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Let we congratulate you on the miracle of American a_riculture-.

The entire Nation should lnow--and tiis great occasion is a good place
to tell it--that rather than being a "problem, " a riculture actually is
Averica's number-one success story.

Since before the dawm of history, Iood has been a natter of life-and
death importance in :an's daily stru;;le to survive.

You have conquered that challenge. You have created a revolution of
abundance within the past Jeneration.

The American Faruer is the world's most elfiicient producer. The
output ol the avera_e a;ricultural worker in the last decade has increased
alnost three times as mch as the industrial worler's.

Farmers represent less than 8 per cent of the population, yet they pro-
duce enou_h food and fiber to ieed the Nation better and cheaper than any
place in the world. These same farumers produce enou h so that we can pro-
vide over three quarters oi a billion dollars in Tood each year to our own
needs, distribute 2 oillion of Tood around the world under our Food for
Peace Prozrau, sell nearly . and one-half billion worth for dollars abroad
to increase our Nation's eiporc earning--and still have adequate reserves
for the Nation's safety and potential to produce even more. This is an
amazing record.

The world has never seen anything like this. It truly is an American
miracle. .e should be proud oi that achievement--and I am proud of you who

have made it possible.

- more -
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Unfortunately, we have come to take this American miracle of agriculture
for granted. The American people must come to understand the great contri-
bution that American agriculture has made to this Nation, and to the rest of
the world as well.

We need to know how we can improve the economic position of a numeri-
cally and proportiondlly shrinking group in our population.

We need to remember who takes the risks of drought and flood, hail and
early frost, insects and markets, and all the uncertainties of the market-
place. You know and I knowv, and if Senator Goldwater doesn't know, I'm sure
he will before this day is over.

Consider what this miracle of agricultural abundance means to the Nation
--other than just farmers.

For consumers--and that is all of us --it is "consumer insurance" of
market basket bargains. For workers--millions of them--it is "job insurance."
For the Nation as a whole it is "balance of payment insurance." And perhaps
most significant of all, it is cur insurance of peace, plenty, and freedom.

And let us remember that peace and freedom is everybody's concern, not
Just the farmer's. Food is power in today's world. Food is a vital force
for peace and freedom, giving us needed diplomatic strength in the world as
well as enabling us to exenplify the true humanitarian spirit of the American
people.

Fcod for Peace may yet prove the real path to peace.

We have scored our greatest victory over Communism in the world by the
evidence of the success of our free enterprise system of American family
farmers.

With the miracle of agricultural abundance meaning so much to this
Nation, the Nation's conscience requires greater economic justice for the
farm people.

Unfortunately, the blessings that this miracle of abundance have
brought to our Nation are not fully shared by all our farm people.

Despite the increased efficiency of the American farmer, he does not fully
share in benefits of this greater productivity. Even with farm income in-
creased during the past four years, the faimer's average income is only 463
per cent of that of the non-farm worker.

- more =~



-3-

That's hardly the way to reward the most efficient segment of our
econony.

We need to do better-a whole lot better. And we're going to.

We have heard and we will hear more about "freedom" in this campaign.
All of us are for freedom--real freedom. And that must include freedom from
poverty, the greatest force for regimentation of them all.

Opportunity--equal opportunity--is the promise of America. Ik must
be the promise to rural America.

But let's remember that social and economic justice for farm people--
as necessary as it is to the Nation's conscience--is only one part of the
argument for greater concern about agriculture.

Vhat we do--or fail to do--about protecting and improving farm income is
not for farmers alone. It is necessary to protect our national interest.

It is necessary to assure continued "consumer insurance' market baskets
bargains resulting from abundance. It is necessary to assure continued
"job insurance" for millions of workers. It is necessary to awsure con-
tinued balance of payment earnings through continually expanding farm exports.
It is necessary to maintain our Nation's power for peace and freedom.

And, most of all, it is necessary to protect our great agricultural
producing plant and to conserve the God-given resource of the soil.

With the uncertainties of climate and disease, the Nation can only be
assured of always having enough food and fiber if farmers are willing to
produce more than enough. Yet that "more than enough' needed for the Nation's
security is what brings down the farmer's prices in the market place.

If there is a cost involved in maintaining our power of abundance, it
truly is a national cost, not a cost that should be absorbed by farmers alone.
None of us knows all the answers to the complex problems of American
agriculture and what we can do to makeebetter use of our tremendous produc-
tive potential, while providing greater @quality of g@portunity for our farm

families.

Changing technology, changing American commitments in the world, changing
requirements of international trade, changing marketing structure, changing
eating habits of American people--all of these have a direct bearing upon
American agriculture and American Agricultural policy.

- more -
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We need to know what is good in our programs and what needs change.

I see no reason to seek changes in the present and effective tobacco,
peanut, and rice programs--unless the producers themselves find improvements
they desire. The same thing is true for the wool program.

Our sugar program is designed to benefit the Nation's beet and cane
farmers, assure American consumers adequate supplies at reasonable prices,
and provide many foreign countries with a market for their sugar. This pro-
gram apparently is working well. Any adjustments in it should be designed
rnerely to meet current conditions without changing its basic objectives.

However, we still need improvements in our wheat program, our feed
grains program, our dairy program, and our cotton program. Working and
planning together we can get needed improvements, but they will not be brought
about if the Chief Executive of this Nation is a man who is unsympathetic
to the needs of American agriculture.

You know where President Johnson stands. He is a rancher and a cattle-
man. He is your friend.

You had better know where Senator Goldwater stands. He has said he
doesn't know anything about farming and I believe him. He also has said
he wants to get rid of our price support programs--and a good many of you.

I believe he means that, too.

The wheat program, the cotton program, and the wool program all expire
next year. Any new legislation must go to the White House for approval or
veto.

You had better make sure you have a friend in the Wpite House. You
had better make sure that Lyndon Johnson remains as President of the United
States.

We need to re-study our wheat and feed grains programs. Compulsory
production restructions to gain price objectives do not seem to be a
satisfactory answer for wheat and feed grains. Voluntary production ad-
Justments programs properly administered are better, but will not alone
achieve our income objectives. Cropland retirement to expand conservation
acreage should be further explored. However, we must be concerned with the
future of rural communities.

- nore =
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There are various ways of supplementing farm income without distorting
market prices and normal channels of trade--at a time when intemnational trade
in farm commodlties is becoming of increasing significance. Actually,
vigorous efforts to expand oubtlets for farm products both at home and
abroad. seem to offer the brightest hope of all. This particularly is true
of caltle, where the ranchers themselves have asked for nothing more than
the opportunity to further develop and preserve and expanding free market.

