doug Wes-
ton, the owner of the Trou· 
badour, also denled receiv-
ing such paymen.ts. "fd Jov• I 
to get some retroactive 
'feeola' from the ~I'd com• 
panles for all the st.au we've 
made over the last 17 yeari" 
Mr. Weston said, ' 

He added, however, that he 
has sometimes rented his 
club to a record company for 
one or two ntahts and that 
the company in tur ., had ... r -
sented artists it want ,1 I 
pu1h. ''Once or twice, • 1 
said. the public may haV9 
been charged admlsslo; . , 
such acts without mowing 
that his money was belna 
taken by the record •. :i : i 
rather than the dut, • 

The difficulties facing thi 
Bottom Line's competiton I 
have led some to cone lude 
that a major city can sup-
port only one top-flight rock 
, lub and that the r· . rd 
co ' mil!I ould subsidize 
on! one. Mr. Snadowsky 
C ' f 

"There's deflnltelv room 
f r mo•re than one club ... he 
uld. "But it'• got to be 'done l 
rllht." 

Kari Theisen
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JOHN H. POELKER 
MAYOR 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CITY OF SAINT LOUIS 

MISSOURI 

October 4, 1974 

i974 OCT 8 PM 3 45 

ORI<;f AL 'IO: _ DEWEY _ CLOWER 

jpr Fn 'IO:-~~R~ ROSS C 
The Honorable Gerald R. Ford 
President of the United States 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

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 

I 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 plann~d 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. 

\ 

ive Assistant 
to e ayer 



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 concept can only be obtained by a 

positive, diligent and concerted effort by democratic people 

everywhere: and 

WHEREAS: On this 8th day of Qctober, 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. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASMINeToN 

Date /()/// ---,----
TO: . fvr;eern 
THRU: • 

FROM: Tom C. Korologos 

F~~tiTDil> ~o? 
71Jt41 



llniteb 6tatei 6enate 

MEMORANDUM 

October 10, 1974 

Mr. Korologos: 

AS PER OUR TELEPHONE CONVERSA-
TION. 

Don Shasteen 



J, JAMES EXON 
GOVERNOR 

V 1 

' I. ' l 

STATE OF NEBRASKA 
October 2, 1974 

The Honorable Carl Curtis 
United States Senator 

The Honorable Roman Hruska 
United States Senator 

Room 2213, New Senate Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senators Curtis and Hruska: 

Room 209, Old Senate Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 

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 
I ivestock 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 sa jd that he woyl,d,,,:ecommend ttJ! 
President see us as soon as liis schedule will allow. 

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 

-' 

JJE:fw 



MEMORANDUM FOR: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 12, 1974 

FRANK ZARB 
. NORMAN Ross / . 

WILLIAM E. TIMMONS 

MAX FRIEDERSDORF .,,U,, ./ 
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. 



) I 

Honorabl~ 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 end nutrition, disaster assistance, and Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation. These proposals when fully developed could well become 
a part of the President's legi.slative program. They will be forwarded 
to you as soon as they receive final policy consideration within 
this Department. 

Enclosures 



*····························································································* 
All information relating to the 
A-esident's Budget must be kept 
strictly confidential unti I the 
Budget is officially transmitted 
to Congress. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 
UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

94th CONGRESS 
FIRST SESSION 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE / OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE 

*···························································································* 



EXPIRING LEGISLATION 

Legislative Program, First Session, 94th Congress 

Administering 
Agency Program and Law 

ES Title V-Rural Development & 
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 
for Children (42 U.S.C. 1761 
(a)(l); P.L. 92-433) 

School Breakfast Program 
(42 U.S.C. 1773(a); 
P.L. 92-433) 

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

Expires 

6/30/76 

6/30/75 

6/30/7 5 

6/30/7 5 

Recommend 
Extension 

NO 

NO 

YES 

NO 



DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

PROPOSED LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR THE FIRST SESSION, 94th CONGRESS 

PART I - PRES !DENT'S PROGRAM PROPOSALS 

FDREST SERVICE 

941-1 National Forest Wilderness Proposals ........................... ! 
9 41-2 Ea.stern Wilderness . ........................................... . 1 
941-3 Nf!!Jil Proposals . ................................................ . 1 
941-4 Wild and Scenic Rivers ......................................... 1 

PART II - ALL OTHER PROPOSALS 

941-5 
941-6 

941-7 
941-8 

941-9 

941-10 

941-11 
941-12 

941-13 

941-14 
941-15 
941-16 

941-17 
941-18 
941-19 
941-20 

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION 

Clarification of Authorization for Shifts in Land Use .......... 2 
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 ................... 2 
Remove Certain Operating Loan Renewal Restrictions ............. 2 
Expand Definition of an "Essential Community Facility" to 
Include Erected Improvements and Related Machinery and 
Equipment in Industrial Parks ................................. . i 
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 
Eliminate the Certification by the Department of Labor 
Regarding Loans to Industries that Would Create Excess 
Capacity ............ ........................................... 3 
A M:>re Precise Definition of "Rural Area" is Needed ............ 3 
Remove Dollar Limitation Imposed on the Azoount of Unsold 
Loans Which May be Held in the Agricultural Credit Insurance 
Fund at Any One Time . .......................................... 3 
Clarification of Authorization to Participate With Other 
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A New Definition of "Rural Area" for Rural Housing is Needed ... 4 
Provide for Non-Judicial Federal Mortgage Foreclosure .......... 4 
Modification of Loan Moratorium Authority ...................... 4 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 

Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 Amendment ................... 5 
Perishable Agricultural Conmodities Act, 1930 Amendment ........ 5 
User Fee Legislation-Cotton & Tobacco .......................... 5 
To Amend, Update, and Clarify Provisions of the Plant Variety 
Pro tee tion Act ................................................. 5 

941-21 Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937 Amendment .......... 6 
941-22 Agriculture Marketing Act of 1946 Amendment ..................... 6 

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 
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941-39 
941-40 
941-41 
941-42 
941-43 
941-44 
941-45 
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Honeybee Act Amendment . ........................................ 7 
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and the Plant Pest and Plant Quarantine Acts ................... 7 
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Animal Welfare Act Amendments .................................. 8 
Animal Quarantine Laws Amendment -- Newspaper Notices .......... 8 
Export Animal Accommodation Act Amendments ..................... 8 
Animal Id ent if icat ion Act ...................................... 8 
Relocation of Animal Import Center ............................. 8 
Animal -Virus-Serum-Toxin Act Amendment ......................... 9 
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Tariff Act Amend.men ts .......................................... 9 

FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE 

School Breakfast Program ....................................... 10 
Food Stamp Program Eligibility ................................. 10 
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Revision of Mining Laws ........................................ 11 
Alaska National Fores.ts ........................................ 11 
National Forest Boundary Modification .......................... 11 
Forest Service Omnibus Bill ..................................... 11 
Land Acquisition - Boundary Water Canoe Area ................... 11 
Lands Omnibus Bill ............................................ . 12 
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Revision of Right-of-Way Authorities ........................... 12 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 
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Pro j ec ts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .13 

941-47 Amend Section 216 of the Flood Control Act of 1950 (P.L. 
81-516) ........................................................ 13 

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE 

941-48 Relinquishment of Exclusive Legislative Jurisdiction ........... 14 
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EXTENSION SERVICE 
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of the 4-H Emblem ............................................... 15 
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941-53 

941-54 
941-55 
941-56 
941-57 
941-58 
941-59 
941-60 
941-61 
941-62 
941-63 
941-64 
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CCC Advisory Board Per Diem ..................................... 17 
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Combine GPCP and ACP Programs ................................... 19 
Forestry Incentives Program ..................................... 19 
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PART I 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM, FIRST SESSION, 94TH CONGRESS 

PRESIDENT'S PROGRAM PROPOSALS 

FOREST SERVICE 

941-1 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. 

941-2 

941-3 

941-4 

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. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

Snake River. This proposal resulted from Forest Service's 
review of several National Recreation Area proposals in the 
93rd Congress. 
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. 
Flathead 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 19 74. 

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. 
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PART II - AU. OTHER PROPOSALS 

RURAL DEVELOPMENT 

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION 

Amendments to Consolidated Farm and Rural Development Act of 1972: 

941-5 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. In 
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. 

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. These amendments would authorize interest 
rates on new insured loans roore in line with those of conventional 
long-term lenders, and would reduce proportionately the payments 
out of the Agricultural Cred~t 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. 

941-7 Remove Certain Operating Loan Renewal Restrictions. This proposal 
would provide a flexible renewal period for loans rather than 
the present "not roore 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. 

941-8 Expand Definition of an "Essential Connnunity Facility" to Include 
Erected Improvements and related Machinery and Equipment in Industrial 
Parks. The proposal would clarify authority of_ FmHA to make loans for 
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FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION (Con.) 

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. 

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 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. 

941-10 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. 

941-11 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-constuning. Often these excluded towns serve rural areas, but 
need industry and jobs desperately. 

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required. 

941-12 Remove Dollar Limitation Imposed on the Aroount of Unsold Loans 
Which May Be Held in the Agricultural Credit Insurance Fund at Any 
One Time. This proposal would delete the $500 •illion 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 Departme~t has favored elimination of this 
provision. 

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

941-13 Clarification of Authorization to Participate with other Lenders or 
Granters 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 
4efinition 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 M>rtgage 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 

941-16 

protect all parties concerned. This type of alternative mortgage of 
foreclosure proceeding was removed from the Onmibus Housing bill in 
the 93rd Congress. 

No additional appropriation or outlays will be required. 

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. 
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MARKETING AND CONSUMER SERVICES 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 

941-17 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. 

941-18 Perishable Agricultural Commodities Act, 1930 A~ndment. This proposal 
would permit ~e Secretary of Agriculture to establish license fees 
assessed conmission 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. 

941-19 User Fee Legislation-Cotton & Tobacco . . This proposal would place on 
a self-supporting basis the special benefit portion (direct costs) 

941-20 

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. 

Budget Authority 
Outlays 

1976 1977 1978 1979 
(Dollars in Thousands) 

-8,700 -8, 700 
-8, 700 -8, 700 

1980 

-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. 
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AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE (Con.) 

941-21 Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937 Amendment. This proposal 
would amend Section 6O8d(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 mark~ting orders. 

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required. 

941-22 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. 
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ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE 

941-23 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 
o-ther countries have not reached the stage where budget estimates can 
be made. 

941-24 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 -~dditional 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. 

941-25 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 providalfor in these acts, but increases the applicable 
fines. 

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required. 

941-26 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. 

941-27 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. Government 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. 
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ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE (Con.) 

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

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required. 

941-28 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. 

941-29 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. 

941-30 Export Animal Acconunodation 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. 

941-31 Animal Identification Act. This proposal would provide for the identi-
fication of animals moving in comnerce. A DEans 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. 

941-32 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 condemnation." 

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required. 
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ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE (Con.) 

941-33 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. 

941-34 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. 

941-35 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 o.n such 
imports. The proposal also would extend authority to destroy 
animals or meats imported in violation of the act. 

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required. 
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FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE 

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

J 
) 
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CONSERVATION, RESEARCH AND EDUCATION 

FOREST SERVICE 

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 ]Il)netary 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. 

941-39 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. 

Budget Authority 
Outlays 

1976 1977 1978 1979 
(Dollars in Thousands) 

20,000 
20,000 

20,000 
20,000 

941-40 National Forest Boundary }k)dification. These proposals would 
extend or modify the boundaries of National Forests in Idaho 
and C:Olorado to include (1) certain tracts of public domain 

1980 

20,000 
20,000 

lands, and (2) lands prese~tly 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. 

941-41 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; (S) 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. 

941-42 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 Lands Omnibus Bill. 'lb.is proposal would include: 

a. Repeal of section 31 of the Act of June 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. 

941-44 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. 

941-45 Revision of Right-of-Way Authorities. 'lb.is 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. 93~153). 

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required. 
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SOIL CX>NSERVATION SERVICE 

941-46 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. 

941-47 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. 

Budget Authority 
Outlays 

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 
(Dollars in 'lb.ousands) 

10,000 
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AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE 

941-48 Relinquishment of Exclusive Legislative Jurisdiction. This 
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. 

941-49 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 Bel ts ville 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 To Am.end 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. 

941-51 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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AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS 

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 .. 

No additional appropriations or outlays will be required. 
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INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS AND COMM)DITY PROGRAMS 

AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND CONSERVATION SERVICE 

941-53 ASC Comnunity 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. 

Elections 
Budget Authority 
Outlays 

Consolidations 
Budget Authority 
Outlays 

1976 1977 
(Dollars 

-700 
-700 

-676 
-676 

1978 1979 1980 
in Thousands) 

-700 -700 
-700 -700 

-185 -150 -110 
-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. 

19762f 1977 1978 1979 1980 
(Dollars in Thousands) 

Budget Authority 4 4 4 4 4 
Outlays 4 4 4 4 4 
f!/ 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 a/ a/ 
Outlays -3,700 -2,400 !!I !!I 

2:.,/ 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 
conmodity with less government control and intervention. 
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AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND CONSERVATION SERVICE (Con.) 

Budget Authority 
(CCC & P.L. 480) 

Outlays 

1976 1977 1978 1979 
(Dollars in Thousands) 

21,000 54,000 

' (CCC & P.L. 480) -21,000 -54,000 
'p_/ Legislation would expire after the 1977 crop year. 

1980 

941-58 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. 

941-59 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. 

Budget Authority 
Outlays 

1976 1977 1978 1979 
(Dollars in Thousands) 

-255 -255 -255 
-255 -255 -255 

1980 

-255 
-255 

941-60 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. 

941-61 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 am.end the 
Agriculture and Constnner 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 IIX)re likely to receive "small cost-shares." However, 
experience has shown that sm~ll 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 Extension 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 FDR INCLUSION IN FUTURE 
PROGRAMS 

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

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

2. New Wilderness Study Reports. 

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

1. 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." 

2. 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." 

3. 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." 

4. 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 • II 

5. "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." 

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

FROM: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 11, 1974 

Attached is a letter to the President from Raphael 
Semmes, III, of National Association of Fafworker 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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MEMORANDUM FOR1 

SUBJECT1 

October io. 1974 

PAUL THEIS 

NORM .ROSS 

PreaW.m•• Trlp io Sioux City. Iowa 

Attached a •••••• annoucement and a tact •h••t whleb proYlcle• 
lnformatlon which eoutd be lnclllded la the Preeldent'• •peech ln 
Slows City. 
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an lncllridual may be •llalbl• for a loan l\1&1"&ntH U he derive• a 
majorby of hl• 1ro•• lacome f1'om Illa own Uveatock eate'l'prl••• 
or U be 4l•votea moat of bla tlme to it. tore will be able 
to set wader till• p-roaram di••• Pal'taernip• and 
C01"p01'atlou lneludlal th.eh- partner• and maje1' atockholder••• 
mu•t cleriYe a maJottty of their 1roaa income fPom thel"P own. 
aacl the 01"1&11isatloa'• UY .. tock operadoa. and devote most of 
tllel 1' time to diem. 

TIie cbaaa•• •••empilaal•• &hat aaabtaace i• intended for 
famlly fa1'1De1"e and otll••• wlao are PeCGCal•M la thel,. 
claiefly a• Uveatock pPodac-er•. 
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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: 

1 9 7 4 I 7 5 CHANGE FROM: 
1973/74 SEPT. 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 367 .o 351 .6 351.7 a/ - 4.2 

TOTAL 970.2 933.4 916.0 T.9 5.6 
CON SUMP TI ON: 

Feed grains 608.4 588.7 578.5 - 1. 7 - 4.9 
Wheat 361.8 355.2 358.8 + 1.0 .8 

TOTAL 970.2 943.9 937.3 .7 - 3.4 
TRADE: 

Feed grains 76.8 57 .2 61. 7 + 7.9 -19.7 
Wheat 68.4 67.9 71.0 + 4.6 + 3.8 

TOTAL 145.2 125.1 132.7 + 6.1 - 8.6 
END ING STOCKS: 

Fee~ grains 52.0 44.5 37.8 -15.1 -27. 3 
Wheat 55.9 52.7 48.8 - 7 .4 -12.7 

TOTAL 107.9 97.2 86.6 -10.9 -19. 7 

a/ Less than .OS% 

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

World feed grain production is down 17.S 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. Thy world 
consumption estimate was reduced by 6.6 million tons (feed grain down 
by 10.2 and wheat up by ~.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: 

D 

Percent change from 1973/74 
SeEtember 19 October 31 

Feed grains: U.S. -10.4 -15.8 
Rest of world - 0.7 - l.;l. 
Total - 3.2 - 4.9 

Wheat U.S. + 4.4 4.4 
Res t of wo:,.·ld - 2.2 - 0.6 
Total - 1.8 - 0.8 

Feed grains 
& wheat U.S. 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. ½~eat 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. 



