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PROPOSED REDUCTION OF AP­
PROPRIATIONS FOR THE SCHOOL 
MILK PROGRAM 
Mr. MONDALE. Mr. President, in­

numerable FederaL programs show the 
commitment of the American people to 
the health and well-being of our children 
and young people, as the most important ' 
single resource we have. The Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965, 
Project Head Start, Crippled Children's 
Services, Maternal and Child Health 
Services, Child Welfare Services, Na­
tional School Lunch Programs, Aid to 
Families with Dependent Children, and 
a host of other programs all show the 
very real concern we have as a Nation 
for guaranteeing that every child have a 
fair and equal chance to develop all of 
his talents and capabilities to the full­
est extent possible. 

Under the national school lunch pro­
gram, nourishing and well-balanced 
lunches were served to 16 million children 
in 1964, 17 million in 1965, and an esti­
mated 18 million in 1966. 

Under the special milk prtlgram, chil­
dren in schools, child-care centers, sum­
mer camps, orphanages, and similar in­
stitutions were provided with almost 3 
billion half-pints of milk in 1964 and 
1965, and an estimated 3 billion plus in 
1.966. 

The relationship between hunger and 
nutrition, and the academic performance 
of children in school is very clear. Chil­
dren who have not had an adequate, well­
balanced diet, do much less well than 
others who have . . 

Now we are faced with the proposal 
to chop and slash the past levels of the 
special milk program by nearly 80 per­
cent, from $103 to $21 million. This 
proposal has caused a storm of protest 
both here 'ill W~hington and in my State 
of Minnesota, and I think rightly so. 

The Minnesota Farmers Union policy' 
statement for 1966 said: 

We urge measures to Insure good nutrition 
for everyone • • •. This may be encouraged 
In several ways; through a nationwide food 
stamp plan; expanded school lunch and 
school milk program • • •. The Fedllral 
aid for the special milk program should be 
su1liclent so that milk at the "milk breaks" 
Is supplied free to the students. 

Mrs. Grace Larson, BlOOmington, 
Minn., said: 

If you could see how much good this milk 
does for some of the children In our schools, 
I am sure you would not want to take this 
away from them. 

Mr. V. E. Harris, Twin Ports Co-op 
Dairy Association, said: 

This program Is very essential to the 
farm.ers of our Nation and even more Im­
portant to the schoolchildren. 

Mrs. Thomas J. Jones, Faribault, 
Minn., said: 

As a working mother of seven children, I 
depend on their getting that penny-a-carton 
milk twice a day at school. 

As if it were not bad enough that 80 
percent of these children wfil no longer 
have milk, and I think we must be prac­
tical in recognizing that the States will 
be hard pressed to provide the funds 
necessary to subsidize this milk-as if 
this were not bad enough, it will be a 
tremendous blow to our dairy farmers in 
Minnesota. The return per hour to dairy 
farmers is now shockingly low-much 
less than $1 per hour. This low rate 
of return caused a sharp drop in Min­
nesota milk production in 1965, and I 
think we could expect a further sharp 
decline with this greatly reduced con­
sumption. 

I am heartened that Senators PROX­
MIRE and HOLLAND have indicated their 
opposition to this cut, and I intend to 
om;lOS,e it firmly. 

I ask unanimous consent that the fol­
lowing letters from Minnesota residents 
be printed in the RECORD at this point. 

There being no objection, the letters 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

THE SAINT PAUL PUBLIC ScHOOLS, 
Saint Paul, Minn., January 25, 1966. 

The Honorable WALTER MONDALE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: It was with con­
siderable concern that we read that President 
Johnson's budget proposed reducing the sum 
spent on the school milk program to $37 
million for 1967-and. further, that only 
needy children be allowed to buy milk at 
reduced cost. 

It Is our considered judgment that these 
proposals are false economies to the extreme. 

In Saint Paul where we sell milk at 1 cent 
to students bringing a lunch from home, we 
are certain that an Increase to 4 cents (our 
cost) would seriously reduce participation 
among the very students who are most In need 
of milk at noon from a nutritional stand­
point. 

In secondary schools, which Is our major 
service In Saint Paul, It Is difficult presently 

. to meet the needs of all the underprivileged 
because such students will go to lengths to 
avoid being stigmatized as such. We feel 
certain that such ls the case In most second­
ary schools and only slightly less true In 
eleme~ary grades. 
If the suggested reduction were applied to 

the school lunch program, it Is likely that our 
lun~h charge In Saint Paul would be In­
creased from Its present 25 to 30 cents. We 
feel that such an increase would adversely 
affect partiCipation among the very students 
most benefited by the program. 

We have worked hard-and have been 
greatly assisted by State and Federal aids-­
to increase participation In both the school 
milk program and the school lunch program. 
Saint Paul has more than doubled such par­
ticipation in the past 5 years. We are work­
ing to continue this progress. 

We urge that you give full consideration to 
this suggested reduction and work for its 
reconsideration If you can do so In good con­
science. 