Cur farm cooperatives and indeed other segments of our free enterprise
system, can and probably should perform many of the marketing functions now
being performed by federal agencies. The Governrent's role should be to
supplement, not supplant, private enterprise--including cooperatives.

What we may need is a combination of several alternatives--depending
upon which best fits a specific commodity. At least the door never should
be shut in the search for new ways to achieve our national objectives.

For milk and other dairy products we need to find better ways of meeit
ing the real needs of our low income groups and fulfilling ovr humanitarian
objectives abroad.

We certainly must expand and provide adequate funis for our farm crsdis
programs, the great Rural Electrification program, the soil consexvation
programs, the special milk program, the school lunch program, and the
food stamp program. All of these have made and continue to make great
contribution to rural America and the rest of the Nation.

A rapidly changing agriculture in a changing world requires continuing
review aand reappraisal of farm programs and poiicies. This is why I have
proposed the creation of a bi-partisan blue ribbon comrission on agricul-
tural palicy.

There is one approach, however, thai I fiatly reject-~the CGoldwster
alternative of wiping out all of our farm programs and deliberestely secking
to force farmers off the land.

Senator Goldwater has laid bare his innermost convictions about many
matters of public concern in his book called "Conscience of a Conservative'.
Here is what he ssys about farm programs, and I quote" '"Thers can be no

equivocarion here--prompt and final termination of the farm subsidy program.”
S

- more -
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This is the death sentence to agriculture: I regret it. It would
impoverish farm people--wipe out billions in rural land valueg~=ruin busi-
ness on rural America's main streets--and solve absolutely nothing.

But it shouldn't surprise farm people that the temporary spokesman for
the Republican Party shows little concern for their well-being. For ten
years he has been voting against the farmer in the Congress.

Look at his record.

Senator Goldwater voted against the feed grain programs in 1961, 1962
and 1963.

Senator Goldwater voted against the Agricultural Act of 1962, which auth-
orized programs for wheat and feed grains and expanded authority for Food-.
for Peace and the Farmers Home Administration.

Senator Goldwater has voted consistently against efforts to support and
strengthen REA loan funds.

Senator Goldwater voted against the bill to authorize funds for public
works, TVA and Power Marketing agencies of the Department of Interior in 1959.

Senator Goldwater voted against the Niagara River project to produce
low cost power with preference for cooperative and other consumer electric
systems in 1956.

With a record like that, is Senator Goldwater the man you want to trust
with the destiny of American agriculture?

I don't think so.

Let me assure you of one thing: a Johnson-Humphrey administration never
will abandon American agriculture. It never will reject constructive change
as long as the change can be for better.

Our criteria for judging proposed changes in American farm policy will
include these "9 points.

1. Will it assure an abundant supply to meet the needs of consumers
at reasonable prices?

2. Will it add to the strength of the Nation in its quest for world
peace, increasing prosperity, and national security?

3. Will it help the individual farmer to preserve his economic inde-

pendence ?

- more -
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b, will it permit our system of free markets to operate efficiently,
fairly, and without needless handicaps?

5. Will it facilitate the expansion of our foreilgn trade and mainten-
ance of a fair share of world markets for American farm products?

6. Will it .encourage the full utilization of land, water, and human
resources that are net needed for the agricultural prcduction for alterna-
tive purposes more beneficial to the public interest?

T+ Will it encourage conservation of our soil and water resources for
future generations?

8. Will it assure us of a desirable level of reserves for our national
security?

9. Will its cost to the taxpayers be comensurate with its benefits
to the consumers, the national economy, and the Nation's strength in world
affairs?

With these tests as our guide, I am confident that we can and will
build a better future for rural America--and for all America.

N/A
w



TRANSCRIPT

NATIONAL PLOWING CONTEST ADDRESS
Plowville, North Dakota
Saturday, September 19, 1964

SENATOR HUBERT HUMPHREY
DEMOCRATIC VICE PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Thank you. Thank you very much. Thank
you.

And Thank you very much, Senator Burdick. My sincere
thanks to Senator Burdick for his gracious, kind and generous
introduction and my warm regards -- and I say warm =--to Homer
Ludwig, chairman of this great event, and our thanks to the
Fraases for permitting us to come to this magnificent American
family farm, and have the opportunity to see modern American
agriculture in action,

I want to say that I salute this family.
{Applause.)

I gather that there may be a little politics talked
around here today, and I gather that you folks are going to
be very considerate and tolerant to all ot us who express
our point of view.

How wonderful it is that we have this privilege to talk
to the American people, to visit with one another, and I come
here for that express purpose, but first, may I say, that I
come to the state of North Dakota that is privileged to have
as its chief executive and as its Governor one of the outstand-
ing public servants of the 50 states of this Union.

And I salute Governor and Mirs. Bill Guy ==

{(Applause.)

-= and I have had the privilege of serving in the Congress
with the distinguished Senator that just introduced me, a fine
son of a great father, both of whom have represented this
state with honor and with distinction and with progressive
government,

(Applause,)

Might I just say this word in case some of you in North
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Dakota may have forgotten? There are a few men up here that
would like very much to see you later on; for example, Rolland
Redlin out in the West District tells me that he is ready to
go to Washington as your Congressman.

(Applause.)

And George Sinner, from the East District -- a fine state
Senator, too -~ tells me that he's just anxious to go to
Washington.

{Applause,)

And lest I forget, just across the river on the other
side of Fargo, there's a fine, fellow citizen from Minnesota
that has been studying the road maps, has been looking at the
airplane schedules, and he tells me that he and his wife and
eleven children are all ready to go to Washington as the Congress-
man from Minnesota’s 7th District, Ben Wichterman.

(Applause,)

And I wouldn't want to forget my colleague in the United
States Senate, one of the finest men that ever came to Washing-
ton, the Honorable Eugene McCarthy of the State of Minnesota,

{Applause.)

Now, I come here today, not to talk about our troubles
as much as I seek to talk about the achievements of the American
people and particularly of American agriculture. I come here
today to congratulate you, the tillers of the soil, the family
farmers of America and their families, for the miracle of
American agriculture,

The entire nation owes you a debt of gratitude, and I
say, as one member of this government, that never have so few
done so much for so many, and been given so little credit for
what they have done.

{Applause,)

Farmers represent less than 8 per cent of our population
but yet, they produce enough food and fiber to feed and over-
feed us. They produce enough food and fiber for the great
humanitarian programs of our country. They produce enough
food and fiber for the greatest humanitarian effort that's
ever ' been undertaken overseas in the Food for Peace program,
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and they produce enough food and fiber for our commercial ex-
ports and our strategic reserves.