FEED GRAINS 1/, WHEAT & RICE: World _Production, Consumption, 
Exports and Stocks for .1971/72-1974/75 

(million metric tons) 

1973/74 1974/75 PROJECTIO~S 
I TE M 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.S.S.R. 70.6 70.4 96.6 100.0 95·.o 
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.S.S.R. 98.8 86.0 109.7 90.0 90.0 
All other foreign 199.6 207.1 210.7 212.8 213.2 

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.S.S.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 5.2 
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 li016.9 

TOTAL PRODUCTION 1,212.5 1,173.9 1,280.0 1,241.1 1,223.5 .. 

CONSUMPTION 3/ 
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 'H 
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'.9 241.l 246.2 246.1 

World total 341.3 357 .9 361.8 355.2 5/ 358.8 5/ 
Feed grains & wheat: 

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. 

.. , 
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FEED GRAINS 1}, WHEAT & RICE: (con' t.) 

11972/731 
1973/74 1974775 PROJECTION 

I TE M 1971/72 PRELIMINARY SEPT. 19 OCT. 31 

EXPORTS 2/ 
·_ Feed grains : 

United States 20.7 36 .o 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 31.8 31.0 25.6 28.3 
Foreign 41.7 41.3 37.4 42.3 42.7 
• World total S8.6 73.1 68.4 67.9 5/ 11.0 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 . . 113.0 125.1 132.7 5/ 137 •. 7 .. 145.2 5/ 
Rice, milled basis: 6/ - • 1 

United States 2.0 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.0 
Foreign 5.4 5.1 5.6 5.5 5.5 

World total 7.4 · • • ... 6. 7 7.4 7.5 7.5 "' All grains: 
United States 39.6 69.4 76.7 51.6 58.0 
Foreign 80.8 75.0 75.9 81.0 82.2 

TOTAL EXPORTS .:_120.4 144.4 152.6 132.6 5/ 140.2 5/ . ., 
~:: .• - - ' • """ 

STOCKS, ENDING 3/ 
. Feed grains 76.6 57.4 52.0 44.5 . 37.8 
Wheat 73.5 50.7 55.9 52.7 48.8 

World total • .. 150.1 108.1 107.9 97.2 5/ 86.6 5/ 

!/ Corn, sorghum, barley and oats except for production data, which also includes 
rye. 

2/ Years beginning July 1. 
3/ Consumption and stocks data are based on an aggregate of differing marketing -

years. Stock data are orly for selected cotmtries 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 .excess 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. 

6/ Calendar year data; e.g., 1971.72 represents calendar year 1972: 

SOURCE: USDA Foreign Agriculture Circular, World Grain Situation: 
Review and Outlook , FG 23-74, November 1, 1974. 
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WORLD GRAIN SITUATI0:1: REVIEW AND OUTLOOK 

WHEAT AND FEEDGRAINS 

FG 23-74 
November 1, 1974 

The world grain crop estimate for the 1974/75 season has been revised 
do~mward since the last report in this series. 1/ The magnitude of the 
decline in feed ~se of grain noted in th~ September report has begun to 
emerge more clearly. Preliminary data indicate that the decline in foreign 
feed consu~ption 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 Le reduced to an even greater extent during the 
course of 1974/75 than had been previously forecast. 

The total world wheat and coarse gr~in 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 grair.s output. is accounted for~; the U.S., the 
u.s.s.R., and several of the ~ajor exportir.g countries. Based on October l 
conditions, the U.S. total grain crop was reduced by almost 8 million tons 
from the preceding month's f0recast; virtually all of this reduction wis 
in feedgrains, The ~stirr.ate of feedgrain produ~tion in the Soviet Union is 
reduced by S ~illion tens. Other significant reductions in crop est!rnates 
include Canada, Australia a~d Ar 6~ntina. T~e situation in CanJda is further 
complicated by the abnor:-:-.ally 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 upwird revision has been off-set by reductions in other countrie~ 
such as I-!exico and India. • 

The Soviet Union's total grain and pulse crop i~ now being estimated at 200 
million tons, or S million tons lo~er 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 ~redcrninately i~?orting areas is gcnarally abcve a 
year ago. The current cstiwatc of 1974 total wheat and feedgrain production 
for countries outside the U.S.A., u.s.s.R., and the rr.ajor exporting countries 
is 450 million tons whereas the comparable figure was 441 million tons in 
1973 and 436 million tons in 1972. 

1/ Foreign Agriculture Circular FG 22-74, dated September 24, 1974. \ 



\.llEAT A:-D \,HEAT FLOUR: \lorld tra~•, pro~uctlon, stocks and consur.ption 
for 1971-72, 1~72-7), 1973-74, and projected hvds for 1974-7.5 

Exports: 
Canada 
Australia 
Ar&entina 

Sub-total 
w. Europe· 

"(Excluding intra EC 9) 
USSR 
All Others 

Total non-U,S, 

YEars b~iinnin~ July I 
(In ~illion r::ctric tons) 

1971-72 

15,8 
8,7 
1,) 

8.7 
(4.7) 
5,8 
1.4 

41,7 
16,9 

1972-73 

15.6 
5,5 
l,l 

2!..:. 
12,9 
(7.3) 
1,3 
2.7 

!. t. 3 
• 31.: 

197)-74 
(~ullr::inary) 

11,7 
5.4 
1,0 

1;,1 
12,5 
(6,0) 
5,0 
1.5 

37.:. 
)!,0 

Projection Cor 1~7~-7.5 
•• of as of 

S~ot 19 Oct 31 

11,6 10,5 
9,0 9,0 
3,0 2,7 

n.6 u.2 
1),0 10 
(5,0) (7,5) 
5,0 4,5 
o. 7 l. 

!.2. J l.'!_. 7 
2).5 :3.3 us~y 

\/orld total 7; . l :,~ ... f>' ; : • J 2_/ 
(World total excludini intra £C 9) 

llftports1 
W, Europe 

(Excludini intra EC 9) 
Japan 
E, Europe 
Chin•, P,ople's Rep, of 
USSR 
All Othtrs 

\/orld total 
(World total Excludlni intra EC 9) 

Production: 2/ 
Canada -
A:.ostralia 
Argentina 
V, Europe 
USSR 
[, Europe • 
India 
All other forel~n 

Total forci;;n 

1/orld total 

• Consurortion1 }/ 
USA 
USSR 4/ 

·-~· 

12.2 
(8.2)· 
5,0 
5,2 
3,0 
3,4 

29,8 

14,4 
.. - 8,5 • 

5.7 
51,4 
98,8 
JO, 2 
2),6 
65,6 

2~ :> • .:, 
44,0 

}~2.~ 

. .. .. . 

~~;. . 

23,2 
98.4 

219.7 

( i 7, 'i) 

13,6 
(8,0) 
5.5 
4,6 
5,) 

14,9 
29,2 
.. :. ! 

(t7,5) 

14,S 
6,4 ••••• p ••• 

6,9 
51,4 
66,0 
30,6 
26,4 
"'J. 9 

1 l • l 
.. 2.,:.. 

j_• 5. l. = 

' 21,4 
99,6 

236.9 

(6i.~) ('ii-. 9 I \ ... ~) 

12,9 14,0 13,2 
(6,4) (6,0) (6,2) 
5,4 5,6 5,6 
5,2 5,0 4,1 
5,9 7,0 7.0 
4,4 0,5 3,5 

34.6 )5.5 37.6 
':. ~.:. .. 0 il.G 

\ol,91 ( 5:;. 9) (o~.o) 

16,5 14,2 13,4 
• 12.0 -· • .- •• n.s. :· -=· ... 11,0._ . ...... 

6,7 7,5 6.5 
50, 7 5). 2 55.3 

109,7 90,0 90,0 
31,6 3),2 33,9 
24,9 22 .s 22.5 
~;,. J 70,7 70.~ 

. . .. ' ' ' - . -.. • - J .... 

--:.. :, -"!. -~.) 
:-:. . • ("1 ~; l. t> J 5 • 7 

20.6 il,5 19.7 
100,l 87,5 93,0 
~r.1.1 2~!,.2 24~.l All other forti~n 

1/orld total l41.) n;.9 -----36 i. 3 35;.2 )35.3 1/ 

Stocks, endinsl ll 
I.odd tot&l 11.5 50.7 ,5.9 :sz., :.s.s ~/ 

1/ 
J/ 

4/ 
l/ 

Includes transhipr.:ents throu,h Canadian ports, txclud<s products other than flour. 
·Production data inclu~•• all harvuts occ~rrin; "ithin the Julr•J;i::~ rear •hc"--n, e,.-cept that sr..all 
gra.ln crops fro::1 t?-te tarly•hlT\"E5tin; ~oTt~<:m Hc.-.isl'hcrc arc.1s a:-e ":::v,·cd for .. ·ard11

; i.e.; t~i! ~.,y 
1972 b·arvtsts in arc.is St,;:.~ J5 !:,Ci:'l, ~;~rt'.1 Africa dnd 3outhe-rn t.:5A are ~ctually incluJJJ in 11 19i2-73° 
accountin; por!od ~~ich t<1ins July I, 1972, 
Consui.pticn a~d ~tock!~•:~ arc b~sed on J~ 2;~rt;ate of differi~i local PlrkEtlni yEars. Stocks data 
are not availa:.le for th• r;;:;;,, the Peo;l•'; R•.,•,:.llc of Chtna •::<! pu~s of Eastern i:urope, but the 
world total has ,been adjust•~ for estir-..1tcd ytar-t~-year ch,in;cs ln the USSR. 
Includes Esti::-.ated •·aste .:!'..le to icxce-!:s r.oisturc and Corci;n r..a.t~rial. 
U,S. and -·odd total tra~c, con;ucption and en<iin;; stocks are '.,ased 00 the mid-point of estic.ated 
ranges for U,S, ~heat con;ueption and exports, 

r 

........... 'I, 
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FLEi:JCRAINS: \.'orld tr~de, productic,n, stocks and consu!!:;>tlon for 
1971-72, 1972-73, 1973-74 1 •nd proj~cted l~vels for 1974-75 

Years bcginr.ln; July 1 
(lo r.illion r.etric tons) 

.Projected !or l'Ji.;.-il 
Country or rei;ion 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 as o! as o( 

(ereHr..1narv2 Sej!t 19 Ott ll 
[x:,orts: !/ 

Canada 4,4 4.0 2,7 2,2 3,0 
Australia 3,2 1,7 1,9 2,6 2,6 
Arg~ntlr.a 6,) 4,) 8,t. 9,6 9,6 
South A!rlca 3,1 3,1 0,4 4.0 4,0 
Thailand 2,) 1.3 2.3 2.1 2,1 

Sub-total 1'1,) 14,4 15,7 2C,5 21. J 
w. Europe h.ti 11,1 13,0 10.0 10,l 

(Excluding intra EC 9) (4, 3) (4,6) (4.0) (1.0) (I, 2) 
All Others 3.0 3,1 4,2 2,7 2. 5 

Total non-u.s. 33.7 2,, o 32.~ 3).2 J-.v 
USA 3/ 20,7 )~. I) -).; - •. ,- • 7 --·.., 

World total 54,4 IJ!...6 "6,: s-:-.~ ';l. j 7J 
total intra (>'•I ) \. t, - .'i I-~•.'. J I : 2,;) ('l:orld excluding, EC 9) (4;. :, ) 

(USA, rktg,, yr., r.11, short tons) ll (;,. 3) (~3.l) c~J. n ( 2 ~.; - ; : • ; / r ~., .~ - ;2-j} 

lrports: !/ 
26,1 27,0 28.4 31,. 2 2),0 1,·. Europe 

(Excludln;; intra EC 9) (19,9) (21,9) <n.2) (14. 0) (17,2) 
Jap•n 10.1 12 .o 14,0 13,2 13.2 
IJSSR 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 1:.,5 15.l 

\lorld total 54,4 ~~.6 ~- .1 ~I;; 
(\.'orld total ucludin~ intra EC 9) (47,j) \5i.l) t~-. ') (.;,:) oz.:> 

Production: f!I 
Can,c!a ,• .... • ....... _: .. . •· 22.2 .. -.. ,·1s,s •. •> ,_ .. -.. • ·1S,4 ·.•· ·1 i;'.) .- ... ·16.3· 
Australia 5,8 3,6 4,8 6,0 6,0 
A~i;entina .9,5 15,7 17.) 17.8 17,8 
South Africa 10,l 4,5 11,8 9,7 9,7 
Thalland" 2,3 1,4 2.5 2,5 2,5 
USSR 70,6. 70,4 %,6 1(.0,0 95,0 
w, Europe 80,4 S0,3 !12,5 ,2.2 8), 7 
E, Europe 50,4 55,0 54,5 52,S 52.3 
All oth~r !orel~n. us.o 121 .2 i 2,.1 D3,2 12~.2 

Total foreign: 379.3 3;0. 9 .:.lt,5 ~2!.5 .:.l!..i 
USA 1S9,7 l~ 2, I l!-j •:, ! ~:::-·.) I~?•? 

World total 569,0 553.0 -~. 2 :-: ! .. ! :£.:.. J 

• 
Consunetlon: J/ 

t;SA 151,4 157,4 ' 159, l 141,7 133,2 
USSR 6/ 72,0 75,4 99,5 100,5 • ~9.0 
All othEr (orci&n 327,9 333,8 350,S 3!.6,5 34~.3 

World total 551,3 571.1> b{.~.:. s: :-. 7 57',.5 

Stocks, endin3: ~/ 

1/ 
2/ 
3/ y 

6/ 
1/ 

1,'orld total 76,6 57,4 

Corn, b.lrlcy, O.'.lt!, -,nd scr~h:.:r:1, E:<Cl\ldin.; p1·oc!ucts, 
Includes tr.1~5hip~cnt5 throu,h C3naGl~n p~rt\ but Excludt1 pToduct1. 
lnclud~s pro~uct~ .1n1 tr.1nship~fnts tl1rcu;h C,•3di~n ports. 

52,0 44,5 n., 

Rye, corn, b•rlcy, oats and sorghu:::. Pro~cction .:at• ir,cludc >ll han·e,ts occurrin~ within th" Juty• 
June Year inJic>tec!, excc;,t th•t sr.-.111 .;.r1in crop (ro,c the e•rly•h,,rv<Hin; :;crthern lk:cispc,tre a-rus 
are ttc:o,·cd fon.·.1rd11

; i.e., the ~t.1y 1?72 h.1rvcsts in areas such as !.ncHa. !-iorth Afric.1. and southtru 
USA are actually incluJcd in "197i-;3" 1c_countir.~ pcri-,d ,..:,ich be;ins July 1, 1972, 
Consu~ption and stocks ~ata are b3s<d on ,n a;~rc~•lc of dif(erin~ loc1l r~rk•tin~ years, Stocks data 
are not available !or the USSR, the P•o;,lc's Republic o( China and ?>rts of E1st<rn Europe, but th" 
vorld toul has been adjusted (or esr.lr.1ted ycar-to-,<Jr chan$U in the USSR, 
Includes esti~ated ~1ste due to excess C'Oisturc and i-,rcl&n ~1tcri1l, 
U.S. ~nJ ,.orld tot>l tr•c!e, con,u,cption ar.~ cndir.; stoc:.s are b•seJ on the i::id-point ol utic-~ted 
rani;es !or U,S, coarse gr•in consu~ption and exports, 

7/ 

!./ 



• World consumption estimates have also been reduced since the last report, 
bu~ by a lesser amount than the drop in production. Recent reports have 
begun to confirm earlier expectation·s 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 do~n by 25 million tons from last year. The 
world t~tal gral~ consumption estimate is curre~tly 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 fe3ture 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 from a month ago, primarily due to sizable new purchases 
of both w~eat and feedgrains by the u.s.s.R. from several origins. The 
world trade estirr.ate for wheat is increased by about 3.6 million tons, 
mainly as a result of upward revision by 3.0 million tons in the ixport 
estimate for the u.s.s.~. Wheat import purchases by India for 1974/75 
already exceed 4 million tons from all origins, and could increase si3ni-
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.s.s.R. and an increase of over 3 million 
tons for Western Europe. 