Cordially, 
S . W. DOUCETrE, 

Director, Saint Pa~l School Cafeterias. 

BLOOMINGTON, MINN., 

Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

Janua~y 31, 1966. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: Congratulations 
to you as our Senator from Minnesota. 

Are you a slJ.pporter of the school lunch 
program as your predecessor Vice President 
HUMPHREY Is? I sincerely hope you are as I 
have a request to make of you. 

I have worked In the school lunch pro­
gram for 20 years and am aware of the bene­
fits gained by our children by learning to 
eat a variety of di1Ierent foods. 

The President's proposed budget Included 
large cuts In the special milk program and 
the school lunch program. These cuts, If 
allowed to pass, would mean an Increase in 
price to the children and may well cause 
some to have to go without a school lunch. 
My request Is that you lend your support to 
disallow the proposed cuts and keep our 
school lunch program a vital part of the 
Nation's economy helping our future citi­
zens grow up strong and healthy. 

A friend of yours. Mr. Leroy Johnson. with 
General Mills, mentioned last week that he 
too was going to tell you how Important It 
Is to support the school lunch program. 

Thank you for your consideration to this 
request. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. DAVID V. JOHNSON. 

JANUARY 26, 1966. 
DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: We are greatly 

Idlsturbed over President Johnson's proposal 
to slash the school milk budget. We feel as 
an average taxpayer some other budget could 
be considered-why do we always have to 
consider the needy, they receive plenty al­
ready and It Is we who pay for It-or the 
Cuban exiles. who else but us, Is paying their 
transportation costs and so forth, or that 
highway beautification bill; Is that as bene­
ficial as a glass of milk? 

Please give due thought to this propqsal. 
Gratefully 

Mr. and Mrs. ROGER REICHEL. 

FARIBAULT DAII.Y NEWS, 
Faribault, Minn., January 28, 1966. 

Seno.tor WALTER F. MONDALE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: Can anything be 
done ' to prevent the discontinuance of the 
penny-a-carton milk plan in our public 
schools? How can our good DemocratiC 
President do this to us? Are there not many 
other places to cut that would not at the 
same time cut the health of our children? 

As a working mother of seven children, I 
d epend on their getting that penny-a-carton 

. milk twice a day at school. Although our 
county commissioners declared our Rice 
County not In need of the poverty fun~ 
available, this was an unrealistic decision. 

Actually, there Is much poverty In Rice 
County and Faribault. Wages are low here 
and the cost of living high. Our real estate 
taxes are $330.66 per year, * • • my wages $60 
per week for 6 days a week. Unlons are al­
most unheard of here In Faribault except 
among th.e most skilled labor. 

This letter Is written in great haste as I 
felt I must In some way protest. I realize It 
Is not worded most e1Iectively. What I am 
trying to say is that this milk cut or Increase, " 
depending on how you look at It, Is going to 
be hard on families like my own which do 
not want to go on welfare, but still need that 
little boost we have been getting with the 
school milk program. This Is the 1Irst time I 
have vehemently disagreed with the admin­
istration, and I am sure that this ls going to 
be a weapon In the hands of the Republicans 
during the next election. C'mon, now, let's 
reconsider this decision and urge President 
Johnson to retain thls beneficial milk pro­
gram just the way it has been. 

Very sincerely, 
Mrs. THOMAS J. JONES. 

ARROWHEAD COOPERATIVE MILK 
PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION, 

Duluth, Minn., January 21, 1966. 
Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: We, members of 
Arrowhead Cooperative Milk Producers Asso­
ciation, want you to do your utmost to re­
store any moneys that are being cut from 
the school milk program. 

Thls program Is one of the best and should 
be encouraged more, as it gives "natures best 
food," milk, to the group that needs It most. 
It also, supplies it to some, who may not re­
ceive It otherwise. 

Thank you. 
Respectfully yours, 

Roy E. PETERSON, 
Manager, Operator, Arrowhead Coopera­

t ive Milk Producers Association. 

MENTOR PUBLIC ScHOOL, 
Mentor, Minn., January 31, 1966. 

The Honorable WALTER MONDALJ:, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: After much ex-. 
posure to all the "title programs, the poverty 
program and collossal waste that will take 
place there; to know that th,e Federal Gov­
ernment Is trying to giveaway money for 
endless "dreamed up" jobs for youth at $1.25 
per hour-(we know, because we had to 
dream them up and furnish names of Btu­
dents); then to know vast a.mo11nts of for­
eign aid moneys are given away with nO' 
strings attached-and to reed about the 
plans for school lunch In foreign countries 
at our expense, we superintendents have 
trouble with our temperatures when we read 
the enclosed news item. 

We have had to deduct 5 percent on each 
of our monthly lunch reports on the Federal 
milk program-which seems silly. Recently 
I received a letter from the state department 
of education stating that beginning with the 
February report 10 percent must be deducted. 
Every time I do this I think how picayunish 
the Government can be about established 
and proven programs and how unbelievably 
loose they can be on such programs as for­
eign ald. 