No group of producers in all of the world has as fine a
record of production efficiency and capability of preducing
for the great multitudes of people as the American family
farmer and, indeed, his family that tills the soil.

{Applause.)

Now, let me just say we ought to consider for a moment
this miracle of agricultural abundance for what it means to
our nation, other than just farmers.

Let me talk teo the consumers because we are all consumers
and that's all of us.

The abundance of our farms is consumer insurance of
market-basket bargains. No place in the world does the consumer
get as much food for as little cost as in the United States of
America, and that is due primarily to our farm producers and
our great system of distribution,

{Applause.)

For the workers in our factories and our shops, this
farm abundance means job insurance; for the nation as a whole,
it is balance of payment insurance, and perhaps the most sig-
nificant fact of all is that this food and fiber abundance
is the insurance of peace and of plenty and of freedom.

Farmers are in the front line of the fight for a just and
an enduring peace, and for the advance of freedom throughout
this world.

Let us remember that peace and freedom are everybody's
business, not just the farmers. Food is power in the world
today. Food is a vital force for peace and security. Food
for Peace may yet prove to be the real path to peace.

We have scored our greatest victory in the cold war.
We have scored our greatest victory over Communism by the
evidence of the success of our free enterprise system of
American farmer families, and this should be heralded through-
out this land.

{Applause,)
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But this miracle of agricultural abundance, meaning so
much to this nation, I think that the nation's conscience ==
yes, the nation'’s conscience requires greater economic justice
for our farmers.

Opportunity, equal opportunity, is the promise of America.
That's what this country stands for and it must be the promise
to rural America, but let's remember that social, economic
justice for farm people, as necessary as it may be for the
nation's conscience, is only a part of the argument for our
concern about agriculture.

What we do or what we fail to do, my fellow Americans,
about protecting and improving farm income is not for farmers
alone. It is necessary to protect our national interests,
just as necessary as the defense weapons that we produce for
the security of this nation.

It is necessary to assure continued consumer insurance
of market-basket bargains resulting from this abundance, and
it is necessary to assure continued job insurance for every
worker, and that means millions of workers.

And it is necessary to assure our balance of payments
and expanding world markets, and this abundance is necessary
to maintain our nation's power for peace and freedom in the
world.

And may I add also that protecting this farmer'’s income
is necessary also in order to protect our great agricultural
producing plant and to conserve the God-given resource of the
soil which the farmer protects and conserves, not only for
himself, but for generations yet to come, and for, indeed,
the security and the safety and the strength of America.

And let every American citizen know that that job of
conservation needs to be rewarded by the American people to
those who are the stewards and the custodians of the land.
That ‘s what our agricultural program is about.

(Applause.)

With the uncertainties of weather -- we even have it in
the Plowing Contest day ~- and the possibilities of plant
diseases, the nation cannot always be assured of having enough
food and fiber unless farmers are willing to produce more than
enough, and when you produce more than enocugh, in order to
protect those of us that don't produce foocd, that's when you
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have trouble in the marketplace, and that's when farmers' prices
drop. So, if there is a cost involved in maintaining our power
of abundance, if there is a cost in producing just more than
enough so that we can be sure of the adeguacy of our supplies,

I say that it is not a cost that ought to be leveled upon the
back of the farmer, or upon the Department of Agriculture, as
such,

It is a national cost and a cost that should be absorbed
gratefully and thankfully by the entire American citizenry.

{(Applause,)

If there is one fact of our time that’'s evident, it is
the fact of change. Everything changes, more rapidly than we
even dreamed, and change has been the fact of farming. The
impact of science and technology has been unbelievable.

There are changing markets, changing eating habits.
All of these have a direct bearing upon American agriculture,
and our policy toward it,

Therefore, we constantly need to re-examine what we are
doing. We need to know what is good in our programs and we
need to know what needs to be changed.

I see no reason, for example, nor to seek changes in the
present effective programs of tobacco, peanuts and rice. These
are programs far away from North Dakota, but they are a part
of American agriculture,

I see no need for change unless the producers themselves
find and agree upon improvements, and the same thing, it seems
to me, is relatively true of our wool program, It works well.

Our sugar program is designed to benefit the nation’'s
beet and sugar cane ' farmers, as well as to protect the consumer.
And it assures the consumer of adequate supply at reasonable
prices, and it may provide many foreign countries with a market
Hr their sugar.

This program is apparently working well, and any adjust-
ments in it should be designed merely to meet current conditions
without changing its basic objectives.

However, we still need improvements in our wheat program,
our feed grains program, our dairy programs, and our cotton
programs, and working and climbing together, people and their
government, we can get these needed improvements, but you can't
get them by saying no. You can't get them by closing your eyes,
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You can't get them by pretending that no problem exists,
You get them only by thoughtful analysis and by a willingness
to do something to meet a proglem and deo it in cooperation
with the people that need the help.

(Applause,)

I speak today for a man that is a farmer. I think you
know where President Johnson stands. He is a rancher; he is
a cattleman. He has worked for and supported programs to aid
American agriculture since he was a boy. He helped organize
the first REA cooperative in his District. He is a friend
and he is a proved friend that has a understanding and sym-
pathetic heart for America's agriculture,

(Applause.)

I think we need to know where these men stand and you'd
better know where Senator Goldwater stands, He has said, and
I quote him, he doesn’t know anything about farming -- and I
believe him,

(Applause,)

He has said -- he has said, and it was in your morning
newspaper, that he wants to get rid of price support programs
-- and I believe he means that, too.

(Applause,)

Now, my friends, compulsory reduction restrictions to
gain price objectives do not seem to be the satisfactory
answer for our wheat and feed grains. Voluntary production
programs, properly administered, are better and would -- but
I remind you -- would not alone achieve our income objectives,

Crop land retiremend to expand conservation acreage should
be further explored. However, we must be concerned, not so
much about retirement, as we are use of that land. Farmers
like to use the God-given heritage of their land and not leave
it to stand idle with no income or no proper use for humanity.

(Applause.)

And we must be concerned about our rural communities.
There are various ways of supplementing farm income without
distorting market prices in the normal channels of trade.
This has the advantage, also, of improving our world trade
position.
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Actually. vigorous efforts to expand outlets for farm
products, both at home and abroad, offer one of the brightest
hopes of all. This has proven to be particularly true of
cattle, where the ranchers themselves, much to their credit,
have asked for nothing more than the opportunity to further
develop and to preserve an expanding free market for their
produce. And they have our commitment, from a rancher who is
in the White House who understands cattle because he raises
them. He has our commitment that they will receive the helping
hand of an understanding and friendly government.

(Applause.)