Rice 

Overall prospects for the 1974 rice crop haye changed only marginally since 
the last report in this series. Continuation of a weak monsoon in India has 
further reduceu that·country's rice production estimate by 1 million tons. 
This reduction is partly offset by s~~ll incrcase3 in prospects for Japan, 
South Korea, and the United States. ~ice production in India generally does 
not have a direct i~pact 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 trade in rice remain unchanged except for une::pected 
heavy purchases by some middle· eastern countries. Import requirements o_f 
Bangladesh also are expected to be higher than the 100,000 tons estimated 
last month. Any increased de~and in world ~rade probably will result in 
higher U.S. exports, where supplies are above normal. 

- 4 -
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_Country' or region 

l"roductton: l_/ 
Bangladesh 
Buroa 
India 
Indonesia 
Japan 
Pakistan 
PRC 
South Korea 
Thailand 

Sub--total . 
EC-9 
Australia 
Argentina 
Brazil 
All Others 

Total non U,S. 
USA 

World total 

Exports: ]/ 
Burma 
Pakistan 
Japan 
PRC 
Tha"ilnnd 

Sub-total 
All Others 

Total non.u.s. 
USA 

World total 

Imports: 
EC-9 
llong Kong 
Bangladesh 
Ci.r.ib~dia 
Indonesia 
South Korea 
Philipplnes 
Sri Lanka 
South Vietnam 
All Others 

World total 

Stocks: 
USA (ending July 31) 

RICE: World production, trade, and U.S. stocks 
for 1971-72, 1972-73, 1973-74 anJ 

projected levels for 1974-75 1/ 
(In mil\ion ~ctric tonsY 

1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 
(Preliminary)(rrojcction) 

14.9 15.7 lR.5 17.9 
R. 2 7.4 8,4 8.1 

64. 7 58,0 66, 1 • 60,0 
19.6 19,0 20,3 22.3 
13.6 . 14,q 15.2 15.4 
3,4 3.5 3. Ii 3.R 

100.0 q11,n • 103,0 103.0 
5,6 5.5 5.9 6.0 

14.3 12 . 4 14.4 13.9 
244,3 234.4 255.4 25014 

1.0 ·.s 1.1 1.0 . ,. .3 .4 .5 
.3 .3 .3 .3 

5. 1 5.4 6.4 6,6 
41i. 3 .40. 7 42.0 43.5 

297.2 211 1. q 305. (, 302.3 
3.9 '3.q 4. 2 c;. 1 

301, l ~~-;, . fl .1 0 ", R 307 .!,-== 122.?. 1973 1974 l22l 
.5 .1 .2 .2 
.3 ,B • f. .6 
,2 .s ,3 .1 
.R 1,5 1.3 1.3 

2. 1 ,q 1. 2 1.1 
3.9 3,A ),(, J.3 
1.5 l. 3 2.n 2. 2 
5,4 5. I 5.6 5.S 
2.n I. (; I.? 2. :) 

• . 7. t, f,. 7 7.,. 7 . ) 

.s • Ii . (. • 6 

.4 .4 ,4 .4 

.6 ' .2 •. 1 ,2 
. 1 .3 .3 

.7 I. 7 I • 2 1.0 
,6 .4 ,3 .3 
.s .3 .2 .2 
.3 .3 . 3 .2 • 
,3 • 3 .J .2 

3.5 2,4 3,7 4, 1 
1,li 6,7 1.1, 7. 'i 

,4 ,2 .3 ;7 

1/ Production is on a rough basis; tr~de and ~tocks are listed as milled. 
1,./ The world rice harvest stretches o\'cr 6-R rn,;nths, Thus l'l73-7li r,roduction repnr.C'Tlts the crop 

harvested in late 1973 .ind early 1974 in the Northern ller:iisphere, and the crop harvestccl ln 
early 1974 in the Southern Tiemisph~re. 

}_/ Trade data are on a calendar year basis. 

-5- ' 
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World wheat and flour trade (grain equivalent), July-June Year 

Pre lira. Proj~ction 
Region ar.d country 1963-64 1%4-65 1%5-66 1966-67 1%7-63 1966-69 1969-70 1970-71 1971-72 1972-73 ~973-74 1974-75' 

---------------------------------------------million rr.ctric tons---------------------------------------------
Exeorts 

Canada 15.0 11.9 14.9 • lt..S 5.9 S.7 9.0 12.6 15.6 15.6 .11. , 10.5 
• Austr;.li.i 7.8 6.4 5.6 6.9 7.0 5 . .:. 7.t. 9.5 8.7 5.5 5.4 9.0 

Ar.,c;;tin.i 2.8 4.3 7.9 3.1 1.4 2.7 2.1 1.6 1.3 3.2 1. 0 2.7 
Sub- tot.il 25.6 22.6 2.3.4 2t..5 17.3 16.S 16. 5 23.7 25.6 24.4 16 . l 22."2 

\.:r•s t Eu-::opc 4.8 6.5 6.9 5 . . 7. 7 9.3 11.1 6.5 6 .7 12. 9 12.5 14. 5 
East Europe 0.3 0.3 0. ') 1.7 2.3 2.0 1. 3 0.9 0.7 0.9 1.3 1.0 
CSSR 2.7 2.2 2.6 4.4 5.3 s.s 6.4 7.2 5.a l. 3 5.0 4.5 

• Other 0.9 1.3 l. l 0.7 0.7 0.6 o.s 0.4 'J. 7 1.8 0. 5 0.5 
Total non u.s. 34. 3 33.2 39.9 37 ... 33.3 34. 5 38.1 3S. 7 41.7 41.3 37 .4 42. 7 

linit.:·d St.ites 23. 1 19. J 23.4 20.0 20.2 14.7 H,.5 19.8 16.9 31.S .3 
To.tal 57.4 52.5 63.J 57.4 53.5 49.2 54.6 56. 5 56.6 7 3.1 l .O 

lr.morts 
Japan 3.9 3.5 3.5 4. 3 ,.o 4.2 4. 4 4.8 5.0 5.5 5.4 5.6 
West Europe 11.2 10.3 11.8 10. '.i 10.3 12.8 12.7 13.8 12.2 13. 6 12.9 13. 2 
East Europe 6.0 7.4 7.2 5.4 4.9 4.3 4.7 6.7 5.2 4.6 5.2 4.1 
USSR 9.7 2.2 6.5 3.1 1.5 0.2 1.1 0.5 3.4 • 14.9 4.4 3.5 
Chin.i, People's Rep of 5..2 5.0 6.3 5.0 :.. 2 3.;5 5.1 3.7 3.0 5.3 5.9 7. 0 . 

Sub-total 36.0 28 ."'+ 37.3 26. 7 24.9 25.0 2s.o .29.5 26.8 43.9 33.& 33. 4 

Sclcc ted Africa 1/ 2.9 3·_5 ··3. Cj 6.0 5.6 3.7 3.6 5.2 5.3 5.2 6. a 6.7 
Selc:clcd Latin A;crica y 3.1 3.S 3.9 4.6 :; . 1 4.3 3.9 3.9 4.5 6.2 6.6 6.o 
Sclcc tcd :,cs t .\si.s 3/ 1.5 1.5 1.2 2.0 1. 7 l.d 2.4 2.a 4.6 2.1 3.7 5.3 
Sel e.: ted South Asia-4/ 6.2 8.S 9.1 9.1 9.3 5.4 5.4 4.4 4.8 5.8 8. l 10.2 
Selected Other Asia "i_/ 1.7 1.4 1.5 l.~ 1.9 2.3 2.8 3.0 3.1 3.1 2.8 2. 9 

Others 6.0 4.8 6.t. 5.6 5.0 6.7 8.3 9.7 7.5 6.6 6.6 6. 5-
Total 57.4 52.5 63.3 . 57 .4 53.5 49.2 54.6 58.5 58.6 73.1 66.4 71. 0 

1/ Ali;ecria, Egypt, Li by,,, Xoroc.:o, ~i;;'7:r!.l, South Africa, Sucan ar.d T~nisia. 
2/ }1cxico, Bruzil, Chile, Colo::.bia, Peru ar.d Venezuela. 
3/ Iran, Ir.:iq, Is:::acl, Jordan, Lebano~, Saudi Arabia, Syria and Turkey. 
4/ Danglacicsh, Ind i a, I ni!on£sia, P.;kis tan, and Sri Lanka. 
]/ Ppil i ppincs, Ta•iwan, and South Korea. 

Note: Products other than flour are excluded; data include intra EC-9 trade; U.S. data aA.Justed for transhipments through Canada. 
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Afri c:,,: 
~oria 

';."· ' - EC".r;>t 
·.•. ., Lio,a 

~orocco .. ··• rnbcria , . . 
,. Soc:lb Mricn 
, .. St~d~"l . ·,~ Tu:,.ir.i~ t · Sub-t-,tal · 

![es:•··:·,. i:-~~,~::~~11?re1 
:-:r:xi..:o 
&r1.o:il 

i Chile . Colombia . ' ;, Peru ,: Venezuela 
I Sul>-tot&l 
.. Aoin• 

--Irnn • : ... Irnq • Ior1.o-,l 
:• .h,rJnn 

l.t~bonon 
!:uudi Arnbia 
S;rri,. 
Turke)' 

!;t;h-tot.al 
lh:.r.l:l,1.aa:;h 

! Ir.Jio 
: •.• I:..!.Jn,i;.iic 
.. Pt.:ci~t.an . .. Sri Lnnk11. • ,• 
t Sut>-"fotal. r-: Koro,1, South ' . ! Philippinos 

Tn.i,..,,n 
'. , 

S1..1>-totlll :1. 

.. .. .·• Tou,l 

, .. -:- . 

.. - : 

.. ... .. 
' ,_ 

.. 
" . :., .. .. : .. 

·• .. 

1963-64 

. :· . 
,• ..... 

•' •"; 

~eat and Vbeat no\11' (grnin o<Juivaler.t};' Import:, or Selected CoW1triea 
Jul)'-JW10 rcc,r 

l9l'•-65 196'.i.:.66 l,Y,6-(,? 1967-(,ij ; ViOl-{,•j l'j•,~70 l'J"/0:.71 

------------- ------• ,lJ\,(J :1.,,t.i·.i\! 'fun· 

163 356 401 9~1, 664 700 2:5 646 
1,933 1, }77 2,344 2,49cl 2,7il2 1 , 9--0 2,2.!0 2,52-, 

1 i 9 143 1'19 157 181. 215 :wa :?34 
2i!l .. 01 359 1 ,C.12 .9Go 2l4 255 6!,5 
74 76 1 .. 0 170 130 1~4 ~:~4 385 

15'.? 1}9 16::? eC? 229 2 1" 161 
1 i 6 -- 117 743 ·2C9 .. ,~ C 

"-' ,:,o 83 206 
He.. 170 111'1 -;,ct, ~. ': ,~ (,C:,.J; -:7~ 

2 (~i ' .• , · :•4 °'ai'•> I 1.,, .... ~.-;. > .·,.,·, •. 

54 31 7 1 1 :.9 5 
1 ,93,) 2, JO!l 2,321 2,637 3,G.:9 2,;,&, 2,070 1,795 

111 lj4 j, 1 ~., 4~ 35G i96 465 
1i.6 ,02 236 199 :m ~r, ~.-o 2i7 350 
y;i. ·•10 501 550 6).~ 5e,:. 6.'.5 6~d 
4 ·:o ·~Hl r,t..f, ~•;1 (.•~!i .. .,, •1r1 -: 'it~:, 

J,Ufi ;, l(-t.1 ·1e '~ '·' •, 1oi·J 5 I' .,;·/ ... , ' :, ., . ., i,l.!~;';'. 

136 , .,..._ 
Jr. . ,_ 1113 ~·~'0 51 1 103 

:.!01 100 6 1~·6 315 7.J U7 156 
;,o-, 177 233 20') :.:::l2 1.;.,5 1.70 475 
139 98 126 17J -: , :. 1'-8 125 127 
219 263 260 ·i. " ..,..io 3S9 2;;9 297 436 

. 147 ;'}O 200 240 Hl2 140 2')0 )20 ,. 19 70 31.5 ~3 193 2~1 612 
i.: .. , ,..-,-:, n:> ~~,. l.'i <;',: !i.':i <.,'-8 
1, ·;!1 !'•" ,.qo • • , , ,,,,,., 1 I ••(1 , ,~n·, ;•, •.'I." :',"t'f,7 

i.,::-s1. 6 . 531 .• 1,&,5 6,576 6,5j3 3,J~1 3,c:\9 2,)0') 
1UJ :·o 20 ;.o ~70 .B5 605 1.55 

1,5;5 1,?U5 1,236 , , 7~·9 2, 1 jl 756 1, 0~3 ) , , cr,5 
~.,~ 1, c-.2 :;-,·.~ --,,.: .. ~; l CC-~ ~.',1, ~,;, - ,, 

6 .. !l ~j ''z; L 'la i ; .,. . .. ,·, 
• ·~ j ' ', • ·: J >; ,. . 

034 .:, .. o lJUU 0)-+ ~')9 1, ; 1 I 1,c,/(J 1 ,'/ '.J v 
511 .~,u 502 4S'• 6~; 5v3 540 C , ' 

376 )[j ~ 38!, :'{,!t tr..-:, ,,.. .. ~( ;: j C.:J\); 
. ,.• .. ,~q fO ··L' ) 1 • •I: .' ·,:, .. ;) . ; ' . . , () ~. i: ' 

15,3c,5 19,·203 19,629 23, •'.i7 23,r,:::o 17,','17 lb, Jul 19,3:!C 

. •. '\ ·"'•! 

• 

.. .:.• 

.. -

1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1?7••-75 
t•n· 11 r,. rr,, ,., t. 1 

&:'.i (,46 1,200 1,500 
2,670 3,01,0 3,500 3,400 

274 240 :;go 29.J 
653 541 1 ,.::co 700 
350 283 350 4vO 

24 10 15 
1 20j ~C5 t.:J 
;,-11 ;>7~ =---~, ;":"~ 

5,lll 21 · .... t'1' u ..... ., 

409 65il 1':10 b50 
1, 6-13 2,932 2,,vo 2,:;co 

5,,0 9;0 1,300 6?0 
:.c12 2)9 473 jeo 
603 605 70::I ~o5 ..,.,, c:, 1. <; r.~)1") (,()0 

4,_4_70 l, '' ·.1 0 ~·. 1 5, ., ... ·~ 

1, 116 Tl5 l>.00 2.000 
8d') 13 700 500 • 
l.3U 282 31•5 339 
123 197 :!3U 100 
1.:.6 277 432 335 
:;50 310 ·350 350 
09(3 215 400 400 
<,~<; ;?"1 6r.n 

[ ,,.,·· ,0.-,:) :'!"• J .. , - '"'! 
1 ,(i'7l .?,no 1,w;; 1 ,t,'.).J 
, • (,09 l,<Jl4 3,u,o <,,OIJO 

"..:J7 7 ll 1, l ~(, 7l7 
1 ,0~!7 l, JC.O l,l05 l,H,o 

( ,1 ,1 '-<, l (,Or, 7 (1 [) , . t"(I• , ', n;\l (',. ' .. l tt ;._:-7 
l ,ty,o 1 .. , / 'J ,,~ i 1,·1v5 

f i~ 1),.' 5~4 ~50 
)., ' 6',? i-r'.O "1QQ 

·, )•' (J') ' 'J.!itl 

22,2?i 4.,472 27,971 31,0% 

. ...... .. -.... ' ' "'•'• .. , - ••1• •----
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World Fccd;rain·rrbdc !/ July-June Year 

.••• 

1963-64 1964-64 1965-66 19~6-67 
rrclim:~rojcction 

Region and country 1967-68 1968-69 1969-70 1970-71 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974 75 

•-----------•--···---••-----·-:·-•---------•••milll"on metric tons--••••-•-•-•••-----•--•-••------••••••••••• 

C:in.ida 
Australh 
Aq;cntln.1 
South Africa 
Thai1.1nd 

Suh•total 

IJe, t ~:uropc 
East i:uropc 
USSR 
Other 

1'ulal non U.S. 
United Stales 

Total cxvcrts 

IfflpoTts 
• J ... p,1n 
West Europe 
t:as t t:urope 
USSII 
China, r,•01•h•' • Rep of 

!;ult•lOlHl 

:h•l1•.:l,•d l,;atin /11,..,rkn '1/ 
s~tuctcd Asl3 4/ -
Sel<•cleJ Africa 5/ 
Others -

Tot.:il 

1/ Corn, sorr,hurn, barley and oots. 
2/ L1•s. lh,,n 50,000 tons. 