In light of some of the things mentioned 
above, Isn't It rather ridiculous that the Fed­
era.l Government should play the lunch pro­
gram aids so closely? We should be getting 
more commodities-meat in particular. ThIS 
year we have received considerably less. 



I have always gone along with the Demo­
cratic Party but I am beginning to cool quite , 
a bit. Let CODgre88 and/or the executive 
branch cut the school lunch program and It 
w11l be the biggest polltlcal mlstalte they 
ever made. Th18 18 one place where the 
money 18 not wasted on admln18trative costs. 
One party mlght blame the other, but the 
Democrats are In and must assume the re­
aponBlblllty. n really makes one perturbed 
to th1nk that a cut In lunch aids was even 
conaldered_y nothing about brlnging It 
about. 

You will be smart if you work to lncrease 
lunch program aids to schools--not to de­
crease them. Cuttlng aids would be the big­
gest Joke of the century. 

Slncerely yours, 
E. P. NEIBAUER, 

Superintendent. 

BLOOMINGTON, MINN., 
January 27, 1966. 

The Honorable WALTER F. MONDALE, 
Senate OfJIce Building, 
WlUhington, D.C. 

DEAa SENATOR MONDALE: I am wrltlng to 
you _ to ask you to do all that you can to 
prevent the cut In the appropriations for 
the school lunch and special mllk programs. 

It you could see how much good this milk 
does for some of the children In our schools, 
I am sure that you would not want to take 
thla away from them. Also, the appropria­
tions that cover tile aid for our lunch pro­
gram. We have chUdren IIi our school that 
would be qulte hungry In the evening if 
they were not able to eat here at school. 
And, if they had to pay more for their 
lunches, they would Dot be able to eat the 
good hot lunches tbat are prepared. It Is 
Important to keep crur-youngsters here -In the 
United States well red at a price that parents 
can alford. 

I would Rppreclate your elforts In prevent­
Ing this cut. 

Very truly yours, 
MuaIEL Ross. 

BLooMINGTON, MDnf., 
January 27, 1966. 

Hon. WALTER MONDALE, 
Senate OfJIce Bu«lding, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: I am a cook In one of our lunch­
rooms,ln Bloomlngton. I can Bee how much 
good our hot lunch does for our boys and 
girls. Please see wJtat you can do, so our 
school lunch and mllk money w11l not be 
cut. 

Sincerely, 
ETTA MVNCKE. 

BLooMINGTON, MINN., 
January 27, 1966. 

Hon. WALTER P. MONDALE, and Ron. EuGENE 
McCARTHY, 

Senate OfJIce BuildIng, 
WlUhington, D.C. 

DEAa SIRs: Please do not cut the appropria­
tion for the school lunch and special mllk 
programs. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. LEollA JVNJ:8. 

BLOOMINGTON, MINN., 
January 27, 1966. 

Hon. WALTER P. MONDALJ: and Ron. EVGENE 
MCCARTHY, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sms: I am wrltlng to you to ask you 
to do all that you can to prevent the cut In 
the appropriations for the school lunch and 
special mllk programs. 

If you could see how much good thla milk 
does for some of the children In our schools 
I am sure that you would not want to tak~ 
thla away from them. Also, the appropria­
tions that cover the aid for our lunch pro­
gram. We have chlldren In our school that 
would be qUite hungry In the evening If they 
were not able to eat here at schooL And, if 
they had to pay more for their lunches, they 
would not be able to eat the good hot.bmchea 
that are prepared. It 18 Important kee 
our youngsters well-fed at a price that par­
ents can afford. 

I would appreciate your efforts In prevent­
lng this cut. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. GRACE LARSON. 

BLOOMINGTON, MINN. 
Ron. WALTER P. MONDALE and Hon. EVGENB 

MCCARTHY, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sms: I am wrltlng you because of the 
proposed cut In funds for school lunch and 
special mllk programs. I am hoping you and 
others wlll glve thls much consideration be­
fore It 18 brought up before our lawmakers. 
If thls cut Is made, as propoeed by President 
Johnson, It wlll mean the prices of lunch and 
milk wlll have to be raised. It the price of 
lunches are raised there wUl be less partlcl­
patlng In our lunch program. 

I am In hopes the proposed budget wlll be 
reconsidered by all persons who have the 
power to do so. 

Very sincerely, 
Mrs. FLoUNCE RYKAN. 

WAUBVN PUBLIC SCHOOLIJ.I 
Waubun, Minn., FebrU4ry 2, 1.6f1-

Hon. WALTER MONDALJ:, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

My DEAR MR. MONDALE: We are very much 
concerned with the propoeed cut In the 
budget for the support of the school lunch 
program. Should a reduction take place In 
the amount of our reimbursement and also 
a reduction In commodities we receive, It 
would seriously impair our program. 

At the present time we are operating our 
school lunch program at a loss because we 
charge our students only 20 cents. It It be­
came necessary for us to raise the price, 
many of our famiJles would be unable to 
afford lunches for their chlldren. 