Now a word about our great farm cooperatives because
they have meant so much to America, and indeed, the other seg-
ments of our free enterprise system. All of these can, and
probably should, perform many of the marketing functions now
being performed by Federal agencies.

The government's role should be to supplement and not to
supplant. And may I say that the government of the United
States has now as its policy the encouragement of the private
sector of our economy and the encouragement of our farm pro-
ducers cooperatives, so that farmers may better protect them-
selves in the marketplace through their own efforts with a sym-
pathetic, understanding government policy,

So, when we add it up, what we need is a combination of
several alternatives, depending upon which fits a specific com-
modity the best, For our milk and dairy products, we need to
find more and better ways of meeting the real needs of our low
income groups. fulfilling our humanitarian objectives abroad.
We certainly must expand and provide adegquate funds for our
farm credit programs, and we could use a little help from the
Congress on that.

We certainly need to expand the great rural electrifi-
cation program, and yet the man that will speak to you this
afternoon has advocated that we liquidate the Rural Slectrici-~
cation Administration. No greater blow could come to American
agriculture than that.

(Applause.)
We need to expand our soil conservation programs with
the growing population demanding more of our soil, We need

to expand our school lunch program and our food stamp program.

All of these have made, and continue to make, a great
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Now, a rapidly changing agriculture requires constant re-
examination., For this reason, I have proposed the establishment
of a national Agriculture Food Policy Commission to examine into
every possible alternative,

Now, let me talk for just a moment about the record of
our respective parties,

I speak today for the Democratic party. I do not claim
that it is without blemish nor do I claim that its every program
and policy has been totally effective, but we have the choice
of alternatives. i

I claim that its heart is right; I claim that its programs
have been designed for the purpose of aiding farm income and
of seeing to it that this great agriculture plant of America
remains solvent, remains modern, and remains as a great force
of security for the American people.

Senator Goldwater has laid bare his innermost convictions
about many matters of public concern. For this, we should be
grateful, He has done this in his book called "The Conscience
of a Conservative." And here is what he says; I qguote him ver-
batim about farm programs.

"There can be no eguivocation here -- prompt and final
termination of the farm subsidy program."

Now, my friends -~- that's a Republican committeeman up
there -~ I think that’s one of Barry's boys.

(Referring to plane £lying overhead.)

(Applause.)

We need one of those fellows to come down to earth,
(Applause,)

We need to understand just what this statement means,
that I have read, "Prompt and final termination of the farm
subsidy program.,”

This morning I read in the paper that it wasn't going
to be so prompt, slow death not immediate, But may I say,
whether you die slowly or die quickly, when you're dead, you're
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dead.
{Applause,)

{Plane again flying overhead.)
That's always the danger if you nominate a pilot.
(Applause,)

This statement of the Senator from Arizona that I have
read is a death sentence to agriculture, and I regret it.
I would impoverish farm people, wipe out billions in rural
assets, It would ruin business and ruin America's Main Street.
And very frankly, it would do exactly as was done once before.
It would trigger a major recession and depression in America,
which this country cannot possible endure.

{Applause.)
(Plane again flying overh:a,)

Ladies and gentlemen, it's hard to compete against one
of those whirlybirds,

I speak now of the record of the Republican candidate
-- or should I say of the candidate of a section of the Repub-
‘lican party?

(Applause.)

Because, only a few weeks ago, both Republican parties
met at Hershey, Pennsylvania -- the Eisenhower party and the
Goldwater party. Out of there came a little more sense to
the Republican program, but only for a short time,

Let's look at this record of Senator Goldwater. He voted
against the feed grains programs in 1961 and 1962 and 1963.
These programs, my friends, meant millions and millions of
dollars in your income for the farm people in this area.

Senator Goldwater voted against the Agriculture Acts of
1962, which authorized programs for wheat and feed grains,
and expanded authority for Food for Peace and the Farmers'
Home Administration.

Senator Goldwater has voted consistently against efforts
to support and strengthen REA loan funds. On 35 key votes in
10 years, the Senator voted wrong 33 times, according to the
National Rural Electrical Cooperative Association. Two times
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he voted right, and those two times were for projects in Arizona.
For this, we can be grateful.

Senator Goldwater voted against the bill to authorize
funds for Public Works, that helped North Dakota and every
other state, Area Redevelopment, TVA. He says he wants to sell
it for $1.,00,

He voted against power marketing agencies that affect
this geat area of the Missouri River, and he voted against,
if you please, even the Niagara Power Project, from whence his
own running mate comes, a project to produce low cost povier
with preference for cooperative and other consumer electric
systems.

NMow., with a record like that, I ask you is the Senator
from Arizona the man you want to trust with the destiny of
American agriculiture? I don't think so.

(Applause.)

Let me assure you one thing, a Johnson-Humphrey Admini-
stration never will abandon American agriculture, It never
will reject construct.ve change, as long as that change is
for the better. A Johnson-Humphrey Administration will be
dedicated to the improvement of our programs, not to their
death -- to the improvement of the programs!

(Applause.)

And we shall judge all those changes on American agri-
cultural policy on the following points:

Will that change provide a fair return to the farmer
consistent with the goal of full parity of income for our farm
people?

Will it assure an abundant supply to meet the needs of
consumers at reasonable prices?

Will it add to the strength of our nation in the qguest
for world peace, increasing prosperity and national security?

Will it help the individual farmer to preserve his economic
independence and to develop his talents to their fullest poten-
tial?

Will any change permit our system of free markets to
operate more efficiently, fairly, and without needless handicaps?
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Will it facilitate the expansion of foreign trade and
the maintenance of a fair share of world markets for American
farm products?

Will it encourage the full utilization -- and I underscore
the word -- utilization of land, of water and of human resources
that are not now needed for agricultural production, for alter-
native purposes more beneficial to the public interest?

Will it conserve or encourage conservation of our soil
and water resources for future generations?

Will it assure us of a desirable level of food and fiber
reserves for national-security?

Finally, will its cost to the taxpayers be commensurate
with its benefits to the consumers, the national economy, and
the nation's strength in world affairs?

These are the ten guidelines that will direct our thinking,
and I can say to you that , .in cooperation with the leaders
of American agriculture and with our farm families, sitting
down together with your representatives in the Congress, that
if we but look ahead to the day when our porulation is bigger,
the requirements of our people larger, that we can find not
only better answers that we have now, but we can find that
happy day when the American farm family will enjoy every bene-
fit of life that he sees in the city, and even more, and that
the concept of parity of income will no longer be a stump
speech but will be a bank account for the American farmer and
a part of the great American economy.

(Applause.)