1.2 0.9 1.ci 
0.1 0.11 o.5 
3.7 5. l 3.7 
2.7 l .o 0.6 
0.9 0,9 1.2 
9.2 11.}' 7.0 

4.4 4.? 5.G 
l. 6 l. 3 1.1 
1.3 1.4 2.2 
2.4 2,5 3.5, 

18.9 ld.S 19.4 
15. 7 17.7 25.3 
34.6 36,5 44.7 

4.6 5.1 5.1 
22,4 22.7 2?.8 
3.0 2.4 3.8 
0.1 2/ 2/ 
0,11 ·-o.4 -II. I 

3ll. ') :w.c. ·111.11 

0,4 0.l 0.2 
l. l l .O 2. l 
0.5- 0,3 0.3 
1,7 4,3 3.3 

34.6 36.5 44.7 

i'.l 1.1 0.5 l. 3 4.0 4.4 
0.9 0.3 0.9 o.? 2.2 3.2 
1U 4.2 5.7 6.0 7.tl 6.3 
0.9 3.3 2.4 l. l 1.1 3.1' 
t.3 l. 3 1.3 1.6 1.8 2.3 

10.7 10.2 10.8 10,? lG.9 19.3 

6.3 11.4 8.0 8. 6 8.6 11.4 
1.5 1.8 1. 3 1.2 1.4 0.6 
0.5 0.7 0.9 0.9 0.9 o.) 
3.1 3.4 4.1 2.6 3.5 1. 7 

22.1 22.5 25.1 24.2 31.3 33.7 
20.!i l?.6 11..0 !'>.2 l?.3 20,7 

• 42.9 42,l 0.1 43.4 5C,6 54.4 . 

7.1 7,7 8.5 10.0 10.4 10.1 
27.4 26,4 24.4 24.l 29.0 27.0 
1.7 2.1 2,5 2.7 3.0 4.6 
o.z o.4 0.5 0.1 0.3 4,J 
c). l 0,1 2/ 2/ ii 0,4 

)h. 'i \h.1 1",. t) Jh.') ;:~., "'"·'· 
ti, l 0.'1 u. ', O,ll I. J ll.7 
J.3 2,9 I. 9 2.5 2.6 4, l 
0.2 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.3 
2.7 1.8 2.7 3.0 3;7 2,9 

42.9 42.l 41.l 4).4 50,C. 54.4 

3/ Chile, M,•xico and \'enezuclo. 
4/ Chin,,, R-,p o( (Taiwan). Hong Kong, 
l,' Libya ancl Zaire (Con1,o), Egypt. 

India, lren, Iraq, lar11el, '. Korea, Rep of L1:b.1non, Kalayda and Philippines. 

Note: Data c~clu~e products; Intra-EC-9 trade included1 U.S. data adjusted Cor transhipments throu;h Canada. 

.. 

4.0 2.7 
1.7 l.? 
4.3 8.4 
3. l o.4 
1.3 2,3 

14.4 15.7 

11.1 13.0 
1. 2 2.3 
0.2 0.5 
l. 7 l, 4 

W.6 32.9 
3<>.0 43. 9 
64,6 76,8 

12.0 14,0 
28.4 34,2 
5.2 3.6 
5.6 5,0 
0,11 2. I 

!12 .o ~,M. 7 

I • c, l • 
oJ 

4.8 S.3 
0.3 o. 7 
5,6 9,4 

64,6 7G,8 

.. . .. .. .. . . ...... .. ....... ... , ••;• ... ....... , ....... , .. ........... . 

3.0 
2,6 

0 9,6 
4.0 
2.1 

21.3 

10.2 
o.s 
o.5 
l. 5 

34.0 
27.7 
61,7 

13.2 
26.2 
4.7 
2,5 
0,6 

1,1 .z 
1.11 
4. 7 
0,5 
C..5 

61.7 

.;..~ 

• 



!.~ :(; / 
., ·, . ":• . f• .. . . .. . . . . ..... . . 

,. , .?-, .. - ~- . ·. .. ~. • : 
-: Other Selected Countries: • F<:edgrain Y Imports ·• . 
. .. 

(July-June) . 
.. · .~-- 1~63-i,.4 1%4-65 1%5-66 1%u-u7 1%7-oo 1%:i-i>9 l'iu'i-70 1970-71 1971-72 l'J72-73 l 'i7J- 7.:. 197 .. -75 ., 

Prd"ir.:. Pro j.-ct. 
------------------------------------------l,0UO x~Lrlc Tons---------------------- - -------------------------

Western Hemisphere 
Chile 26 40 61:! 134 212 250 352 255 363 400 450 
Mexico 363 174 146 77 114 52 4 3') 571 118 877 1,nn 1,60!) 
V1:nezuc la (, l 14'i 4t. J'i 1 I 2"\'J 124 JI)(, 2117 67S 7';0 ]';() 

Sub-total 424 34~ :lJII ln4 i 'i'J !iii) K 1 J l, 31 'J 6Ui l, 'JI 5 . :l,4111 :.C,h011 

Asia 
China, Rep. of (Tai.an) 26 39 63 as 2i;c. 443 584 884 1,373 1,691 1,412 1,250 
Hon,; Kong 115 67 102 95 126 154 194 179 186 186 150 160 
India 107 191 1,164 2, _237 1,314 56 314 16 23 4S0 1,000 500 
Iran 10 50 5 1 33 71 24 23 276 105 330 485 
Iraq l 2 4 3 252 
Israc.1 462 387 445 636 648 582 793 736 828 923 1,003 943 
Korea, Rep. of 221 201 112 30 lSS 317 235 414 624 684 lj'.,jQ 965 • 
Lebanon 67 47 146 102 176 115 lt.O 145 2,~ 140 119 il5 •O 

.• r Malaysia 96 49 59 64 o'J 115 136 200 230 229 200 210 

.:~ . Philippines 14 4 7 47 12 3 30 26 f,5 170 90 • 100 

' 
Sub-total 1,140_ 1,035 2,103 3,317 2,875 i,asa 2,454 2, (,26 4,095 4,601:! 5,~54 Z, Ho 

Africa 
Egypt 450 231•· 256 114 269 15 64 • .76 48 130 450 JOO 
Libya 5 18 19 54 50 76 151 123 120 125 125 
Zaire (Congo) 41 6S 60 7) 61 38 95 61 1,5 95 125 90 

Sub-total 299 3J4 206 4u4 103 235 2bo 256 345 1w .,b -
Total 2,060 1,679 2,667 3,707 ), 538 2,464 3,502 4,233 5,011 7,068 8,424 8,043 

y Barley, oats, COTn and sor~hum. 

• 
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lllttATt Suppl1 .and D~••ppear•nc• for C•n•d•, •ad Arae11tlna :,. 

t ,, 1/ ' ' hd or Tur Stoc~,!/ t' .,, t.11'1!!1't'.\- I , .... Aru Yield t ..... ductlOft.t -•H& v .. I July•JUIIW I K.ark«th'C t June 30 I Ten 
': Y,0 11r I Yr-ar I I 

1,000 I l,Wo ' l.,ooo I l,IIUU I 1,uvo I 1,ouo I i,o;.n;, 
Hect•-r•• q)'M. , .... tdc Too&.• Metric Tefts a k4'\rlc Tc,N t 11ctdc Tona dtetTlC Ton• a Metric 

(H.arkct.ing Yc.&T Aui/J1i1ly) 

AY•r•&• 
19n/'6•195~/60. 00 ••• 1 9,ld7 13.8 12,672 4, )2Y 7,tt,60 , ,.,,, 18,0?0 17,141 
1960/6l•l964/U., •••• , I0,8A,I 1.).5 14,6)1 4,uc,4 ll ,UJ4 11,062 14, ~'-1 ll,Ji15 

l'H,7/68, •••••• ,, •• , •••• t 12,190 IJ.2 16, 1)7 4,441 8,911 9, l4S )1J,)47 18,ll 2 
19<,H/C.?,•••••••••••••• ,I 11,907 14,9 17,689 4,2?4 a, 110 8,324 24,169 23, l~l 
I rjf)?/7Q,,, •••• , ••• ••••,a 10,104 18,1 10, !67 , 4,~C,M 8~ 'J?I 9,4)0 29,099 27,4H 
l'J70/71.,,., •• ,,,.,,,,,t s,0~2 17,9 ?,C,24 4.<,;o 12,<d7 11,~'-b zi, I 54 l~/J~O 
11,11112 •••••• • , ••••••••• ' 7 ,h54 18,) 14,412 4, J',) U,&10 IJ,710 17,800 l5,llb7 
l'll!/73,.,.,.,.,..,. ... ; 8,640 16,8 14,!114 4,n4 15,tll IS,6'>2 12,0'10 ,,,,,., 
1n1114 l/ .... , ........ , 9,ij,9 lt, 7 16,458 4, C,)2 II, 736 11,424 12,000 10, Jl7 
1'174/15 "'5...1 •••••••••••••• 9,49) 14.2 ll,400 4, ?J7 10, ~00 11,)00 9,)00 7,500 .. 

(tit.rltet111, 'tear Dec/Nov) 
A'h•r.1gt, 

1•15,n•-1?s~1,o •••••• , 4,006 11,4 4,572 1,•,to 2,,,11 2,60) J,H8 1,470 
I ?60/H• I ~tV•~ •• ,.,. 1 6, )?6 1),0 8,2?8 .. J, 114 6,045 6, )72 ), 716 599 . ,, 

l'H,7/c,!J.,, ••• , •• ,,,, •• ,1 9,~82 8,) 7,547 . 2,c.71 7,0)1 5,6)5 4, )05 1,412 
1 ?u-t/c,9,,, •••• , , •• ••, •• 1 10,R46 I J,6 l4,hCl4 • 2, ~)5 ,. )1\0 6,42~ 11,147' 7,161 
l 'H,?/70,, • • •, ••,,,,,,,, I 9,4tt6 11,1 10,546 2,504 7, )74 8,Ub} 12,!?9 7,21.0 
lt)70/71,,,.,., •• ,,,, •• , 1 6,479 12.2 7,a?O 2, '.t')6 ,,:ac. 9,049 8,U2 3,1,65 
1971/72, ..... , .......... 7,118 11.9 8,)10 2,c.110 8,670 1;,11 5, !OJ 1,5~4 
1?7J/71,,,,.,,,,,,,,,,,J 7 ,1,1)4 a., 6,4l4 ,. J, 144 s,:,n 4,)09 2,542 565 
1?73/74 }/, ............ t 9,21) 13,0 11,951 3, 16(, ,. JJC) 1,c.00 5,200 I, 750 
l?74/75 y ............. , ,,ooo 12.2 11,000 ., l,JO(J ?,ouo t,ooo 4,ooo 550 . .. ; 

A.~ 1 •·ntlna (M•l'lc.et1n, Ye:ar Dec/No•) ·' Av, r-•1~e 
• ·•~S/5C.- l CJ5,',/£0,,.,,, t 4,69) ;·u. I 6,151 ) 0 ht5 2,573 2,477 4,164 l,)tO 
l 1h,(J/,l• l 4Jc,(/65.,, .. , t 4,710 1),2 7.,!65 ' '·"'"' 2,C.42 l,071 J,0)2 1,415 

1',67/68 ,, •••••••••••••• ),~12 12,6 7,l20 4, J".11 ,1,379 2, 19? 3,9?0 1,008 
F,t.n/69 6/,,,,,,,,,,,,, 1 S,itn 9,8 S,11.0 3, 7'14 2,742 2,494 2,625 1!50 
l '>L'J/70, '; •••• ••••, ••••, 1 5, 1?1 13,5 1,010 .... 4, 76K 2 ,rn~2 2, )2 2 ,,iso 780 
1"170/71, ••••••••••••••• , J, 701 l),] 4,'>20 4,U)f) 1,625. ?t9 2,tl?O u, 
11)11/72,, •••••••••••••• , 4,JU ll,2 S,(.fiO 4, ·J~(, I ,))9 1,t2? J,Hc,S )70 
ltJ71i7l 7/, •• , ... ,,., •. 1 4, ?65, 1).9 ,,•,oo 4, )!'.19 J,!)2 l,09t 2,400 !o4 
1~73/74 :!/ .. .,,.,., •• ., I ,,11)0 17 .4 6,700 4,"JOO 1,037 2,000 2,700 4K4 
lqj4/7l f!/ .. ., ....... .,1 4, 1_uo ,. 1),8 6, )00 4,HO :z. 700 2,ooo 2,joo 4j4 

Abo•• Thr•• 
Av .. r .. h• 

1r,r,~/16• J•l)Cl/60.,, t t, I 17,888 13, I Jl, 1')5 10, 1 ~4 IJ,U,t ll,275 n,•oo 1,,n1 
l 1H1U/C,l• l'J64/,s., .... t 21, 'l:i1 1,. 7 JO, 114 9,tU5, 19,711 20, )05 22,o~, U,399 

• 11:11,7/(,8,, •••••••••••••• , 27,094 11,4 31,004 11,50) 17,)JI 16,999 27,642 20,532 
l'H,3/tt9,, ••••••••••••••• 26, ~?O 1),4 ltt,2 J) 10,<,1) 16,Hll 17,2l8 J8, 061 31,2 114 
l ')u'l/70,,,,,,,,,,, •,••,I 14,781 14,5 15,•ll 11,N40 hl,447 l9,ft)5 44,61,8 )),452 
1•170/11 ••••••••••••••••• l!., lll 14,) 21,8)4 11,102 23, 77tl 21,H64 3),4",6 24, )20 
1'111/1l,, ••••• , •••••••• , 111, J07 14,8 :z",602 11,o)I 2!,,fU9 2),1)0 1,, )6ij 17,841 
1•111111 ••••••••••••••••• 21 ,:'O'J I J, I 27,fil,lt l2,2t7 24,420 2],0?7 1(,, '142 10,794 
l'l)'J/74 l/,,,,.,:,,,,,,, 22.•,22 l),J 3~ 1 1U9 :, 12,11n IN,112 21,o!4· 19,')00 ll ,S11t 
1•,11.11, El, •..•••••...•• 2J,19) 14, I JO,•JO() 12,c,77 22,200 22,.100 U,600 d,4,14 

1/ lnchaJ1.•:. 1h,• vlu.-ot .. qulv•l•·Ot oC C19"r, '!/ terffi 11h• &nc.1',,l,J !vr Canada, 
,., ir1,.:11Lln.i. •To: l'1:ihC:l1·J 1ft du,,.,·~Llt dluppcu::;n~•• J/ l"tdln1ln•r7, !,_/ ProJirctlon, 

N,L du,1111,•• In (a1·11t. ,tuck• h1r Au111t.r•U• anJ 
]/ luipuru of )l n~~dcd to b•l•nc.• S4.l>, 

·•• "·•• !/ h,~,h ul .)'JU nn·1kJ to Lo1l~nce S&D, ll lwi1,or\s o{ 4(,,'J n,•1•d1:J tc., i.. .. hnc-e S4.t>. 