The board of education Rnd myself feel 
that the support of the lunch program 18 a 
very worthwhile program and we would cer­
tainly not like to s~e a reduction In the sup­
port of It. In fact, if anything, an lncrease 
would be most helpful. Th18 Is a program 
that benefits all chUdren and certalnly 18 a 
Yery practical and humane way of making 
the very best use of any surplus agricultural 
products. 

Sincerely yours, 
HOllDR M. B.rORNSOll, 

Superintendent. 

MINNEAPOLIS, JoIIKlI ~ 
JanUMJ 29, 19". 

Mr. WALTER MONDALJ:, 
Minnesota Senator, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAa Sm: The Twin City Chapter of the 
Minnesota School Food Service ABsoc1atlon 
met on Monday, January 24, at Richfield. 

Th18 was the same day It was announced 
that the 1967 Federal budget recommended 
• cutback from $89 to t37 mlllion for the 
school mllk program. Also a reduction lD. 
the school lunch subSidy was announeed. 

The 600 members of this chapter from the 
school districts of St. Paul, IIlnneapoU .. 
West St. Paul, Richfield, Bloomlngfon. 
Robbinsdale, Edina-Morningside. Columbia 
Heights, and White Bear Lake urges you to 
work for the restoraton of these funds 80 
that the school milk program and the school 
lunch program can continus to meet the 
needs of our schoolchildren. 

We trust that you and your coUeagues wlIl 
be able to execute economies In otber areas 
rather than at the expense of the lIOhool food 
services. 

Thank you sincerely, 
MAYIn lloou. 

SecretaTJ/, Twin Cit, Sch.ool '004 .... -
ice Association. 

I/[DQfUPOLIB. 1IDnf., 
JanU4T1l 31, 11". 

Hon. WALTER MONDALJ:, 
Ron. EuGENB MCCARTHY, 
Senate Office Building, 
WlUhington, D.C. 

Sm: Please do not cut the approprlatton for 
the school lunch and special mllk procrarn­

Sincerely, 
Mrs. ALFUIl NYBO. 

STILLWATER, MIlIH., 
JanU4T, 24, 19M. 

Senator WALTER F. MONDALJ:, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: Regarding the milk fund and 
school lunch programs, either all students 
should benefit or none. Where can the Ilne 
be drawn. Only the rich and poor will be 
able to survive the Great Society. 

We surely do not want the Inspection costa 
added to the priCes we already pay for meats 
and poultry. 

Very truly yours. 
Mr. and Mrs. VERNON HoPllAll. 

TwIN PORTS Co-oP 
DAmy AssOCIATIOlI, 

Superior, Wis., JanU4r, 21, 1966. 
The Honorable WALTER MONDA1&, 

U.s. Senator fTom Minnesota, 
Senate Office BUilding, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: At a Jolnt men.. 
lng of the executive board of Twin Pan. 
Cooperative Dairy ASSOCiation and several 
members of the Arrowhead Cooperative Milk 
Producers Association, It was brought to the 
attention of the group the action taken on 
the schOOl milk program as shown In the 
CONGRKSSIONAL RECORD, pages 195 and 196 of 
the Senate CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as of Jan­
uary 14, 1966. 

There two groups commend Senator PIlox­
IIolmE on his stand and Senator HOUoAlm far 
his support to Senator PaonlIlIJ:. We also 
urge that you throw your support to thl8 
very worthwhile program, as well as bind 
your support to the restoration of the t3 mll­
llon that WaB cut from thl8 program. 'l'bl8 
program Is very essential to the farmers of 
our Nation and even more Important to the 
schoolchlldren. 

We wlll appreciate any support ~t JfIIi 
can lend to thla worthwhUe program. ThaDk 
you. 

Yours very truly, 
V. E. HAIUIIB, General ManDger, 

Twin Ports Co-op Dai'i/ AssociDtiOfi. 



13LOO~IINC70N, )'IXN~" 
Jalwary 27, 1966. 

Hon. \VALTER F. !\!OXDALE, 
Eon. EUGENE :I!CCA:tTIlY, 
Senate OOice Builcl:llg, 
Vlashinqtoll, D.C. 

DBAR'sInS: I am "\Ti~ing to you to asl, you 
to do all t!lat vou com to prevent the cut In 
the appropriations ior the school lunch and 
special mili~ p::og-rnn1.s . 

If you coulc! ~ce how much Bood this mtlle 
doC's for so:ne of the c:lildren in our schools, 
I am sure th~t you would not want to take 
this away Ir,':::l them. Also. the appropria­
tions th;.t CO\·,,· the aid for our lunch pro­
gl'~lln. \~lc :1:\\'C ,.: ' .:drcn in our- school ~hat 
would be quite hun -ry in the evening If they' 

. wcre not. able to ea. herc eeL school. And, it 
tlley h:\d to pay r:10!'C fo:' their lunches, they 
would not bi: able to cat the good hot lunches 
that arc pre;xli·ed. It Is Important to keep 
our you:1gstC'rs weii-fed at a price that par­
ents C:lon nITo.d. 