Now, let me leave you with this thought. I addressed you
today primarily as farm people but I know more than that that
you are citizens in the fullest sense of the word, and America
today needs as never before men and women who understand our
responsibilities in the world in which we live.

If there is to be peace, it will be because we have that
great power of mind and spirit and economy and body that brings
that peace.

If there is to be a better world, it will be because out

of the midst of the American people ccmes the leadership that
provides for a better world.

We are in a mighty contest today, ladies and gentlemen,
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It's a contest against powerful forces, and in that contest,

we need an America that is united, We need an America that offers

opportunity, that sets a wonderful example for the whole world.

And I want to make this pledge to every person here,
regardless of one's political point of view, that my every
word, my every deed, as a private citizen and as a public
official -~ and I know that I now speak for the President of
the United States in this -~ that every word, and every deed,
will be to unite our nation, to make us more of a brotherhoed,
to bring us closer together for common purposes and common
goals,

I must say "Shame upon those that pit one group against
another, race against race, city against farm, city government
against state government, rich against poor." This is no way
to build these United States of America.

(Applause,)

May I thank you for being so patient and so understanding
in this rather inclement weather and may I also thank you for,
by your wishes and your thoughts, seeing to it that the air was
at least cleansed of the slight interruption.

All I want you to do is to reward us on November 3rd by
voting for Lyndon B. Johnson for President and Hubert H,
Humphrey for Vice President.

Thank you wery much.

{Applause.)

(End.)
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Let me congratulate you on the miracle of American

agriculture.

The entire nation should know-- and this great oc-
casion is a good &d to tell it-- that rather
than being a "problem," agriculture actually is America's

.}fumber One e success story.

-ﬁ'nue‘tong before the dawn of history, food has been

a matter of life-and-death importance in man's daily struggle

to survive.
You have conguered that challenge. You have created

a revolution of abundance within the past generation.

Probisssn. ,

The American farmer is the most efficiengqon-hhe

4
fereeBP=thie=earM. The output of the average agricultural



worker in the last decade has increased almost three

times as much as the me industrial workerw

¢
quarters of a billion dollars w&-f food each year

to our own needyj distribute seme $2 billion %H

around the world under our Food for Peace program, sell

nearly 4 and one-half billion worth for dollars abroad



to increase our nation's export earnings-- and still

have adequate reserves for the nation's safety and a

[
potential to produce even moxe o u“ u M\ W’
JuAnd ¢

The world has never seen anything like this. It

&
- tr;}?7€; American miracle. We should be proud of
wd S o

that achievement-- #@# proud of you who have made it

possible.

Unfortunately, we have come to take this American

miracle of Agriculture for granted ¢ aw
1 nblRane . L e G R kiR LD 2 1) dba

% American people, i‘Mi;‘Emm
aaiee™s, understand the great contribution that American
agriculture has made to this Nation, and to the rest of

the world as well.

o



For the nation as a whole it is "balance of
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payment insurance.". ant a

ppssible the greatest ¢xport sales earnings
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histd -- a substantigl contribution to

ouy balance ®f paymentp situation. Exports already

acg¢ount for the outdPyt of 1 out ' sf 4 acres of farm
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the non-farm worker.
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Somehow, our society letfjs it wory/ the other w3

arodnd

for\ the farmer. All too oftgn higher produgtion

f

leads [to lower\prices and in¢ome.

The nation's cons 1enc§ supported getting
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exploitation of child lab-ggand other mistreatm:it of

America's work force -- and /America's standard off living

hgsn'y suffered from thg higher ci¥sts involved.
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We have heard :Eahﬁill hear more about "freedom"
in this campaign. All of us are for freedom -- real

freedom. And that must include freedom from poverty

g

the greatest force for regimentation of them all,
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But llet's remember that social and egbnomic,
“

i
farm people -- as necgssary as it is to
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Afpd, most oflall, it is necessary to proteét our gyeat

hEDis, the ,is .“;l,}wd SAdepuately compensated.
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With the vepmess of climate ahd disease, [the
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nation can only Pe assured of Rlways having endugh food
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and “fiber if/fhrmers are willing \to produce more than
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If there is a cost involved in maintaining our power
of abundance, it truly is a national cost, not a cost
that should be absorbed by farmers alone. [N aTeTtS
el STOLL T DUTTIE DY et i 01
e e T e m A~ © |
i i, IS gngy
: know all the answers to the complex problems

of American agriculture in this great age of technological

change. MW
A S R ek 1.  The important

thing is that some of us who really care keep on seeking

to f£ind better answers.

‘:;
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It is time for a complete new look at where we
are going in American agriculture and what we can do to
make better use of our tremendous productive potential
while providing greater equality of economic opportunity
for our farm families.
LChanging technology, changing American commitments
in the world et changing requirements
of international trade, , changing marketing structure,
changing eating habits of American people —-- all of

these have a direct bearing upon American agriculture

and {i————— .cr ican agricultural policy.

e = =~ e = - S W S VR K s W% s

H—rree




S
7D sn Atgan
ls~ Lot ¢, %W%

Mé et A&//%&@ At lncoedle



& need to take a good haia_ISSE:EE_ghe;
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en, where we

‘ I see no reason to seek changes in the presentczﬂéf
effective tobacco, peanut, and rice programs -- unless

the producers themselves find improvements they desire.

£ e J>
omﬂiowev er,

The same thing is true for the wool pr

we still need improvements in our wheat program, our

feed grains program, our dairy program, and our cotton

y PP 3lhB s e g,

programo amd get needed

improvements. But these improvements will not be

brought about if the chief executive of this nation is

a man who is unsympathetic to the needs of American
=

agriculture. ' You know where President Johnson standS.
AE———TEE
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He is a rancher and a cattleman. He is your friend.
You had better know where Senator Goldwater stands.

He has said he doesn't know anything about farming and

alic
L]
I believe him. HeéJhas said he wants to get rid OfMM

m—
m:)grams -- and a good many of you. I

gy s e ST S el .

believe WA Pl e ‘t/a—é e

c The feed grains program, the wheat program, the
cotton program, and the wool program all expire next
year. Any new legislation must go to the White House

for approval or veto. il ————

L L e i o 2RI
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You Had better make sure you have a friend in the

White House. YWM

ta

r. You had better make

sure that Lyndon Agge®s Johnson remains as President of

the United States@
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We need to re-study our wheat and feed grains

programs. Compulsory production restrictions to gain
P e
price objectives do not seem to be a satisfactory
answer for wheat and feed grains. Voluntary production
s
adjustment programs properly administered are bettei’
R T e RS T T TG By

but would not alone achieve our income objectives.
Cropland retirement to expand conservation-acreage

should be further explored. However, we must be concerned

with the future of rural communities.
O e i AT s L T AT e
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There are various ways of supplementing farm
income without distorting market prices and normal
channels of trade. This has the advantage of improving
our position in world trade -- at a time when international
trade in farm commodities is becoming of increasing
significance. Actually, vigorous efforts to expand
outlets for farm products both at home and abroad seem
to offer the brightest hope of all. This particularly

e T n——— )

is true of cattle, where the ranchers themselves have
L e R —

asked for nothing more than the opportunity to further
B . —

develop and preserve an expanding free market.