.~, 
• 

.•· 
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F£tDCMlllS1 Suppl)' and Dhapp~•rane• tor Selected C-,.tl.toc• 
, . :i•. 

tOl.•111l~n,1;trdt ' ' IJOUH .. •:sl!C. 1-:~nurt-i ' ~-,,-tr r'\l" ~lrit"' :., 

. Marke th,. T••Y 1rro,luc.t1ons· ~1:'l.'11 r Tlcld thll-fJ?c.tloni Cnn:,\lrnp• July•Junl.l H)ct-sq,t,Loc.:>l H.,r-1 Loc.il t-tiirk.l.· t1n~ 'tl!Ot'J 
Yc,.,r • I ' tlnn d11·f !n:· Yr., 

t,uuu 1,uou I l 1Ut•U I ,VIJV I 1.uuu I 1 1 llllU I l,OUV 
h4,:ctar~• Q/h•. I I....!!!:.!:- I ..!.:l.:. 

t:orn {Aj•ri l•M,,rC'h) 

(1%6) 3,4~0 n.2 a,Ono i'J(.J.1.,.n ••••••••••••••••• l,<Ub 3, ltt6 l.-501 4, 15) 3l 
1 ')lod•6f) •• ••, •• • • • • • • • • • • (1?,n l, 378 1?.4 «.,:ii.u 3, 1)) J,')t.od 4,J79 l,'-'-d 12 
1969-70 ••••••••••••••••• (191;~) ), 5~6 19.".! ,,,H,O ), lJI., '-,)46 4,67S J, 740 8 
1?70-71 •••• , •••••••••••• (l•,o?) 4,0l7 23.3 ?,:n,o J,rl._O s.n3 ),(,~l ,, )10 18 
1•11-11 .•••••••••••••••• (1970) 4,0i>b 24.4 9,9JO 2,t-h 1.,.-,01 3, 7?! "~4)f> 6?6 
1?72• 13 .... ; •• • ••••••••• (1''71) 3,147 U.6 .5,"'-t,,O J,r,,,o l,~47 ),?JO 2,040 })6 
l'17l-71t 1/ •••••••••••••• (1?72) ,. \(,~ n.2 ?,noo 4,{1!f) ), 1')8 S, lt'tU .S,O:,l 41.4 
1?74•7S 11 .............. (l?73) 3,(,hO 27. 5 ,,•wo 4, :WO ~.1100 ,.ooo ,. 700 424 
1?7)-76 y ............. , (1?74) l.QUO 2&.9 10, ~()0 4, )OU •.200 424 

. Curn 1:-i.,v•Aprll} 
South Afrl('ll ----- (1%6) 5, JIU 16.4 ,,ni 4,.;.,,11 l, 1U7 3,447 2,N1J9 3.074 1 'Jt.7•ft!:1., • •• 1 ···•• •• • • J J 

19(. ..... .,. ••••• •••••••••• (l'Jf,7) ,,,.,'10 ?. 7 .5, Jlc. 4,h.'\S 2, l<,5 1,415 2,n1 6)4 
l'h,r,.70 ••••••• ,, •••••••• (l9o~) ,.4~0 10. 7 ]/),H4] ,,,11,a 1,0?6 1,)11 7•6 87l 
1,10.,1 •••••••••••••••• (l•w,) 5,, 1.{10 11.6 !/&,141 ,. t ~, ?1' 1, l )3 l, 104 7)1 
1•,11-12 •••••••••••••••• (1•110) 4,40] l?.6 l/tt,t.tl.? 5,173 2,829 2,'Jll 2,B) 1,6H 
l',72-71 ••••• , •••• , ••••• (1°171) "'· ~78 20. 7 ,,4~ J ,, ~,.o 2,n, 2,i'-0 ),Hl 2,006 
l 1)/) .. 74 11 ............. (l•J72) 3,UI 11.' 4, I f,d ,. ~(J) 370 11 Zt,O 1)1 •52 
)'J74-7) 11 ...•••....... (I'll) 4,t.h) 24, 7 11,oJ J !t 1 m11 '•""0 3,U90 ),GOO 1,791 
1?7) .. 76 I,/ ............. (1•74) 4,400 20., 9,0lJO 6, l'JI ),600 900 

!°• . 
Co"' (.1 .. 1n11,1ry•~c1 "'h1•r) -'i 

l"H,/-<,~•••••••••••••••• (1?67) S?d 12.0 1, Ji, 170 I, 221 1,291 t, 116 i,e 
l'>Ulf•69, •••• , ••• , •••••• (l?cO) &O& 24.9 1, ~,(1~ 120 1. 21:t'f l,?lf8 l,4tll 26) 

" 11
11,

1/•70. • J • •• •·· J ·•• • 1 1 (19&?) <i'JO 24.6 1,700 119 1 I 50) 1, «.1'0 1,477 329 
1•,10---11 •••••••••••••••• (1?7U) )4~ 26.0 1, 9~,u 231 1, ft~) 1,470 1,)72 676 
1971-72 ...... , •••••••••• (1?71 l 824 26.7 2,.ttlllJ I )6 2. Ill 2,045 1,ti05 93' 
l'J72-7J •••• • t••••••• ••• (1'172) 997 13.2 1,J.lO 2)6 l, 2 l.C. 1,50) l,?33 66 
l'J7)•7.C. !/ .. , .......... (197]) 1,0:.4 ii., 2,J"t\'I JOO 2, 1)2 2,010 l,1.t'-l 674 
1'17.C.-75 1/••,:••········ (1?74) l,Ool 21.] J,Jo\t l)O l, 90i> l,'/00 1,9«.0 6&4 .. ,'r.u,tn ~c.,r 1 !um. {A,,rl 1-~r.,rch} 

(!%&) .. t·,111 • .,e •••••••••••••••• H4 1a.1 1, 1~0 7?7 5)•. ,.~ )87 9 
l 1Jc..ti•4>'> ••••• 1111 .••••••••• (l•>u) 1,001 11., l,~•>, ?70 1.3l'l 1.4<.ll n1 9 
111(,9 .. 70 •••••••••••••••• (I'll.~) 1,102 19.l l,'-"'- 1,0SI 11 )lJ l,bj) 1,419 3 
1?70-71 •••••••••••••••• (19"'1) 1,1:172 20.4 l,dLQ 2,212 2,149 2, )t,(, l,,ftOl 8 
1'171-72 •••••••••••••••• (1?10) 2,2)5 20.9 4,u,o 1,l'-'> 1,143 82') 2,215 204 
1?72-71 •••••••••••••••• (1071 l l,1t19 16,ft 2, )(i() l,dt>l I, 1~6 \ 1 7~1'.' 474 26? 
1973-74 y ............. (l?ll) 2, Ill 21,li 4,t.•Jv 2, : .. 1 2,ts 7') 2,2Z5 2,)~) 2'7 
1111.c.-1, 2/ ••• ••••••••• (1•173) 2,40Q 24.6 5.'JJO 21 1,ua ,. )00 3,50Q l, JOO 2)7 
l'•7'·76 ]:! ......•....•. (Ul4) 2,000 21.? 5,700 2,2uo ,,,co 257 

I (~r.,t" ~<.r ·!11,l'lll !Ar;r-t l•~.1rch2 

(106&) . 1•11.17-t,tt •••••••••••••••• zo:, IS.7 ~II) 2,1 19 &) 22 30 
l 1ll>M•"11,, ••• • •• •••••••• (1%7) 1•1 U.4 JNri, 1 :u,. 8l ]4 ao 30 
;•)<,1) .. 70 •••• ,, •••••••••• (l••ol llO 14.0 2•4 . 273 7J 2"3 17 34 
1970-71 •••••••••••••••• ( 19~1,) 350 1~.2 )47° 266 ,11 862 278 ]5 
1•111-12 •••••••••••••••• (I 9)0) ))2 73., 1,2·,t:t · 227 9?0 68] 1,0,1 2• 
1'172-71 •••••••••••••••• (1'171) &J9 l?.2 1,22 .i,.• 41,2 761 726 llO 60 

\.~-, l?ll 0 74 :!/••••••••,.••• (1'112) 697 14.6 1,0!11,· )?? 820 800 634 4) 
, . 1•,74 .. 75 ,!/ .. , .••••••••• (197l) '13 20., 1,<.•~o 318 700 7)0 750 27 
.... '• 1?n.1, y ............. Un•> 700 17 • 1 1,200 400 800 27 

,,_. 
' '· ·---- ,, ... ______ ......... . .. .__ ... - ··--· ... -... - _ .. , ... ,,._._ ...... ,_ ....... ·--··- ·····--•·····---
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F t:EllC:lv\Itt;: Supply nn<l 

' 
Di sa Pl"<'Oroncc for !.cl cc l:t•d Major Cou,pcti lors (Continuc<l) 

: Desi ~na tcd: Dor.icslic: F.._porls ~·::di~:;i Stui,;k$ 
Marketing Year :Production: Area Yield : Production: Consump• :July-Jun<: :Oc l-S..-pt: Loc:i l M.:ir- :Loe .>.l ~J;.d,..:tin6 Y'-ar 

: . Yc:tT : tion ·tkt•tin" Yr.: 
1,000 : s 1,000 .. 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1, l)(Ji) . 

:hectares·: Q/ha. . ...!:!.:.l:.. ...!::.h . 
B:irl<'v ( nc-c ct:,bcr- Nove:r:1be; r) ' 

Australia 
1967-bS •.••.••.•••••.••..• (1967) 1,057 7.9 834 537 1 ~9 121 128 327 
1968-69 ••••••••••••••••••• (1968) 1,341 12.3 1,646 975 451 508 543 450 
196~-70 ••••••••••••••••..• (1%9) 1,521 11.2 1,699 964 641 7C3 654 501 
1970-71 ..•..••...•.......• (1970) 2,000 11.8 2,351 1,130 1,123 l,l36 1,233 439 
1971-72 ••••••••••••••••••• (1971) 2,535 12.1 3,065 1,423 l,S4l• 1,732 1,769 362 
1972-7J ..•........•..•.... ( 1972) 2,140 8. I:' 1,727 1,221 767 693 633 230 
1973-74 1/ ••••••••••••.••• (1973) 1,914 12 .'IJ 2,467 1,184 830 1,000 1,200 313 
1974-7511 .•.••...•..•.... (1974) 2,200 14.5 3,200 1,183 1,790 l, 1,40 1,930 400 

Bat'lev ( Au~ust-Jul v) 
·-

1~07-G~ ••••••••••••••••••• • (1967) 3,2134 '16.8 5,505 4,6':ll 1,059 740 842 2,850 
1968-69 .•• ••••..•..•.•..• (1%6) 3,576 19.8 7,099 5,161 411 456 447 4,341 
19G9-70 •• ••••••••••••••••• ( 19G'J) 3,8'.i9 20.9 8,034 6,463 1,179 2,014 1,497 4,465 

I 1q70-11 ......•. .......•.. (1970) 4,064 21. 9 6,669 6,351 3,823 3,91? 3,362 3,141 ... ... 1971-72 ....•......•..•••.. ( 1971) 5,<,58 23.2 13,099 7,944 4, l i4 4,573 4,4(,8 3,828 I 

i# 1972-73 .••••••••••••.••••• (1972) 5,U<,3 22.3 11, 2g5 7,241 3,929 3,365 3,669 4,203 
l 'J73- 74 1/ ..•••.••••••..•. (1973) 4, il 19 21.1 10,224 7,442 2,638 2,50U 2,565 4,~20 
1974-7'.i 'l:_/ ..... ........... (1974) 4,614 19.0 8,753 7,253 3,000 3,000 3,000 2,920 

(1967) 19&7-68 .•.••••••••••••.••. 15,067 14.4 • 21,715 14,634 9,279 8,737 9,212 4,420 
1968-69 ••••••••••••••••••. (1%8) 16,041 16.0 25,734 15,712 9,703 9,558 8,468 5,974 
1969-70 ••••••••••••••••••• (1969) 17,518 17.8 31,351 19,0(,5 10,361 12,531 12,153 6,107 
1970-71 .••••••••••.•.••••• (1970) 16,069 20.9 37,680 18,172 15,523 lG,648 18,760 6,8'.i5 

.. 
!971-72 •.••••••••••••••••. (1971) 18,800 19.8 37,295 21,286 17,992 16,566 14,848 8,016 
1972-73 ••.•.•••••••••••••• (1972) 18, ~04 13.2 33,110 20,956 13,653 14,218 14,493 5,677 
1973-74 1/ •••••••••••••••• (1973) 18,773 22.9 42,914 22,128 14,876 14,985 18,557 7,906 
1974-75 J./ ................ (1974) 19,496 20.9 40,653 21,977 20,650 20,880 20,990 5,592 

1/ Preliminary •. 
2/ Projection. 
11 Includes impoTts. -· : 

,: 

; ... · .. ' . 



l . .,I 

.. .. Su=ry of Fecdgrain Export~ from Selected Competitors . (In thousand metric tons) 
• .... .,,, 

Year Beginning 
July 1 1967-68 1968-69 1969-70 1970-71 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74!/ lfJ74•7':,!/ 

Ca11atla 
barley 1,059 411 1,179 3,823 4,174 3,929 2, 6JS 3,000 
Corn 2 2 7 .3 28 12 15 15 
Oats 47 44 88 156 170 90 11 8 
Sorghum 1 6 2 

Total 1,108 7i37 1,275 3,Yoa 4,374 4,031 2,664 3,0L3 

Australia 
Barley 129. 451 641 1,123 1,844 767 830 1,790 
Corn 3 1 22 • 41 9 3 5 
Oats 183 333 210 556 329 115 286 150 
Sorghum 19 82 73 517 9<10 i6l 529 700 

Total 334 866 -m 2, llo 3,204 1,652 l, 94:! 2,645 

Ai:1:entina 
Barle:y 124 205 33 112 97 109 153 ,130 
Corn 3,136 3,965 4,346 5,333 4,601 2,847 s, 198 5,800 
Oats 313 201 144 217 110 179 180 170 
.Sorghum 558 1,339 1,521 2,149 l, 24 3 .!_i l SG 2.'379 3,500 

Total 4,"18 l 5,713 6,u46 7,~ll 6, 251_ 4,291 8,410 9,600 

,;, 
South Africa 

Corn J, 107 2,168 1,096 915 2,829 2,979 370 3,960 -Oats 12 2 
Sorghum 168 251 43 148 236 132 90 

... Total. 3,275 2,431 1,141 1, U63 31 U65 3,111 370 4,050 

•• Th:i1hnd 
Corn 1,221 1,289 1,503 1,663 2,111 1,214 2,132 1,900 
Sorghum 49 53 71 l 2l 145 97 1<10 185 

Total 1,270 . 1,342 1,574 1,784 2,25? 1, Jll 2,3.l2 2, 0-15 

Total Feedgrains 
Barley 1,312 1,067, l ,853 5,055 6,115 41 R05 3,621 4,920 
Corn 7,519 7,427' 6,953 7,936 9,SlO 7,061 7,718 11,630 
Oats 543 590 4.,4 '129 (,ll'I Ji4 477 323 
Sorghum 794 l, 725· .!..i2!.!. 2 Ir,:. I 2 • t, 19 • 2 I 14(, 3, .,,.,.q· f!..,4_i 5: 

Total 10,163 10,tlU9 ll•,<1:,l 16,::o4 l 'J, I-; J 1 .. , 3'J6 l';, .,1 .. 21,40.l 

,I 

j . : 
1/ Preliminary 
J_/ Projection 
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Western Europe: Grains, supply-distribution 
July-June 1968-69 through 1974-75 • 

••·•·• . .. 
. : • :Domestic consum:etion: . Area Net Stocks . . Yield :Production: Imports Exports: . . 
;harvested; . : • : • : . Imports :rot feed :Total ·use change . . . : . . . 

'Million Million Million Million: Million Hillian Million Million 
ha. . g/ha. m. t. tTl~t. m. t • m. t. m. t. m. t .. M. t. . 

Total grains: 1.l 
1968-69 .......... 41.3 28.5 117.8 . 37.7 17.4 20.3 82.3 134.7 + 3.4 
1969-70 .......... 41.1 28.5 117 .1 37.3 1 q. 8 17.5 85.6 139.5 - 4.9 
1970-71 .......... 41.0 27.8 113. 9 43.0 15.4 27.6 86.9 142.0 - 0.5 
1971-72 .......... 41.3 31.9 131.8 39.4 20.3 19.1 89.6 147.1 + 3.8 
1972-73 .......... 40.9 32.2 131. 7 42.3 2li. 7 17.6 93.2 152.1 - 2.8 
1973-74 2/ ....... 40.4 33.0 133.2 47.7 25.9 21. 8 96. 1 154. 1 + 0.9 
1974-75 3/ ....... 41.2 32.9 139. 0 39.8 25.l 14. 7 94.7 U3. 7 0 

Whc.1t: 
1968-69 .......... 17.9 26. 4 • 47.2 12.8 9.3 3.5 11. 7 48.6 + 2.1 
1969-70 .......... 17.3 26.1 45.1 12.7 11.1 1.6 13.7 51.0 - 4.3 
1970-71 .......... 17.0 25.7 43.7 13.8 6.5 · 7.3 14.3 51.6 - 0.6 I --. 1971-72 .......... 17.1 30 .1 - · 51.4 12.2 8. 7 • 3.? 13.8 51.4 + 3.5 ::-

I 1972-73 16.8 30.5 51. 4 13.6 12.9 0.7 16.4 54.4 - 2.3 .......... 
1973-74 2/ . . . . . . . 16.1 31.3 50.7 12.9 12.5 0.4 12.6 50.0 + 1.1 .. 
1974-75 3/ ....... 16.8 31. 7 55.J 13.2 . 14.5 -1.3 16.2 54.0 0 

Conr~~ ~rains: !!I 
1968-69 .......... 23.4 30.2 70.6 24.9 8.1 16.8 70.6 86.1 + 1. 3 
1969-70 .......... 23.8 30. 3 • 72.0 24.6 8.7 15.9 71. 9 88.5 - 0.6 
1970-71 .......... 24.0 29.2 70.2 29.2 8.9 20.3 72.6 90.4 + 0.1 
1971-72 .......... 24.2 33.2 80.4 27.2 11.6 15.6 75.8 95.7 + 0.3 
1972-73 .......... 24.1 33.4 80.3 28.7 11. 8 16.9 76.8 97.7 - 0.5 
1973-74 2/ ....... 24.3 34 .1 82.5 34.8 13.4 21.4 83.5 104.1 0.2 
1974-]-5 3/ ....... 24.4 33.7 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/ Pre 1 ir.1.inary. 