I y;ould ~'P):·~Ci~~i.\:: your en-orts in prevent .. 
inG this cut. 

Very t ruly yo .. u·s. 
Mrs. GRACE LARSON. 

BLOOMINGTON. MINN" 
February 4, 1966. 

Hon. WALTER F. j\!O:<DALE, 
Hon. EUGENE UCCARTHY, 
"enate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sms: I tL'll writing you because of the 
proposed cut In funds for school lunch and 
specl .. l mill; prggrllma, I nM hoping you nnel 
others will gl\,e this much consideration be­
fore it Is brought up before our lawmakers. 
I f this CUt is made, as proposed by President 
Johnson. 1t will mean the prices of lunch and 
milk will have to be raised . If the price of 
lunches are raised there will be less partici­
pating in our lunch program. 

I :lom in hopes the proposed budget will 
be reconsidered by all persons who have the 
power to do so. 

Very sincerely, 
Mrs. FLORENCE RYMAN. 

WAUDUN,1\iINN., 
February 2, 1966. 

Hon. WALTER MONDALE; 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

My DEAR )'1R. MONDALE : We are very much 
concerned with the propos cd cut In the 
budget for the support of the school lunch 
program. Should a reduction take place in 
the amount of our reimbursement and also 
a. reduction i::1 commodities we receive, -it 
would serious!y impn;r our program. 

, At the present time we are operating our 
school lunch program at a loss because we 
charge our students only 20 cents. If it be­
came necessary for us to raise the price, many 
of our famllies would be unable to aft'ord' 
lunches fo!: thcir ch!ldren. 

The board 0: education and myself feel 
that .hc support 0': t he lunch program is a 
very worthwhile pro;,,'ram and we would cer­
tainfy not liIre to see a reduction in the sup­
port of it . In tact, if anything, an increase 
would be most helpful. This is a program 
that benefits all chlldren and certainly is a 
very practical anel humane way qf making 
the very b~st use 01 .;ny surplus agricultural 
products. 

Sincerely yours, 
HOj)~r:p.. M. BJO:lNSON, 

Superintendent. 

!".!l., XEAPOLIS , MINN.) 
January 29, 1966. 

Mr. W ALTEa MONDALZ, 
innesota Senator, 
ashington, D.C, 
DEAR Sm : The Twin City Chapter of the 

Minnesota School FoOd Service Association 
met on Monday, January 2·', a t Richfield. 

This was tile same day It was announced 
thc.t the 1067 Fedcral bud3et recommended 
a cutbncl, from $89 to $37 million for 
1,he school mii\{ program. Also a reduction 
In the school lunch s',lbsidy was announced. 

The 500 members of this chapter from the 
"cilool districts of St. Paul, Minneapolis, West 
St. Paul, Richf,cld, Bloomington, Robblns­
d:lolc, Edina -~!ornlngside, Columbia Heights, 
and Whitc BC3" L:;],e urges you to work for' 
the restoration of these funds so that the 
school mllk program and the school lunch 
program can cO::1tinuc to meet the needs of 
our schoolchildren. 

We trust that you cnd you~ colleagues will 
be able to execute cconomies in other areas 
rather than.at the expense of the school food 
services. 

Th:ml{ you sincerely, 
MAYME MOOREJ 

Secretary, Twin City School Food 
Service Association. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN" 
, January 31, 1966. 

Hon. WALTZn MONDALE, 
and 

Hon. EUGENE MCCARTHY, 
Senate Officc Eui lding, 
Washingtoll, D .C. 

SIRs: Please do not. cut the appropriation 
for the school lunch and &pecln l milk pro­
gram . 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. 1'.1.Fl:ED N'lDO. 

STILLWATER, MINN., 
J an1wry 21, 1966. 

Senator \VALTcn F. MONDALE, 
t1,'Clshington, D.C. ' 

DEAn SIR: Ref::1rdlng thc "lin: !\:nd and 
school lunch p rograms-either all stuclents 
should benent or none. \Vhcre can the line 
be drawn? Onlv the rich and poor will be 
:.ble to survive the Great Society. 

We surelv do nO'! want the inspection costs 
added to tllc pric;::s we already pay for meats 
and poultry. 

Very truly yours, 
Mr . and Mrs. VERNON HOPHAN. 

A. .. 'ROWHEAD COOPERATIVE MILK 
PRODUCERS AS50CIATION, 

Duluth, Minn ., January 21, 1966 , 
Hon. WAL'IT:R F. MONDALE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALC: \Ve, members of 
Arrowhead Cooperative Milk Producers As­
~Q(lll\ti(m, wnn~ yon w do YOll!' utmoRt to 
i'estete any moneys that are bclng cut from 
the school milk progmm. 

This program Is one of the best and should 
be encouraged more, as it gives Hnature's 
best food" milk, to .he group that needs It 
most. It also supplies it to some who may 
not receive It otherwise. 