—
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What we may need is a combination of several
alternatives =-- depending upon which best fits a
specific commodity. At least the door never should
be shut in the search for new ways to achieve our
national objectives.

(For milk and other dairy products we need to find
better ways of meeting the real needs of our low income

groups and fulfilling our humanitarian objectives abroad.

expand and provide adequate funds for our farm credit
L= Y

programs, the great rural electrification program, the
soil conservation programs, the Special Milk Program,
the School Lunch Program, and the Food Stamp Program.
All of these have made and continue to make a great

contribution to rural America and the rest of the nation.

() et foac grnph
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flatly reject -- the

Goldwater alternative of wiping out all of our farm

Froqrams and deliberately seeking to force farmers off

rhe land,
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A " : ¥ guTtie. Senator
Goldwater has laid bare his innermost convictions about
many matters of public concern in his book called

Conscience of a Conservative. Here is what he says

about farm program%, and I quote: ".

W

can be no equivocation here -- prompt and final termination
e

of the farm subsidy prograé)“,(lﬂj¢ZQ2§;’



would impoverish farm people =-=- wipe out billions

ot

in rural land values -~ ruin business on rural America's

main streets -- and solve absolutely nothing.



- 28

\-.
Y ™

Ky the past five yeags—thetehave bee any proposals

£fd elimi\;ting or reducing farm\price suppppts and

\
pr-d#ction a&ju-tment programs. ese prXopokals led
\

\
to sjudies by uﬁiv* sity and goverhment econoniyists Ho
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such programs.

estlAate Ahe effec

University, Qornell
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Uniyefsity, the Joint
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fos == 1f the Goldwajter approach is followed,
net farm income would falﬁ from present levels of

ard
$12.5 billion per year tg between%’?‘.s billion -~ a
e
decline of 40 9 /él—y C'lﬂ/;

.&Qﬁﬂ,} the Goldwater approach is followed,

G\ Joy 4
o farm prices for crops wguld fall 25§3 vestock prices
\£7
would fall by 10420f Cen,

"w*f the Goldwhter approach is followed }farm

production expenses woulfli continue to rise, further

squeezing net farm incorge.

And
M‘/if the Golflwater approach is followed net
- 7
income per Wiah hds risen sharply since 1960 fwould

decline about one=thirdj|from current levels.
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-y ai-you can expect frzrv”h”ff-T Goldwater
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#¥d be ruinous to American
el

L.

agriculture.

ABut it shouldn't surprise farm gggpie that the
temporary spokesman for the Republican Party shows
little concern for their well-being. For ten years he
has been voting against the farme;tiggfthe Congress.

Look at his record:
Senator Goldwater voted against the feed grain
s -
program/in 1961, 1962 and 1963.
Senator Goldwater voted against the Agricultural
Act of 196%)am%he£*5ang rograms for wheat and feed

grains and expanded @ authority for Food for Peace and

the Farmers Home Administration.
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Senator Goldwater has voted consistently against
efforts to support and strengthen REA loan funds,

Senator Goldwater voted against the bill to authorize
funds for public works, TVA and power marketing agencies
of the Department of Interior in 1959.

Senator Goldwater voted against the Niagara River
project to produce low-cost power with preference for
cooperative and other wctric systems in 1956,

With a reecord like that, is Senator Goldwater the
man you want to trust with the destiny of American
Agriculture?

I don't think so.
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Let me assure you of one thing: A Johnson-
Humphrey Administration never will abandon American
agriculture. It wyeil ne;;gﬁgggézzfconstructive change
as long as the change can be for the better.

.agteur criteria for judging proposed changes in

. '

American farm policy will inglude these alntlofzth‘*“}é,

1) Will it provide a fair return to the farmer
consistent with the goal of full parity of income
for farm people?

2) Will it assure an abundant supply to meet the
needs of consumers at reasonable prices?

3) Will it add to the strength of the Nation in
its quest for world peace, increasing prosperity, and

National security?
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4) Will it help the individual farmer to preserve

his economic independence and to develop his talents

to their fullest potential?

5) Will it permit our system of free markets to

operate efficiently, fairly, and without needless

handicaps?

6) Will it facilitate the expansion of our foreign

trade and maintenance of a fair share of world markets

for American farm products?

7) Will it encourage the full utilization of land,

water, and human resources that are not needed for

agrcultural production, for alternative purposes more

beneficial to the public interest?
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8) Will it encourage consavation of our soil and
water resources for future generations?

9) Will it assure us of a desirable level of
reserves for our national security? ,Q,nﬁi

10) WwWill its cost to the taxpayers be commensurate
with its benefits to the consumers, the national economy,

c and the Nation's strength in world affairs?

~ glz pn 74«:&. Cﬂ;,,,_ c/%&fbéfu{ )
With these tests

Can wod wwil) budd a Z& ~ %ﬁ?ﬁ’/&wd//glwmﬁ_

Wm‘ m Liee\oncaat t6 Vel of X,

| prLegw ] W = - 5 Ty 5 wil

/’l/dffﬂ, AXS '&t%& A—:’/c,c% M l ,f' W, 7
Mﬁ dfé?,st:/ QA wrrfens (pae (maccs 424




- 36 =

+ fnd N4

: armers,of Amerifa cah't -.afford a Prekident

whose] conscience wo og¢other him if hg¢ had fo sign

rurall electrificatfion = angl agricuftural congervation.
fou can helpf keep Senator 'oldwa;er's conscience
from #othering im -- and from i;theéing you. You\

fcan db it by rdjecting him in Node -ir -— and

electing a repl friend of American ggriculture, Peesddel

{‘yndon\Bai bs Johnson. ‘7/&"’/ o -
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Let me congratulate you on the miracle of
American agriculture.
The entire nation should know -~ and this great
occasgion is a good place to tell it -- that rather
than being & "problem", agriculture actually is
America's number one success story.
Long before the dawn of history, food has been
a matter of life-and-death importance in man's daily
struggle to survive.
You have conquered that challenge. You have
created a revolution of abundance within the past
generation.
The American farmer is the world's most efficient

producer. The output of the average agricultural Workeﬁ;
v Ethe LAST Decpde A};-s ;yc,@cﬁg;ed"
NLMHOST Thehee TiMes As Much As Fle
THAMDUSTRIAL WORKER,
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Farmers represent less than 8 per cent of the
T TS ey

f o population, yet they produce enough food and fiber

to feed the nation better and cheaper than any

place in the world. These same farmers produce

enough so that we can provide over three quarters

of a billion dollers in food each year to our own

needy, distribute $2 billion of food eround the world

under our Food for Peace program, sell nearly four

and one-half billion worth for dollars sbroad to

increase our nation's export earnings -- and still

have adequate reserves for the nation's safety and

a potential to produce even more. This is an amazing

record.