... ]_/ Pro_jt:ction • 
!:I 1' ye• ' harl<•Y, onts, corn and sor1:lium. 
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us, to~~1 ~1•1p fra:S.,.ct!po •_nd >i.i>ilY•Sl!1t;U~U~t: 

ih.,<innin• Yi< t J Du:-.. e!I. tic Contll~,?C. Loa 
Cou·.oc!ltz and 1ur :Ct•x"' ,1,~r.-.1:e "k:'T a,-S'I! Pt'o,factlon tei-nrts E•,..nrt• for ((;ed t-:t.ll 

Xi.l. ~11. x~trH. ,.;1. tiil. ~il. !'Ii!. MH. 
!!.!.:. !!.!.:. ?:I:. 

TOTAi . t.P.At~"'1 
11,<il•f,2 115.4 156.9 1.02 :, IC.O.l •• 15.Z 111.9 119.6 
1962-6) 101.5 145.6 1.09 l~.l .2 12. 7 101!.) 136.l 
196)-64 '1.0 150,6 1.13 110,8 .4 40.) 105.8 134.5 
1964•65 87.4 146,9 1.01 •. 15C.,6 .J 19.4 10..J 1)).0 
1965-66 71.9 145.6 I.Zl 179.2 .2 50.0 119.2 143.5 
1966•67 51.8 147. 7 1.22 179.8 .2 40.J 117.8 147,2 
1967•6'1 45.J U9,6 1.21 20).J .2 41,7 118.2 148.4 
1968-69 ~-1 152.4 1.29 197.1 .2 Jl.5 116.J IH.1 
l969•7G 67.8 14),2 1.40 •• 200.1 ,) )5. 7 l ~4.0 164.• 
1•10-11 6d.l 1~2.6 1.28 -: 18 2, I .J Ja.9 IJ0.1 161.6 
1971•72 ~.o 11 •• 0 1.51 231.4 .J 41.9 142,J 17).4 
l972• 7l 67.4 141.J 1.56 223.J .J 71.J 147.0 178.6 
1971-74 41.1 156.2 1,49 232.5 ,l 70.9 14),9 176,l 
1974. 75 '!/ 26.9 16). 2 1.23 200,a .J 56,7 119,0 151,t 
1975•76 19.4 

IIIFAT: 
--1,i;ru 3'1.4 51.~ -·~ • 33.5 ,2 19,S 1.4 1'., 

l9C.2-63 36,0 41.7 ·"" . 29,7 • I 17.5 .5 15.8 
196J.64 )2.5 45.5 .£9 • 11.2 .1 2J.J .5 16.0 
19(,4-65 14.5 49.8 .10 , )4,9 II 19.7 1., 17,5 
1965•66 n.2 49.6 .11• )5.8 Tl 2l.6 ~.2 19.8 
l9C.6-67 14.6 49.9 .71. )5.5 Tt 20,J 2.6 18.2 
1967•68 11.6 Y.i.8 .10 '• 41,0 Tl 20.1 1.2 17,2 
l9C.8-69 14. 7 ~5.J .n . 42,4 Tl 14.8 •.2 20.1 
i<l69-70 22.2 47.6 .8) )9,) Tt 16.5 5.J 20,9 
1970-71 24,l 4),6 ,84 , )6.8 r1 20.1 5,1 20,9 
1971-72 19,9 .. ,., .92 44.0 Tt 17,2 7,2 ll,l 
1972.73 23.5 47,) ,89 •. 42.0 Tl )2,2 5.2 21.4 
l97J. :4 11.9 5),9 ,66 46,6 :1 31.J ,., 20,5 
1974•75 2/ 6.a 64.l .,, '6,5 !I 2a.• 2,7 19,4 
1975-76 - 7,3 

t'OTAL FEr.XR~ 1:;s: 
l'lbl•o2 77.0 105;3 1.20 126,3 •• 11., 110.5 UJ,l 
19~2-6) 65.5 101,9 1.a . 128.6 .l 15,2 101.a 120.5 
196)-64 )!,5 105.1 l.ll . 1)9.6 .J 17.0 105.J 118.5 
1964·65 62.9 97, 1 1.25 121. 7 .l 19.7 102.4 115,5 
1965•66 49,7 96.0 . 1 .... 9 ' 14).4 .2 26,4 115.1 128.7 
1966-67 38.2 97.8 l.4a 1:..:..) .2 20.0 115.2 129.0 
l967•c.6 )).7. 100.5 l.•l •. 102.l .l 21.0 117.0 IJl.2 
l96'J•69 44.0 97,1 1.59 . 154.7 .2 16.7 uz.1 u, .• 
1969•70 45.6 95.6 1.00 16G.I ,l 19.2 12,.1 141.5 
1970.71 44.0 99.0 ·1.•1 1.:.1.1 .) 18.1 114.0 140. 7 
'1971,12 JO.I 106.J 1.77 IS6.4 ,3 24.7 IH.l uo.2 
1972•7) 4).9 94.0 :,9) : 151.l .l 39.1 141.a 157.2 
197)- 74 29.2 102.3 1.~2 l:S~~9 .2 :,9.6 i..o.o 155.6 
1974.75 11 18.5 99.4 1.53; 152.l ,l 28.1 116,3 1)2,5 
1975-76 20.1 

1111. bu. 
VlltATt 

~ll. bu,, ~-
--1971.72 7)1 .47.7 33.'1 1,616 6)2 • 266 155 

1972.73 . 863 47.J 32.7 . 1.54s 1,165 190 7&5 
U7J.74 439 5).9 31.7 1,111 . 1,148 146 754 
1974• 75 249 64. I 28.0 . I, 761 1;100-1,000 75-125 6.15• 738 
1975-76 24J.29l 

~-. . ... 
~: 

1971•7i '667 64.0 88.1 S,641 796 l,978 4.ll7 
1972. 7l 1;12, 57.4 91.1 5,573 1,258 4.,)10 4,733 
197)-74 70'l 61,8 91.J ; .S,64] 1,225 4,212 4.,647 
1974-75 '-'1 u.1 74,0 4,718 925-175 3,515-3,5)5 3,960•),990 
1975-76 315-335 

' SOlll:lltll<: 
--1-971•72 90 16.3 5).7 876 Ill 692 701 

1972•73 l42 13.4 60.4 . 809 212 660 666 
197)- 74 7J U,.9 11.9·. 9l7 230 712 71! 
1974•75 62 ll.6 46.5 . 632 160-140 506-516 51••524 
1975-76 2Q•30 ~· 1971•72 155 10,2 45. 7 ·, •64 15 51 266 408 
1971-73 175 9.7 41.6 4lJ 14 66 2)8 Jal 
197)-74 163 10.5 40,4 : 424 9 88 238 387 
1974•75 119 1.5 >8.J -.· )25 15 • ,0..40 198 U4 
197,.76 55-65 ~· 1)7 !971-72 517 15.8 55.9 , 8~1 4 24 738 
1972• 71 Y.I 13.5 51.2 ,n J 22 711 804 
1973-74 410 14.1 47.1 664 51 $67 760 
1974•75 l54 13.6 47,7 649 30-20 651 745 
1975•76 130-140 

lkn.•u Data Mt include adju;l\111,..nt Lor lr•n•hlptrlC"ftt•;. lnclwde• Njor producu,, 

I/ I.en th~n S00,000 ti., t. 
!I E.xports, cor.SU!!';?lli>::'1 u.d cr,J{n~ stocks !or CCIC'C'IOdlty yuT 1974-7', a'fe. b,ncd on the cid•polDU of U\4 offlc.l•llt 

cU.!Ntcd ur."es cnu.~cratcd bcl11'"• 

.. 
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,~ . ·• World: Wheat Supply-Di_s tri liu ticn, Harke ting Yeors 1960-61 

throu~h 1974-75 J_/ 
.. • 

? . 
Area Yield Beginning ·Production -;- .. , l Consurr.ption 

Jfarvestcd ~y ~s Tot11l ]_/ 
Mil. Ha. Q/ba. Mil. MT Mil. HT ~: . ~T Mil. Mr 

1960-61 203.5 11.9 72.0 241.2 43.9 238.1 

1961-62 203.1 11.2 75. 1· 227.1 47.2 238.9 

1962-63 207.8 12.4 63. 3 256.8 45.8 251.3 

1963-64 207.4 11.5 68.8 237.5 58.3 246.0 

1964-65 216.6 12.6 60. 3 273.8 54.4 263.7 

1965-66 216.4 12.2 70.4 263.4 61.1 2s2.2 

1966-67 214.8 14.1 51. 6 303.9 57.3 279.0 

1967-68 219.3 13.4 76. S 293.4 53. 1 288.3 

1968-69 224.5 14.5 81. 6 325.3 50.0 300.5 

1969-70 217.7 14.1 106 •• , 306.2 55.3 319.0 

1970•71 206.0 15.0 93. 6 309.5 56.3 330.7 

1971-72 211.6 16.2 72.4 342.4 "56.0 341.l 

1972-73 208.s 16.1 73. 5 335.1 72. 3 357.9 

·1973-74 y ·- 21s.o 16. 8 so. 7 367. 0 71.4 361.8 

1974-75 2./ 222. 2 15.8 ss. 9 351. 7 71.4 358,8 

1975-76 2./ - 48..8 

1/ Data in this table are based on. an aggregate of diffcrin~ local marketing years, and will theTefoTe 
differ frcr.i July-June data appearing e:lso.:l:cn, in Lhis report. l/ !-itocks data arc only for sdectcd 
countries and exclude such impcrtJnt countries as th<: USSR, Lhc PeoplL' s Rr·public of Chln,-i and part 
of Eastern Europe for which stocks data arc not available; the a~grc~at~ storks level ~ave, however, 
been adjusted for estimated year-to-year chan~cs in l!SSR ;;rain stuct,s. ;)/ for countries ior wlii..,h 
stock data are not avail:iblc, or for 1,hich no ad j u,;tr~c nt~ h:1n• h, ,,n 1::adc for v,,ar-lo-yc·ar chanse: ; , 

__ consumption estir..ates assume a constant sto.;k le-vet. !!._/ Prdin,inary. J/ P~ojc-ctiun. 
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World: Coarse Crains Supply Distribution Mark~ting Years 

• 1%0-61 through l'.:174-75 
.. . Consumption 

Beginning Production Total 
A-rea Yield Export~ 1·ot:1l "}./ 

H:nvcstcd Stocks l./ Hillion 
Q/ha. iITfiion- Million ' Nill ion 

Million MT MT 
Ha, MT Mr 

89.fl 415.s 26,0 406.l 
1960-61 270.0 15.4 

98.7 397.2 33.6 411.9 
"1 961-62 263.B 15.1 

f\4.0 414.5 32.2 416,4 
1962-63 260.2 15.9 

e2 .1 424,3 35.8 420.8 
1963-64 267.6 15.9 

85.6 422.5 38.0 429.7 
1964-65 263.4 16.0 

78.4 438. 6 47.0 455.2 
1965-66 259.9 16.9 

H.8 467. 3 42.7 463.l 
1966-67 260-.9 17.9 

66,0 492. 1 44.2 461,l 
1967-68 266.4 18.5 

11.0 497. l 39,7 493.7 
1965-69 266.7 18.6 1 

80.4 .519. S 46,S .52.5.9 
196.9-70 . 269,7 19.3 

74.0 514. 2 .52.9 530.l 
1970-71 270.l 19,0 

5fi,l 569.0 .55.2 551. 3 
1971-72 272.8 20.9 

n.s 553.0 69.5 571,6 
1972-73 271.0 •' 20.4 

57.2 603.2 79.2 608.4 
1973-74 2_/ 281.6 21.4 

5?.0 564.3 64.6 578. 5, · 
1974-75 2B6.6 19.7 . 

··.i. 
37.8 

1975-76 lf 
;;•. •· · ' ' .. ... . · .. ~· ..... ·~ :-. : -:: .• 

' Data in this table are based on a~ a~grc~ate of diffcrin~ local marketing years, and ~ill therefore 
ffcr f-rom July-June data appea-rin~ else~hcrc in this r:port. II Stocks <lata arc only for ~eltcted 
untries and exclude such important countri<>s as the l/S~R, the: l'coplc • s Re-public of Chin., and p:irt of 
!tern Europe for ~hich stocks data are not available; the n~~rc£atc stocks level have, however, bce:n 
justed for cstt~atcd year-to-year changes in USSR crain stocks. J/ For countrie:s [or ~hicl1 stock 
ta arc not available, or for ~hich no adjustments have been ma'de fur y1cnr-to-ycar changc,s, com;umption 
ti~ates assume a constant stock level, !!,_/ Preliminary. 1/ Projtction. 
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World: Total G~aln ~upply-nistrlbutlon Marketing Years y 
196<1-ol throui,h 1974-75 

I 1· ~· .. ---··-r ,. 
j Area Yield Be:glnnint, C'roduction Total Con~ur.,:-• 

•q 
I 

11:irve:s t<'d ~tocb 2/ F.xe~-l't" 
Hilllon Q/Ha. Million- Mil lion Mi lli,,n 

Ha • HT HT Mr 
. . 

.1 

1960-61 13.9 lbl.0 657 .0 69.9 
473. 5 

1961-62 173.B 624. 3 80.S 
466.9 13.4 

1%2-o3 14.3 147.3 671.3 1s;o 
468.0 

1963-64 13,9 150.9 t,t,l.8 '>4.1 
475.0 

1964-65 14.5 14 ;.9 6%.3 92.4 
480.0 

1%5-66 14.7 14~.8 70:!..0 108. l 
476.3 

1966-67 l 6. 2 ll:\ 0 4 771.2 100.0 
475.7 

1967-68 16.2 14!.5 785.5 97.3 
485. 7 

1968-69 16.7 15~.6 S22.4 S9.7 
491.2 . . ---:. 102.1 

. ' 1969-70 I . 
S25. 7 487.4 16.9 to<,.s ., . 

1970-71 l .. 1971-72 , 
1972-73 

:: ' 1973-74 !!I I 
I 

• \ . 1974-75 11 

16:· .6 823.7 109.2 
476.l 17.3 

130.5 9U.4 110.4 
484.4 18.8 

'149. 3 S8B.1 141.8 
479.5 18.5 

107.9 970,Z 150,6 
499.6 19.4 

, 916.0 l 36.0 sos.a 18,0 107.9 

:'i 1975-76 ~/ . , gG.6 
I · ... 
i. •· ., 

·, 
i ··, 

I 
i . 
I 
I 
t 

•. I 

1/ 0ata in this t,,bl<' are lrnsed on ;1n :ts,;rt·i;ac, or ,tirf..:rini- l()(.:,11 r1a1·k.<'tini; yN1rs, ancl will tin n.forc 
differ Crom July-June d.Jta appc:1rin,,; clsc\,•hcri., in Lhis n :porl. 'j_/ Stod,,,: .i.,t ... ,,re only tor ,.lu· lc,t 
countries and c,xclu<lc such important counlrh,.:; :,~ Lia USSR, Lhr l'loplc',, Rl pub! i~ ur Cliin., and 1•,a·t 

t o( Eao;tern l:ur11p~ for which ,:;tocks cl:it.J arl' nol .Jvailai>lc; llw .JC~rq;at< slock..s lcVl:l ltan,, 11•.W('H,T, 
• j been adjusted for ,:stim.1tru year-to-~c:ar d1.1n;;,· , in IIS:iR jl,rain ~tul·k.,. 1/ for countries rot ,.hid, 

I stock dat,, arc not av,1ilahlc, or f,n· 1,hich 110 a ,lju -< tr;il•nl:< IWV<· lll·l!ll m,1<.lc· for y<·ar-to-yc.ir c.h11111~'"• 
I consu1r.ption e:stimatcs assume a constant .slock l<.:Vl,l, f!/ Preliminary~ ]/ Proj,•ction, 

I 
. l Note: Includes wheat, rye, barley, o:its, corn :ind sorghum, 

..... 

-. -18-

Tot , 1 
Milli e 

M1 

644.:! 

650.8 

667., 

66<.,.8 

693.4 

737.4 

742.l 

769.4 

·794.2 

844.9 

860,B 

892,6 

929,5 

970.2 

937.3 

I 
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November 8, 1974 

The Prealdent 
• The White 
Wa1hJngton, D. c. 20500 

Dear Mr. Pre1ldent1 

I- . it_ 

/j . .,fl.,,,.--

Now that the election la behind ue, I muet call to your 
attention a ba•lc lnequlty in our 1oelety which muet not be 
allowed to continue. Not only will your own program• •uller, 
but the weltare of all of our cltlmen•. 