Thank you. 
Respectfully yours, 

Roy E. PETERSON, 
Manager - Operator. 

ST. PAUL, MINN., 
January 26, 1966. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: \Ve are greatly 
__ disturbed over Pres ident Johnson 's proposal 

to slash the school mille budget. VIe feel. as 
an average taxpayer, somc other budget could 
be considered . Why do we always have to 
consider t he needy, they receive plenty al­
r eady, and it is we who pay for It; or the 
Cuban exiles, who else but us, is paying 
their transportation costs, etc.; or that high­
way beaut!!'icat; o::1 bill, Is that as benefiCial as 
a glass of m!1le? 

Please give due thought to this proposal. 
Gratefully, 

Mr. and Mrs. ROGER REICHEL. 

BLOOMINGTON, MINN., 
J an1La7'y 31, 1966. 

The Honorable VIALTER F . MOND,\LE, 
Sena.te Office Builcling, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: Conaratulations 
to you as our Senator from :Minnesota. 

Arc you a supporter of the school lunch 
program as your predecessor, Vice President 
HUlIIPHREY Is? I sincerely hope you are as 
I have a request to malce.of you . 

I have worked in the school lunch program 
for 20 years and am aware of the benefits 
gained by our children by learning to eat a 
variety of diffenmt foods. The President's 
proposed budget Included large cuts in the 
special milk program and the school l\.a~ch 
program. These cuts. If allowed to pass, 
would mean an increase in price to the chil ­
dren and m ay well cnuse some to have to go 
without a school lunch. My request is that 
you lend your support to disallow the pro ­
posed cuts and keep our school lunch pro­
grnm a vital part of the Nation's economy 
helping our future citizens gro\V up strong 
and healthy. 

A friend of yours, Mr. Leroy Johnson, with 
General M111s, mentioned last week that he 
too \Vas going to tell you how Important It 
is to support the school lunch program. 

Thank you for your consideration to this 
request. 

Sincerely yours, 
lIfrs. DAVID V. JOHNSON. 

ST. PAUL, MIN""" 
J anuary 25, 1966 . 

The Honorable WALTER MONDALE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOIl MONDALE: It was with con­
siderable concern that we read that Presi­
dent Johnson's budge t proposed reducing 
the sum spent 011 the school milk program. 
to 37 million for 1D67-and. further, that 
only needy children be allowed to buy milk 
at reduced cost, 

It Is our considered judgment that these 
proposals nre fruse economies to the extreme. 

In St. Paul ",h~re we sell ::nil:-: ~,t l cent 
to students brlngin~ a hmch ~rvm h'.J\ .. e. 
we nTe certain that an incl'c . .;:e to ~ c .\to; 

(our cost) wonld !;;ie-riClu J'.r r~tlucc r .l:-t .ci­
p ation among the very , •.• n..; 'Nhu re 
m ost in need or lui!:,: at 1:{J(L4 !·.·v~~1 I!. r.l~ ..... ·l ­
tlonal standpoint. 

In secoi',,"1 l"',/ 3chools, which .LS (,,,In' Irl .. ~ '..Ji· 

service in" P~I.ul. it 15 (lli~C\11t p~t. \,. l-

to meet the neccl~ of all tLe ur.dc:pr. '., ( 
b eca u se sllch students will Co to lcng.I' •. ,0 

~'/C !r! being stigm~\ zed r ... :. such. 'Nc feel 
ccrLnln thnt such ;s t~le ca.:.c ~n r..10S~ ':C(;o!;.(j ­

nry schools and or.ly sl'.~ ·1.1y :CZ.l t~·'..lC in 
elementary gracles . 

If the suggested. rcduct~on wc~·e ap;i1!r:d 
to the school lunch r>:-0~rnr.1, it 1s lUo::cly th~t 
0111' lunch ehargc In St. P,m: wO:I!d be !n­
creased from its pre~cnt 25 ccnt1, to 30 cent~ . 
'Ve feel t,lat such an i::1c,·c[SC wOl,Jd :lC­
vcrsely affect P:l~t!cjpa.tion among the v~,'~' 
students most henefited bv the pro~!'d.l'~l . 

\Ve have wo;·].:ed hard-;:nd 1Ia,'e heen 
greatly assisted by State and :r'cdc·~::.l r\1 Is­
;;0 increase pa.=ticip:1t\on ~n both t~e SCI1~ " 

miU~ program a.nd the school lunch ;>ro6T.'.i::-~. 
St. ?aul has more t.han doubled S .... 1C:l 1)~r ­

ticipation in the past 5 ye:rrs. Vlc ::re wo:k­
ing to continue this p~Ogl·c.;~. 

We urge that you give full eor:sider.,vio.co 
this suggested reduction and 'werk for its 
r econsideration If you ca::1 do so ,11. govel 
conscience. 

Cordially, 
S. 'V. DOUCZTTE, 

D i rector, st. Paul School Cafeterias. 