The world has never seen anything like this.

It truly is an American miracle. We should be proud

of that achievement -- and I am proud of you who have

made it possible.
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Unforturately, we have come to take this

American miracle of agriculture for granted. The

American people must come to understand the great

contribution that American agriculture has made

to this Nation, and to the rest of the world as well.
We need to know how we can improve the economic
position of & numerically and proportionately
shrinking group in our population.
We need to remember who takes the risks of
drought and flood, hail and early frost, insects
and markets, and all the uncertainties of the
marketplace. You know and I know, and if Senator

Goldwater doesn't know, I'm sure he will before j'

/

this day is over. 4
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/Consider what this miracle of agriﬁg_tural

abundance means to the nation -- other than just
Medripamde St

farmers.
R
1FOI‘ consumers -- and that is all of us --
it is "consumer insurance" of market basket bargains.

For workers -- millions of them -- it is "job

insurance." For the nation as a whole it is "balance
Y e

of payment insurance.“( And perhaps most significant

of all, it is our insuri_ ice of peace, plenty, and

freedom.
s

And let us remember that peaiﬁ and freedom

is everybody's concern, not just the farmers'. Food

a
is power in today's world. Food is/vital force for

peace and freedom, giving us needed diplomatic
strength in the world as well as enabling us to

exemplify the true humanitarian spirit of the

Amez;,o;'%ca.n people.



«

=5

‘:.Food for Peace may yet prove the real Path
R SR T

to Peace.
L

We have scored our greatest victory over Communism
adisdblesnaso®dd by the evidence of the success of our
free enterprise system of American family farmers.
With the miracle of agricultural abundance meaning
so much to this nation, the nation's conscience

requires greater economic justice for the farm

people.
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ortunately, the blessings that this
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American farmer, he doeg’pot fully share in

£

benefits of this grgéter prodyctivity. Even

with farm income increased during ‘she past four i

years, er's average income is ©

\
63 per gent of that of the non-farm worker.
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\ That's hardjf the way to reward thé most

.\'h
effisient seg;men§

of our ; Sall

% | economy. We n@eﬂ to do
better --‘s whole lot better. And& we're going to.

" 1 Jt!'"w
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We have hemrd and we,sWill hear more "r-'a.bout

T, E |
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"freedom" in this efimpaign. All of us are for

A
F § v i
! ke i
freedom -~ ﬂél freedom. MAnd that must include
i i % 3

V i

£ i N «
from poverty, the greates’&-,f\orce f_ti‘or

»

egimentation of them all. \\
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Opportunity -- equal opportunity is the

T promise of America. It must be the promise to

rural America.
W

But let's remember that social and economic
Justice for farm people -~ as necessary as it is

to the nation's conscience -- is only one

L oE

the argument for greater concern about agriculture.
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What we do -- or fail to do ~-- about protecting
Z ‘.M

MR N A

and improving farm income is not for farmers alone.

i‘ It is necegsary to protect our national interest.

B A A s it il ETats

‘It is necessary to assure continued "consumer
™ . -
e T IR PR IR

insurance" of market basket bargains resulting from

abundance.‘(&t is necessary to assure continued

"job insurance" for millions of workers.g It is
.

T, S TRy,

necessary to assure continued balance of payment

earnings through continually expanding farm exports.

M J **
[I‘h is necessary to maintain our nation's power
s e

for peace and freedom in the world. And, most of

C T
oty

all, it is necessary to protect our gfggt agricultural

4

producing plant and to conserve the God-given resource
_&.‘ # A

of the soil.
#m-.!.
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‘Z With the uncertainties of cllmate a.nd dlsease,
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the nation can only be assured of always having

—-— "'-.-.“"‘-l._ e o i

enough food and fiber if farmers are willing to

T

than enough. Yet that "more than

i
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enough" needed for the nat:.on s security is what
m.—-...ﬁ.-.ﬂ“_,h‘, *-MB

brings down the farmers' prices in the market place.
R i -

- : )
‘ If there is a cost involved in maintaining

AR S A Ko 7 K

our power of abundance, it truly is a national

cost, not a cost that should be absorbed by

e
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farmers alone.
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None of us knowr all the answe;:'s‘ to the complex

problems of American agz-ig,.;ﬂ‘-&ure in this great age

(" i
p &

ofé}:;dhnological’:ﬁgﬁnge. The important thing is
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/{hat some p!’v

us who really care keep on seeking to
p

etter answers. /
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It is time for a complete new'lock at where
_we are ggiﬁé in American africulture andMhat we

Jﬂ' cap’do to mske betfer use of our tremendous productive
# » :
; v i e

;’J potent%iyﬂﬁhile providingrgfgater equality OﬁaﬁjP

; & fv'""
¥ v
ﬁ:;r:ic opportuniw‘f‘or our farm fgjﬁes .
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Changing technology, changing American
commitments in the world, changing requirements
of international trade, changing marketing structure,
changing eating habits of American people -- all

of these have a direct bearing upon American

agriculture and American agricultural policy.

PANSE
b AN /vuw cnd whdl Asecks c»(mopq_g_,

l I see no reason to seek changes in the

present and effective tobacco, peanut, and

B e e LT
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rice programs -- unless the producers themselves
R

find improvements they desire. The same thing is

true for the wool program.

A Our sugar program is designed to benefit the

nation's beet and cane farmers, assure American

consumers adequate supplies at reasonable prices,

and provide many foreign countries with a market

for their sugar. This program apparently is

working well. Any adjustments in it should be

designed merely to meet current conditions

without changing its basic objectives.