Until very recently everyone -- except !or the larmera •· 
took cheap food and !lbre aa thelr inherent rlght. And if you 
don't atop the potentially dlsastroua drlve of A•h, 
Buts and Frick to dismantle the Agriculture Stablllzatlon and 
Conservation Service, we will all pay higher prices tor food 
ln a very time. Furthermore, like you rnalle 
ln Iowa to help farmer• •• and in thla 1 quite agree wlth you --
ct.nnot be fulfilled without an organlzatlon llke ASCS. 

Shortly after vnitlng you on October 9th, I asked all 3, 000 
county ASCS offices 3,000 county agricultural agents to 
answer a I have beard from and 
ofilclala trom and border-to-border -• and to 
date, not one agreo1 with the above ofiiclala or say• the ASCS 
program• are not important. Thie ls the £1rst time ln 28 year• 
of aurveylng that aome have not attacked me, personally, and 
othera have not aaid the program should be d:raatlcally cur-
tailed. By thl• I do not mean to imply that some would not do 
either or both -• only that it la interesting I have not received 
thia type of reply to date. Eventually I will awnmarlze the 
replies I get•• all of thorn•· and send the •wnmary not only 
to you but every Member of Congre••• 

In the meantime, I wlll •end you of the hlghllghta but 
firat, I would like to analyze the of those who are 
brlnglq about thl• dra1tlc disservice to our entire natlon. 



.... -

' Flr1t, all three gentlemen•• Meaara. Aah, Butm, an4 Frick•• have each per•onally 
atresaed wlth·me the absolute neceaslty of balancing the Budget. Ever since I came 
to Waahlngton ln 1941 and began travelling around the country, I have never £ound 
anyone who did not want to balance the Budget (except ln emergencies). But alway• 
at the other guy'• expen••• But here we have these three gentlemen ranting agalnat 
ACP and ASCS epending but providing more and more funda for SCS, How, ln the 
name o! falrnea1, can you juetlfy lncreaalng SCS more than you cut ASCS when SCS 
money goea for aalarlee and ASCS moaey l• matched by farmer• to set conaervatlon 
practice• on the land? • 

Almoat every county that reported In the aurvey, showed that SCS ,had a• many employ• 
eea a• ABCS with a car tor each employee (ASCS ha• none), And ASCS reache1 from 
twice aa many to ten aa many farmer•. • 

Second, when the admlnlatrator of a program tries to elimlnate lt, hll niotlve1 should 
certainly be looked into •• p,.rilcularly when Congr••• ha• told him, year after year, 
Mt~, • 

Third, why le lt But• and Frlck completely ignore the overwhelming 
wiahee of Congr••• •• particularly those 0£ men like Senators Alken, Young, etc.? I 
would remind you, for example, that Senator• Alken and Stafford of Vermont alwa.ya 
supported the ACP but Congreaaman Mallary aupported Meesra, A1h, Bute and 
Frick ln their reatrlctlon• of money and red tape on the ACP, To be alter the 
statewide "howl" lrom Vermont, Congressman Mallary finally modUied hl• extreme 
pol!litlon. But Vermont tarmera don't forget and part of the reason tor Ver• 
mont electing it• lii'st Democrat; to the u. S, Senate alnce the Republlcu Party waa 
formed over a century ago. 

Fourth, have you really looked into the reasons why Mean·•• Aeh, Butz and Frlck 
are dismantling the moat auccosaful organl~atlon ever deviied by man to reach those 
feeding him and thru them the land and water? No nation ever approached the eftl• 
clent way of doing thla the way ASCS haa, A compa:tisoft of ASCS coats vs. SCS l• 
actually l am not eayJng SCS does not do a lot of good • . I am only aaylng 
ASCS not only doea a lot more for the u,s. consumers, but doea it a lot cheaper. 

Just Uk• our Founding Father• dld an incredible Job £or all of ue, 10 dld the Congre•• 
when they pa11ed the Soil Con11ervatlon and Domeatio Allotment Act in 1936, After 
waatlng our natural resource a to the point of Dust Bowls~ econonic ruin, Congre,u 
turned ua around. But we were eo 1ucceaaful that we think it la automatic to have 
cheap food and fibre, With almost every magazine cUl"rently on the new• etanda and 
with many TV apocial• teaturlng the World'• Food Crisie, 1t behoove• someone in 
your Admlnletratlon to :re-examine the full value of ASCS before Admlnl1trator Ji'l'ick 
can fully implement hll!I orders now ln the 50 state ASCS office•• Firing l, 600 to 
J, 000 county ASCS trained and dedicated people belore Coql'••• can act l• ridlculoua. 
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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 tp 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 in a very 
few weeks. 

The enclosed quotes are samples of what I have received from every _state in the 
nation. • • 

Enclosure 

I' 

Beat Per•~nal Regard•, 

Robert M. Koch 
President 



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? 11 

"The 1973 REAP was a fairly good program (not as good as the previoue 
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? 111 

"H 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 atate instead 
of hindering their use by farmers. 11 

"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 th~ programs when one county committee employee did the 
same job that it takes several SCS employees to do. There will never 

J:>e 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. 11 



From Oregon: 

'· • 

From Iowa: 

From Arkansas: 

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 2.00 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, 11 

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

"The majo~ity 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 CONSER VA '!'ION PRACTICES I I I 11 

11 The 1974 RECP Program does not meet the needs of this area, The 
practices referred to in this program are so tied up in r~d tape that 
the farmer r.efused to accede to all demands of the SCS, V. aat 1s 
needed is a broad list of conservation practices that the county com-
mittee can choot:ie 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. 11 

"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~' 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 Com_mittee 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'wwe feel it will be even more re .. 
etrictive in 1975 and future years. e 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 whicli time more producers could avail them-
selves of our ACP-RECP. 11 



.Frorri Wisconsin: ''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, 11 

From North Carolina: "The County Committee approved 15 requests for 1974 R'.ECP and the 
SCS hired Z 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 
~ppears 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 Z 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 ptogram and that the money available for this 
program be doubled in comparison with recent years, " 

From lllinoiru "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 
pract.ices has declined to a ridiculous level despite county committee 
willingness to cost share the maximum. 11 

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: 11 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. 11 

From Nebtask~: 11 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, 11 

From Mie·souri: 11We think ACP practices should relate back to 1970 practices, We 
think pra~tices shoul<;l be developed in the county based on need, We 
think the ACP Program should be funded as Congress authorized, 11 

From Oklahoma: "We could have used much more money if the Program had been timely 
approved. In Oklahoma, aU 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. 11 



li"rom Maine: 

From Indiana: 

From Kansas: 

"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 conset• 
vation program that will do the job that was intended. 11 

"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 fol" 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 count1"y of 
ours, and effective usage of funds can only be done by a local com-
mittee making policies to best serve the local farmers. 1' 

11What 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 fol" legumes. We also believe the Soil 
Conservation Service needs to be instructed to make a better effo1"t to 
promote conservation work. 11 

From West Vi1"ginia: "Revision of many restrictive 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. 11 

From Idaho: "There should be more local control for REAP and RECP practices. 
What is good fol" South isn't necessarily what we need in ------county. Let the county committee make some decisions on this. 11 

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. 11 

From New Hampshire: 1'We feel that the 1974 RECP is too restrictive to be of much use to 

From South Dakota: 

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 and it is much simpler than the fancy names 
given to the program since ACP. 11 

"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 
w.ells and dug•outs before ireeze up. " 



FromwVirginia: 

From Florida: 

From Tennessee: 

From Texas: 

From Mississippi: 

:rrom Oregon: 

From Wisconsin: · 

From Montana: 

From Ohio:· 

From Illinois: 

"The 1974 RECP has some good points, but in Virginia the practice re-
quirements are being 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 Z0 of the 50 are being com-
pleted, earning about two-thirds of the 1974 RECP county allocation,, 11 

111£ funds had been received at proper time we could have used ZS% 
more funds than we were allocated for REAP and RECP. " 

111 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 170 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. 11 

''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 SCS-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. 11 

"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. 11 

"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. 11 

11 1974 practices offered are restrictive. Do not apply to Montana, 11 

"Farmers in this area have about given up on any response from 
Washington as to their needs. 11 

"Federal funds for 1oil con1ervation is the best investment for all 
the people. 11 



Robert M. Koch, Pres. 
National Limestone Institute, lnc, 
1315 Sixteenth Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20036 

Dear Mr, Koch: 

------, Texas 
September 18, 1974 

I am sure that by now you know the 1974 RE Program is a complete failure. 
After the administration finally gave us a progr~m 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 o! some farmers o! this 
County was that the SGS employees could kill a half day and not say anything. There• 
fore there was not much o! 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 o! good with it in _______ County. 

Regarding the 1974 Long Term Agreements, we had several to sign up for it, 
but most o! 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 l'e• 
quests and used the 1973 RE Program. 

We have two LTA agreements. These !armers have been trying for three 
months to get a plan from the local Soil Conservation Service. There is no plan 
yet and SGS 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 sta!!ed with a manager, one full time clerk and a part time clerk, 
The local SCS has about 150 co-operators and two (Z) LTA agreements. The SGS 
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 SGS throughout and that 
it should be determined i£ an organization that is so expensive to the taxpayer and 
does so little good for the nation should be continued. It is a known !act that in _ 
_____ most o! the SGS 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 !armer what the 
County Committee will do, then having the !armer go to the SCS where they com-
pletely confuse the farmer. 

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

Yours very truly, 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

November 8, 1974 

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. KENNETH R. · COLE, JR. 
MR. WILLIAM E. TIMMONS 

FROM: f-WARREN ~USTANDt<:1.:::,/,..t 

SUBJECT: Approved Presidential Activity 

Please take the necessary steps to implement the following and confirm 
with Mrs. Nell Yates, ext. 2699. The appropriate b~iefing pai:er 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 

cc: Mr. Hartmann 
Mr. Marsh 
Mr. Cheney 
Dr. Hoopes 
Mr. Jones 
Mr. Nessen 
Mr. O'Donnell 
11"s. Yates 

\!fr, Ross 

of the National Turkey Federation 



FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE NOVEMBER 11, 1974 

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 ~ere 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 (12:49 P.M. EST) 



l'HE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

Date: October 21, 1974 

MEMORANDUM FOR: NORM ROSS 

FROM: 
WARREN RUSTAND 
»x~HxttRKRR 

RE: Desire of National Turkey Federaticn 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: 

,/4 



JESSE' H&:LMS 
NORTH CAROLINA 

( ' ,. 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20SIO 

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. 

_ ~Sincerely, 

~-'•'>-"-l~ 

JESSE HELMS:bf 

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

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

-- ... 



1
_ ational Turkev c;pederation 

SERVING THE NATION'S TURKEY INDUSTRY 

Reston International Center, Suite 302, Reston, Virginia 22091 
loo i . ·,. . . ... t . 

Lew Walts, Executive Vice President ;;f 703ii. 860-0120 . . 
• ' ' ..,. I~ . 

~- . 

October 16, 1974 

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

Dear Mr. President: 

20500 

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. 

, {i~ 
G. L. Walts 
Executive Vice President 

GLW: sm 

F. W. Vickrev . . .... . .......... First Vice President Ted Wasden ...•....... . .....• Secretarv-Treasurer 



Mr. Norman Ross, Jr. 
Room 218 
Domestic Council - White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. Ross, 

November 19, 1974 

I would like to thank you personally for the understanding and concern you 
showed a group of East Texas Cattle and Dairy producers October 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, 

• I 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 enough! 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'jou in our meeting on October 9, over l~ 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". Ke got the same re-
sponse in other visits to Texas-and non-Texas Congressman. Even 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 l~ 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. 

The Secretary of Agriculture, Earl Butz, says two or three percent-Senator 
Lloyd Bentson working with the cattlemen, says eleven percent-USDA says 
imports subject to quota's will be 18 percent under 1973-Cattlemen, with 
the assistance of Senator Lloy4 Bentson show a rise in imports this year as 
high as 14.8 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 dai~y 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 b~ 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 wai~ until next year to take note of this squeeze. 
Th~re are 50 more days of feeding time left in this year. Losses are continu-
ously rising. Feed costs are at an all-time peak. Today the cattle market 
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report was 450// to 500# calf .17¢ to .25¢ per pound. Mr. Ross, this tells me 
a 500# calf would bring an average of .21¢ or $105.00. It takes approximately 
240 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 oniy 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 anddairy import percentage before the public openly. 

It is my opinion that if the President will attempt to bring the government 
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 Watergate 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. 

-3-



For the past five ~ears 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 t1p und-er USDA "inspections; as well as pull the "bridal" o.f.f the Eoad 
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 answer. 

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-I hope I can depend on 
President Gerald R Ford. 

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

Sincerely, 

1}f,,w.(ik~ 
Mrs. Ruth Godwin 

P.S. Attached you will find a draft dra~m up from USDA reports. I hope 
you will find it interesting. 



&-Athens Daily Review, Thursday, November 7, U7t 
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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 caWe 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 years - dropped from 48 cents 
per pwnd 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 

$Hl8 per head. Further, that it costs approximately SO cents per pound of gain to take 
the feeder calf to 1,050 pound choice weight which is now selling for 39½ 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 adjmtment 
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 phase 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 1m. 
However, USDA reports also show that imports doubled in the ten year period 
between 1965 and 1974, whereas domestic production increased by only 3> percent. In 
any case, is there any debate as to which producer (foreign or domestic) should have 
priority to the domestic market when domestic production is in jeopardy? 

-



U.S. EXPORT SALES REPORT FOR WEEK ENDING NOVEMBER 24, 1974 

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

WHEAT 

CORN 

GRAIN SORQ-IUM 
BARLEY 
OATS 
SOYBEANS 

SOYBEAN MEAL 

SOYBEAN OIL 

+31. 8 mil. bu. ( +865 thous. M. T.) 
India accounted for most of the increase (28 mil. bu.). 

+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.). 

-0 .1 mil. bu. 
-2 .9 mil. bu. 
-3.1 mil. bu. 
-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. 

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

+7.2 mil. lb. 

l:provals tmder 

WHEAT 

the daily reporting system for Nov. 25-Dec. 3_were: 

CORN 
__...-, 96,525 M. T. (all to Pakistan). -

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 13. 2 

December 10, 1974 



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICE 

EXPORT SALES REPORT 

CoITVTients 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 co1T111itment (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 l and November 26; thjs· represents an annual 
rate of less than 7 million M.T. If 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. 

Sofbeans: According to Bureau of the Census data released on November 29, 1.5 
mi lion M.T. were exported during the period September l - 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. 

So~bean 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 
excess of 4.1 million R.B., still within the range of the current USDA estimate 
(3.8 - 4.3 R.B.).· 

S P E C I A L N O T E 

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 Conmodity 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 

Item 

Wheat (mil. bu.) 
V Outstanding sales -

Kno·.m destination . 
Unkno,:n destination~ 
Othcr.!.f-

Subtotal 
Cumulative exports 

Total above (grain) 
USDA export estimate -

Grain 
Grain and products 

(mil. bu.) 
Known destL1ation 
Unknown destination . 
Other.!/ 

Total reported sales 
Cumulative exports 

Total 
USDA export esticate 

Soybe~ns (mil. bu.) 
Known destination 
Unknow·n destinatiod 
Other.!/ 

Total reported sales 
Cumulative exoorts 

Total 
USDA export estimate 

Soybean Cake & Me3l (1000 M.T.) 
Known desti~ation 
Unknown destination 
Other.!./ 

Total 
Cumulative exports 

Total 
USDA export est!nate 

SovbP.an Oil (nil. lbs.) 
Kno~n destination 
UnknowP. destination 
Other.!/ 

Total 
Cumulative exports 

Total 
USDA export estimate 

• As of ..,....---------~_.:;..;;.._ ________ _ 
:Oct. 27 :Nov. 3 Nov. 10 Nov. 17 Nov. 24 

413.0 
52.2 
17 .6 

482.8 
351. 7 
834.5 

993.6 
131. 7 

0.8 
1126. I 

49.6 
1175. 7 

530.2 
83.9 
2.9 

617.0 
61.0 

678.0 

7322.3 
2530. 8 

16.2 
9869.3 

247.0 
10116.3 . 