BLOOl\tINGTO:z..:, J...~r.:-J'N'., 

Hon. 'VALTER F. :I;:OND!.LE, 
Hon. EUGENE MCCARTHY. 
Senate Office Bui/cling, 
Washington, D.C. 

February 3, 1066. 

DEAR Sms: Please do not cut the ap!)ro­
priation for the school lunell and sp~e;::, 

mill. programs. 
Respectfully, 

Mrs. GEn.\LD EVANS. 

Vo,r J.:.I .. .i!..O.cn.'!:N DAIRY, 

St. Peter, Minn., F ebruary 2, lOve. 
The Honorable Senator MONDALE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SZNA':'O? MOXDALE: I rea d 1n the 
paper where the milk pro~ram for the schools 
would be cut mill'ons of dollars and JUS]; the 
needy wou " be the recipients. I don't know 
who is to do the classifying, etc., but I hope 
you will support thc mllk pro;ram on a. full 
scale as is ANCHER ~;i:LSEN. 

I believe the mil!, that ohi:dren get in the 
nlorning is the only breakfast t}1at most of 
them get. 

I trust that you will chec,: into this mat­
ter, 

Sincercly, 
RODERT \f!.1'. \·1=7T!:nGRl:::N. 

P.S.-I discussed this w;th Russell G. 
Schwandt, who was our spc_ .. zr i:'C ~ions yes­
terday at my requc.st, ::nd h~ sc.:d to contact ' 
you. 

BLOO!\:tINGTON, ).!IXN ., 

January 27, 1966. 
Hen. '¥ALTEn F. MO~TDALE. 
Hon. EUGENE MCCARTHY, 
Senate O!,i('C B1lilding, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SIRS: I am writing to you to ask you. 
to do all that you can t o prevent the cut In 
the appropriations for the school lunch 
and special mllk programs. 

If you could sec how much good this milk 
does for some of the children in our schools, 
I am sure that you would not want ,,0 take 
this away from them. Also, t"e ~,)propr,a ­
tions that co.·cr the aid for 0\.,1' lunch pro­
gram . We 11a\'c (':~ildre!l in our school that 
would be quite ":'y in tl:e evening If 
they ,vere not ~ble to eat here ~t 5cl1001. 
And, if they h :tct to pay r.10re io,' tlleir 
lunches, they would not be r,llie to C[.t tile 
good hot ;" Ilches tlla t are prcp~,,·cci. It Is 
important to kecp 0111' YOtll, ;st.el·;; weli ~ed 
at a price that parent, can ni~O!·d. 

I would appreciate, your effo:'Ls ill 9re\'cnt­
ing. this cut. 

Very truly yours, 
l'v1:1's . Ll:'Ll to!'ic ~.:.i.:lSIG. 

!\:lI~NZhPOLlS. ~.nNX., 
Febnwry 7,1966 . 

The Honorable W.\LTT., F. ~IOND.\LE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sr:t: I nsk tha:; you please reconsider 
the cut In appropria~iol:s f or school lunch 
and specinl milk p~ograms. I hope the cut 
will not be ~Jlprovecl. 

Sincerely, 



DLOO:\tINCTON. 1\!rKN .. 

Hon. \V.\LTE~ F. ~rO:-;DALE , 

Hon. EUGI':X.c ~\1CCA:':·"·IIY. 
Senate.. ... Office B1~ilding, 

',Vasl!ington, D .C. 

January 27, 1966. 

DE.':: Sll:S : I am w:'iting to you to ask you 
to do ::.U that you c .. n t o prevcnt the cut in 
the c,'mro1J!'iat!ons for the sc11001 lunch and 
speCial- mi-lk p:-og:'nn1s. 

If you could Sc\) how much good this mtlk 
docs for son:l.. of ".:11C' chil<.1rca in our s~hools . 
I rlln sure t!1. t . ) 4 'sould not w!'tnt to t~kc 
this ~Wi.~y frl . .'~'" at!.c:n . A!so, thc nppropr~a­
tions that co\'c: th(; aid for 0\11' lunch pro­
gl'~.m. \Ve 1::'.\'0 ch!ldren in our school that 

. would bo ql:'~C Inm.;ry in the evening if they' 

. wcre not able to Crt ~ hero ~\.C school. And, if 
they hac! to pay mo,'c for their lunches, they 
would not be ab,c to eat tl e good hot lunches 
t:lat a:'c prc:nrcd. It is im;)ortant to keep 
0\.1' youngsters well-fed at a price that par­
en~s can nfTo:·d . 

I \\'ould ::lppreciat~ your etrorts in prevent­
ing this cut. 

Ve:'y truly yours, 
Mrs. GRACE LARSON. 

BLOOMINGTON, MINN., 
February 4, 1966. 

Hon. \VALTI:R F. MONDALE, 
Hon. EUGEN~ :I:cC.mTHY, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington , D.C. 