Z However, we still need improvements in

T T et S

our wheat program, our feed grains program,

wryast o (T AEE T

N i T L s

our dairy program, and our cotton program.
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‘ Working and planning together we can get needed

improvements. But these improvements will not be
brought about if the chief executive of this

nation is a man who is unsympathetic to the needs

T T e T

of Americen agriculture.
e DA SRS

‘t’ You know where President Johnson stands.
AR e s

He is a rancher and a cattleman. He is your friend.
R Al

Al

You had better know where Senator Goldwater

stands. He has saidphe doesn't know anything
A e S S

W
about farming and I believe him. He also has
= L=t ks s

said he wants to get rid of our price support

.

programs -- pndeeeecslsRRnpsalEgE®™ 1 believe he
@mam e e T O

means that, too.
SR T T R Ty
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] The feed grainswﬁfogram, the wheat pfogram,

the cotton program, and the wool prﬁgram all

A e,

expire next year. Any new lﬁéislation must go

to the White House for approval or veto.

L

4

t V4 4 Jf { r
' You had better make sure you have a friend in

the Whitewﬁﬁuse. You had better make sure that

1]
.;‘

Lyndgh Johnson remaiga;és President o@;%he United
I".' ‘El:

ates.

~Progyeis . #/ Compulsory production restrictions to

-

gain price objectives do not seem to be a satisfactory

answer for wheat and feed grains. Voluntary

production adjustment programs properly administered
are better, but would not alone achieve our income
objectives. Cropland retirement to expand conservation
However, we must

acreage should be further explored.

be concerned with the future of rural communities.
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There are various ways of supplementing farm
income without distorting market prices and normal
——TTE
channels of trade. This has theadvantage of improving
M
cur position in world trade -~ at a time when

international trade in farm commodities is becoming

of increasing significance. Actually, vigorous efforts

L P T

to expand outlets for farm products both at home and

“m-\'" VP i T L T A S B € W g4 b Ao, B B e - ——

abroad seem to offer the brightest hope of all.

I T L O g P T b A T T RV e oy 40 S ey S g g U

This particularly is true of cattle, where the
m

ranchers themselves have asked for nothing more than

the opportunity to further develop and preserve an
e T L

expanding free market.

—_—

Our farm cooperatives, and indeed other segments

of our free enterprise system, can and probably should

perform many of the marketing functions now being

performed by federal agencies. The government's role

should be to supplement, not supplant, private enterpise,
| L ST . — e

including cooperatives.
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ﬁﬁ* What we may need is a combination of several
alternatives -- depending upon which best fits
a specific commodity. At least the door never should
be shut in the search for new ways to achieve our

national objectives.
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r L For milk and other dalry products we need to

find better ways of meeting the real needs of our

low income groups and fulfilling our humanitarian

objectives abroad.

We certainly must expand and provide adequate

Ty i 50 Y A B i o S L Sl

funds for our farm credit programs, the great rural
Wmmmamw S SO mﬂmmm

electrification program, the soil conservation

ST R e TR A L e S =

programs, the Special Milk Program, the School
e . R TS 24 e s s A R b . LA A S

Lunch Program, and the Food Stamp Program. All of

A e R ST PO L R S L I R s

these have made and continue to make a great
o e A —————

contribution to rural America and the rest of the

NS AL Sl RIS SN e SRS S T S B e L TR
. nation B
-_, e T S T R R N ST N P TSR
/ A rapidly changing agriculture in a changing
world requires continuing review and reappraisal
*-uw-" [
of farm programs and policies. This is why I have
——— - AT B B A T R

proposed the creation of a Bi-Partisan Blue Ribbon
g i M I T S L L LT B S e TEE SN i,
Commisdon on Agricultural Policy.
“‘.ﬁm,_‘“_. LM TE SR R e s RS P 2 — e for 3
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There is one approach, however, that I flatly

reject == the Goldwater alternative of wiping out

all of our farm programs and deliberately seeking
i

AT ST ARSI

Semator Goldweter has laid bare his innermost

convictions about many matters of public concern in

his book called Conscience of a Conservative.

Here

is what he says about farm programs, and I quote:

y"there can be no equivocation here -- prompt and

final termination of the farm subsidy progrmmf"‘

unquote.

L\This is the death sentence to agriculture.

I regret it.

It would impoverish farm people ==
ﬂ
wipe out billions in rural land values -- ruin
business on rural America's main streets -- and

solve absoclutely nothing.
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But it shouldn't surprise farm people that the temporary
spokesman for the Republican Party shows little
concern for their well-being. For ten years he

*-ﬂnm

has been voting against the farmer in the Congress.

Iook at his record:
‘: Senator Goldwater voted against the feed grain

programs in 1961, 1962 and 1963.
*" i B s o

‘1 Senator Goldwater voted against the Agricultural

Act of 1962, which authorized programs for wheat
[T e

and feed grains and expanded authority for Food for

Peace and the Farmers Home Administration.

Senator Goldwater has voted consistently

against efforts to support and strengthen REA loan

e, BEUNTRg VRGNO. el
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( Senator Goldwater voted against the bill to

authorize funds for public works, TVA and power
sl

marketing agencies of the Department of Interior
PR LG 0 5650 S o P TR S

in 1959.
i e Lk

Senator Goldwater voted againstthe NiagaraRiver
project to produce low-cost power with preference for

cooperative and other consumer electric systems in

1956.

With a record like that, is Senator Goldwater

the man you want to trust with the destiny of

L T B N T B e e R

American agriculture?
I don't think so.

Let me assure you of one thing: A Johnson-
R

Humphrey Administration never will abandon
w

American agriculture. It never will reject
S ek ST

—

constructive change as long as the change can

#—-ﬂ

be for the better.
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4 Our criteria for Jjudging proposed changes in

American farm policy will inc%ude these 10 points:

1) Will it provide a fair return to the

farmer consistent with the goal of full parity of
- <

income for farm people?
2) Will it assure an abundant supply to

meet the needs of consumers at reasonable prices?

3) Will it add to the strength of the Nation

in its quest for world peace, increasing prosperity,

and national security?

L) Will it help the individual farmer to

preserve his economic independence and to develop

his talente to their fullest potential?

5) Will it permit our system of free markets to

operate efficiently, fairly, and without needless

handicaps?
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6) Will it facilitfate the expansion of our

foreign trade and maintenance of a fair share of
e ! =

world markets for American farm products?
- N B

T) Will it encourage the full utilization
SRt A3 s 5 e s el

of land, water, and human resources that are not
e AR ST L G Sl S s

needed for agricultural production, for alternative

W-——

purposes more beneficial to the public interest?
e R ]

8) Will it encourage conservation of our

soil and water resources for future generations?
o M SO SR T TR

9) Will it assure us of a desirable level

of reserves for our national security? And

——

-

10) Will its cost to the taxpayers be
TR AN i 17 i | I

commensurate with its benefits to the consumers,
A 2 e 0 S G o - L

the national economy, and the Nation's strength in

world affairs?
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With these tests as our guide, I am confident

that we can and will build a better fubture for

rural America -- and for all America.
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