: 522. 5 
369.1 
79.8 

971.4 
56.6 

1028.0 

414.8 
55.7 
16.7 

487 .2 
369 .9 
85 7 .1 

1000.1 
124.7 

1.4 
1126 .2 

62.6 
1188. 8 

528.3 
82.1 
2.9 

613.2 
73.1 

686.3 

7888.5 
1890.0 

13.3 
9791. 8 

321.0 
10112. 8 

617:9 
307 .5 
79.8 

1005.2 
109.0 

1114. 2 

453.4 
52.0 
15.6 

521.0 
390.1 
911.1 

1035. 3 
116. I 

3.5 
1154. 9 

78.5 
1233.4 

·. 508.9 
81. 7 

3.1 
593.7 

91.4 
685.1 

7958.0 
1820.3 

13.3 
9791.6 

464.0 
10255.6 

603.4 
318.6 
66.1 

988.1 
133.3 

1121.4 

459.4 
52.7 
14.9 

527.0 
409.5 
936.5 

1028.2 
115.9 

4.1 
1148. 2 
106.9 

1255.1 

506.2 
78.3 
2.6 

587 .1 
102.3 
689.4 

7952.3 
1886.3 

1.8 
9840.4 

505.0 
10345.4 

609. 3 
360. I 
66.1 

1035.5 
147.5 

1183. 0 

4 73. 7 
51.3 
12.3 

537.3 
431.0 
968.3 

970-1070 
1000-1100 

1019.2 
114. 3 

3.8 
1137. 3 
126.4 

1263.7 
875-925 

491.3 
68.5 

2.6 
562.4 
119. 7 
682.l 

485-515 

7690.2 
1914.0 

1.6 
9605.8 

612.0 
10217.8 
4990-4171 

636 .6 
339.4 
66.1 

1042.1 
148.1 

1190 .2 
900-1100 

!/ Optional origin sales and exports for own account. 



Page 2 -- Outstanding Export Sales Plus Cumulative Exports, Marketing Year 1974/75. 

Item 

Grain Sor~hum (mil. bu.) 
Known destination 
Unknown destination 
Other!/ 

Total reported sales 
Cumulative exports 

Total 
USDA export estimate 

Barle~ (~il. bu.) 
Known destination 
Unknown destination 
Other!/ 

Total reported sales 
Cumulative exports 

Total 
USDA export estimate 

(mil. bu.) 
Known destination 
Unknown destination 
Other!/ 

Total reported sales 
Cu~ulative exports 

Total 
USDA export estimate 

: Oct . 2 7 : Nov. 3 

168.1 
4.8 

:. 29. 9 
202.8 

8.5 
211. 3 

: 36.2 
0.3 
6.6 , 

43.1 
9.0 

52.1 

11.6 
4.4 
2.4 

!8.4 
5.7 

24.1 

164.3 
4.8 

29.7 
198.8 
13.7 

212 .5 

42.0 
0.3 
9.1 

51.4 
10.3 
61.7 

11.1 
3.7 
1.8 

16.6 
6.9 

25.3 

1/ Optional origin sales and exports for own account. 

As of 
Nov. 10 :Nov. 17 

162.6 
4.8 

29.4 
196.8 
18.5 

215.3 

41.4 
- 0.2 
11.5 
52.7 
12. 7 
65.4 

11.3 
3.7 
1.8 

16.8 
7.0 

23.8 

164.6 
4.2 

28.7 
197.5 
22.1 

219.6 

40.8 
- 0.2 
11. 7 
52.3 
13.3 
65.6 

11.4 
3.7 
1. 7 

16.8 
7.2 

24.0 

Nov. 24 

160."9 
4.8 

27.8 
193.5 
26.0 

219.5 
140-160 

38.1 
- 1. 7 
10.2 
46.6 
16.1 
62.7 

40-50 

11.1 
0.4 
1.7 

13. 2 
7.7 

20.9 
20-30 



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

(million bushels) 

I T E M 

EXPORTS THROUGH December 6 •.•••.•••••.•. 

ANNUAL EXPORTS: 
Current USDA estimate • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Level if exports continue at-

Ycar-to-date rate ................. . 
Latest 6 weeks rate ............... . 

WEEKLY AVERAGE: 
Marketing year ....................... . 
Exports through December 6 ••••••••.••• 
Latest 6 weck.s ...•.. .•.•......•...•••• 
Needed remainder of year to achieve . 

annual tot.al ... ................... . 

EXPORTS FOR WEEK ENDING: 

NOV. 1 .......... 11 •••••••••••••• 

8 ........................ . 
15 ........................ . 
2 2 ......................•.. 
29 ...........•............. 

DEC . 6 . ....................•... 

... 

C 
1973/74 

231. l 

1,243 3/ 

1,201 
1,285 

23.9 
23.1 
25.1 

24.1 

1973 

21.2 
23.2 
25.4 
25.4 
28.4 

.. 26.9 

0 R N 
I 1974/7 5 

176.1 

875-925 

915 
1,046 

16.8-17.8 
17.6 
20·. 7 

16.6-17.8 

1974 

11.5 
14.4 
21. 3 
19.8 

·27. 2 
29.9 

WHEAT 2/ 
1973/74 1974/75 

649.6 458.6 

1,107 3/ 970-1,070 

1,466 1,035 
1,.378 1,677 

21.3 18.7-20.6 
28.2 19.9 
25.1 21.0 

15.8 17 .6-21.1 

1973 1974 

19.5 20.4 
25.8 16.9 
24.3 19.7 
27.6 22.0 
28.5 23.4 
25.1 23. 8 

..,. . 

1/ Marketing years: corn, Oct. 1-Sept. 30; Wheat, July 1-June 30; soybeans, Sept. 1-Aug. 31 .• 
2/ Grain only. 
3/ Actual. 

., 

' 

SOYBEANS 
1973/74 I 1974/75 

142.6 123.4 

542 3/ 485-515 

530 458 
773 625 

10 .4 9.3-9.9 
10.2 8.8 
16.6 13 .2 • 

10.5 8.3-10.3 

1973 1974 

13.4 11.8 
16.5 13.2 
18.9 13.9 
20.5 15.5 
16. 3 11.4 
14.1 • 13.4 



Reported Undelivered Export Sales and USDA Export Estimates 

Item 

WHEAT (mil. bu.) 
Reported sales: 

Known destination 
Unknown destination 
Otherl/ 

Total reported sales 
Cumulative exports 

TOTAL ABOVE (grain) 
USDA export estimate: 

Grain only 
Crain and products 

fQ!lli (mil. bu.) 
Known destination 
Unknown destination 
Otherl/ 

Total reported sales 
Cumulative exports 

TOTAL ABOVE 
USDA export estimate 

SOYBEA.c~S (mil. bu.) 
Knovm destination 
Unknown destination 
Otherl/ 

Total reported sales 
Cumulative exports 

TOTAL ABOVE 
USDA export estimate 

SOYBEAN CAKE & MEAL (1000 M. T.) 
Known destination 
Unknown destination 
Otherl/ 

Total reported sales 
Cumulative exports 

TOTAL ABOVE 
USDA export estimate 

SOYBEA~l OIL (mil. lbs.) 
Known destination 
Unkno~n destination 
Otherl/ 

Total reported sales 
Cumulative exports 

TOTAL ABOVE 
USDA export estimate 

:1973/74 Marketing:1974/75 Marketing 
Year as of Year as of 

: NOVEMBER 25, 1973: NOVEMBER 24, 1974 

. . 

. . 

. . . 

. . 

521.5 
176 .4 

10.8 
708.7 
588.5 

1,297.2 

1,107 y 
1,148 y 

883.0 
148.1' 

2.9 
1,034.0 

168.7 
1,202.7 
1,243 2/ 

473.7 
51. 3 
12.3 

537. 3 
431.0 
968.3 

970-1070 3/ 
1000-1100 3/ 

1,019.2 
114.3 

3.8 
1,137.3 

126.4 
1,263.7 
875-925 3/ 

396.1 491.3 
52.4 68.5 

• 14.0 2.6 
·-----------------------

: .. . 

462.5 562.4 
119.4 119.7 
581.9 682.1 
542 y 485-515 3/ 

4,853.4 
1,147.9 

2.3 
6,003.6 

299.0 
6,302.6 
5,497 y 

7,690.2 
1,914.0 

1.6 
9,605.8 

612.0 
• 10,217.8 

4990-5171 ,Y 

458.0 636.6 
141.3 339.4 

: ___ ._4_. __ 2 _______ 6_6_._,1,__ __ 
603.5 1,042.1 

• 13.0 148.1 . ___________ ......;;........;._ __ _ 
616.5 1,190.2 

1,436 2/ 900-1100 3/ 

1/ Optional origin sales and exports for exporter's own account. 
2/ Actual exports for the ~arketing year. 
'J./ Latest USDA estimate for the marketing year. 



WHEAT: Outstanding Export Sales, Marketing Year 1974/75, 
Compared With Outstanding Export Sales Plus Cumulative 

Exports, Marketing Year 1973/74 
(GRAIN ONLY) 

: 1973/74 :Marketing Year 1974/75 1 as of: Change 
Item 

Wheat (mil. bu.) 
Known destinations.!/ 

European Com:nunity 
Other Western Europe 
Eastern Europe 
u.s.s.R. 
Japan 
Republic of China 
P.R.C. 
India 
Other Asia & Oceania 
Africa 
Western Hemisphere 

Total known 

Canadian transshipments, etc. 

Unknown destinatior4/ 

Other]/ 

TOTAL 

:Marketing: : . . from 
Year Nov. 10 : Nov. 17 : Nov. 24 : Nov. 17 

90.7 
.24. 8 
31. 3 

100.1 
112.5 

31. 2 • 
117. 2 
58.8 

215.6 
116. 7 
207.0 

:1,105.9 

0 

. . 
0 

0 

:1,105.9 

144.2 
38.7 
23.9 
50.1 
75 .1 
8.6 

64.3 
84.5 

190.2 
52.2 

105. 2 
837 .o 

6.5 

52.0 

15.6 

911.1 

143 .6 
38.4 
23.0 
50.1 
79.2 
8.6 

64.3 
• 107.1 

190.9 
52.2 

105.0 
862.4 

6.5 

·52. 7 

14.9 

936 .5 

. . 
141. 7 : 

39 .3 : 
23. 0 : 
49. 3 : 
82. 2 : 

8. 6 : 
64. 3 : 

135. 0 : 
193.8: 
54. 2 : 

106. 2 : 
897 .6 : 

7 .1 : . . 
51. 3 : . . 

- 1.9 
+ 0.9 

0 
- 0.8 
+ 3.0 

0 
0 

+27.9 
+ 2.9 
+ 2.0 
+ 1.2 
+35 .2 

+ 0.6 

1.4 

12. 3 : - 2. 6 . 
968.3: +31.8 

!/ Outstanding export sales, plus cumulative exports . 

1/ Outstanding export sales. 

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



.. 
CORN AXD CRAI~ SORGHl.r.1: 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 i as of: Change . 
Item :Marketing: from 

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

CORN (mil. bu.) 
~own destinations!/ 

European Community 374.0 549.3 552.1 552.0 - 0.1 
Other Western Europe 157. 2 67.2 84.4 88.8 +-4.4 
Eastern Europe 36.7 92.6 90.2 92.5 + 2.3 
u.s.s.R. 121.3 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 0 
Other Asia & Oceania 35.7 37.0 38.9 40.3 + 1.4 
Africa 29.3 4.6 5.6 7.5 + 1. 9 
Western He~isphere 114.6 52.4 52.4 51.8 - 0.6 

Total known : 1,195.2 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 destinatio~/ 0 116 .1 115.9 114. 3 .. - 1.6 
Other]/ 0 3.5 4.1 3.8 - 0.3 

TOTAL : 1,243.0 1,233.4 1,255.1 1,263.7 . + 8.6 . 
CRAIN SORGHU:•1 (mil. bu.) 

Known destinations!/ 
Europe~n Co=:-.unity 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 29.7 11.6 17.4 17.3 - 0.1 

Total known 239.6 181.1 186.6 186. 7 + 0.1 
Canadian transshipments, etc. 0 0 0.1 0.2 + 0.1 
Unkno~"'ll destination.~/ 0 4.8 4.2 4.8 + 0.6 
Otherll 0 . 29.4 28.7 27.8 - 0.9 . 

TOTAL 239.6 . 215.3 219.6 219.5 . - 0.1 . . . . 
!/ Outstanding export sales, plus cumulative exports. 

1./ Outstanding export sales. 

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



SOYBEAi'!S: Outstanding Export Sales, Marketing Year 1974/75, Compared With 
Outstanding Export Sales Plus Cumulative Exports, Marketing Year 1973/74 

: 1973/ 74 :1-larlceting Year 1974/75, as or: 
:Marketing: 

Year : Nov. 10 

SOYBEANS (mil. buJ . . 
KnoKn destinations 1/ 

European Community 271.9 358 .1 
Other Western Europe 57.9 51.9 
Eastern Europe 4.9 7.0 
U.S.S.R. 0.8 0 
Japan 103.7 144.9 
Republic of China 0 . 13.7 
P.R.C. 30 .6 1.4 
Other Asia & Oceania 41.2 14.7 
Africa o .5· 0 
Western Hemisphere 30.3 7.3 

Total Known 542.0* 599.0 . . . 
Canadian transshipments, etc. 0 1.3 

Total unknown y 0 81. 7 

Other 3/ 0 3.1 

TOTAL 542.0* : 685 .1 

1/ Outstanding export sales, plus cumulative exports. 

2/ Outstanding export sales. 

:Nov. 17 :Nov. 24 

361.0 35&.6 
52.5 52.9 

7.0 7.0 
0 0 

148 .5 151.1 
14.3 15.8 
1.4 1.4 . . 

l.4.7 14.7 
0 0 
7.4 7.8 

606.8 609.3 

1. 7 1. 7 

78.3 68.5 

2.6 2.6 

689.4 682.1 

Change 
from 

Nov. 17 

-2.4 
+0.4 

0 
0 

+2 .6 
+1.5 

0 
0 
0 

+0.4 

+2.5 

0 

-9.8 

0 

-7.3 

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 Export Sales, Marketing Year 
1974/75, Compared With Outitanding Export Sales Plus Cumulative Exports, 

Marketing Year 1973/74 

Item 

SOYBEAN CAKE & HEAL (1000 M. T.) 
Known destinations Y 

European Community 
Other Western Europe 
Eastern -Europe 
Japan 
Other Asia & Oceania 
Africa 
Western Hemisphere 

Total known 
Canadian transshipments, 

. Total unknown 2/ 
Other 3/ -

TOTAL 

SOYBEAN OIL (mil. lbs.) 
Known destinations Y 

European Community 
Other Western Europe 
Eastern Europe 
Japan 
Republic of China 
Other Asia & Oceania 
Africa 
Western He~isphere 

Total known 

etc . 

Canadian transshipments, etc. 
Total unknown 2/ 
Other 3/ -

TOI'AL 

: 1973/74 :Marketing Year 1974/75 1 as of: Change 
:Marketing: from 

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

3,064.5 
307.5 
838.3 
124.3 
166.9 

18.1 
467.2 

4,986.8 
0 
0 
0 

4,986.8 

225.2 
12.7 
79.0 
42.0 

0 
565.0 
142.0 
615.0 

1,480.9 
0 
0 
0 

1,480.9 

6,632.8 
104. 7 

1,248.0 
30.0 
26.5 
0.2 

354.1 
8,396.3 

25.7 
1,820.3 

13.3 
10,255.6 

307. 7 
- 24.3 

16.5 
7.2 

22.0 
199.1 

13.4 
194.8 
736.4 

0.3 
318.6 
66.1 

1,121.4 

6,650.4 
104.7 

1,260.9 
30.0 
26.8 
0.2 

358.0 
8,431.0 

26.3 
1;886.3 

1.8 
10,345.4 

292.8 
- 24.3 

0 
7.2 

22.0 
199.2 

32.3 
206.2 
735.4 
21.4 

360 .1 
66.1· 

1,183.0 

. 6,495.7 : 
103.9 

1,252.2 
30.0 
26.9 
0.2 

365.6 
8,274.5 

27.7 
1,914.0 

1.6 
10,217.8 

297.6 
- 24. 3 : 

0 
7.2 

22. 0 : 
216.9 : 

32. 3 : 
216. 3 : 
768. 0 : 
16. 7 : 

339.4 
66.1 

1,190.2 

-154.7 
- 0.8 
- 8.7 

0 
+ 0.1 

0 
+ 7.6 
-156.5 
+ 1.4 
+ 27.7 

0.2 
-127.6 

+ 4.8 
0 

• O 
0 
0 

+ 17.7 
0 

+ 10.1 
+ 32 .6 
- 4.7 
- 20.7 

0 
+ 7.2 