DEAR Srns: I (lm writing you because of the 
proposed cut in funds for school hmch and 
specbl mill: prO~l'am8 , I o.m hoping you nnd 
others will gi\'e this much consideration be­
fore it is brought up before our lawmakers. 
If t"'is cut is made, as proposed by President 
Johnson, 11 w:ll mean the prices of lunch and 
m ll:< will have to be raised . If the price of 
lUllches are r"ised there will be less par tici­
pating In our lunch program. 

I am in hopes the proposed budget wlll 
be reconsidered by all persons who have the 
power to do so. 

Very sincerely, 
Mrs. FLORENCE R YMAN. 

WAUBUN, MINN., 
February 2, 1966. 

Hon. \V ALTER Mo~mALE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

My DEAR I1Il!. )"fONDALE: We are very m uch 
concerned with the proposed cut in the 
budget for the support of the school lunch 
program. Should a reduction take place in 
the amount of ou~· reimbursement and also 
a reduction in commodities we receive, .it 
would seriously impair our program. 

At the present time we are operating our 
sc:1001 lunch progr":n at a loss because we 
charge our s.udents only 20 cents. If it be­
came necessary for us to raise the p"ice, many 
of our familles would be ur.able to afford' 
lunches for their children. 

The board of education and myself feel 
that '_he support of the lunch program is a 
very worthwhile program and we would cer­
tainly not like to see a reduction in the sup­
port of it In fact, if anything, an increase 
would be most helpful. This is a program 
.. ha~ benefits r,il children and certainly is a 
ve~'y practical and humane way of making 
the very best use of any surplus agricultural 
products. 

Sincerely your.;, 
HO),:ER M. BJORNSON, 

Superintendent. 

l\.~IN~EAPOLIS , ~1INN'1 
Januw'y 29, 1966. 

11'. WALTER MONDALE, 
innesota Senator, 
ashington, D.C. 
DEAR SIR: The Tw!n City Chapter of the 

Minnesot., School Food Service Association 
met on MO!l.day, J anuary 24, at Richfield . 

This was the seme day It was announced 
that t!:c lOG7 Fedcr,.l budgct recommended 
a cutbacl{ from SSO to ,;37 million for 
the tchool milk p~ogram. Also a reduction 
in the school lunch subsidy was announced . 

The 500 members 0;: this chapter from the 
school districts of St. P:,ul, ).I[lnneapo:ls, We:;t 
St. Paul, Richficld, Blcomi!lgton, Robbins­
dale, Edin::l -~.rorning-.ji<!e, Colunlbin. Ireights, 
a!l.d White B~Jr Late urges you to worl, for 
the restoration of tl:~se funds so that the 
school milk program and the school lun ch 
program eRn continue to meet the needs of 
our schoolch!1drcn. 

We trust that you and your colJeagues will 
be able to execute economics in other areas 
rather than at the expense of the school food 
se;viccs. 

Thank you sinc~.ely, 
1\1AY1.11:; :'100RE, 

Secretary, Twin Ci ty School Food 
Service Association. 

1\!L"lNEAPOL":S, 11:1NN .. 

• January :n, 1066. 
Hon. WALTER l\10NDALE, 

and 
Hon. EUG1:;NE MCCARTHY, 
Senate OfJicc Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

SIRs: Please do not. cut the appropriation 
for the school lunch and special milk pro­
gram . 

Sincerely, 

STILLWATER, MINN., 
January 2-1, 1966. 

S~nutol' WALTER F. MONDALE, 
Vlashington, D.C. . 

DEI\R SIR: Regarding tJle milk fund and 
schOOl lunch programs-eitl:er all students 
should benefit or none. \Vhe;e can the line 
be drawn? Only the rich and poor will be 
able to survive thc Great Society. 

We surely do not want the inspection costs 
added to t he prices we already p:ty for meats 
and poultry. 

Very truly yours, 
Mr. and Mrs. V::aNoN HOPHAN. 

ARROWHEAD COOPERATIVE MILK 
PnODUCEl'.5 ASSOCIATION, 

Duluth, Minn., January 21, 1966. 
Hon . WALTER F . MONDALE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDI\LE: We, members of 
Arrowhead Cooperative Milk Procluccrs As­
sociation, w{'<nt you to do yom utmost to 
restore any moneys that al'e being cut from 
the school rollk program. 

T his program is one of the best and should 
be encouraged more, as i t gives "na.ture's 
best food" milk, to the group that needs It 
most. It also supplies it to some who may 
not receive it otherwise. 

Thank you. 
Respectfully yours, 

Roy E. PETERSON, 
Manager-Operator. 

ST. PAUL, MINN., 
January 26, 1966. 

DEAR SENATOR MOND,ILE: We are greatly 
_disturbed over President Johnson's proposal 

to slash the school milk budget. We feel, as 
an average taxpayer, some other budget could 
be considered. Why do we always have to 
consider the needy, they receive plenty al ­
ready, and it is we who pay for it; or the 
Cuban exiles, who else but us, is paying 
their transportation costs, etc.; or that high­
wn.y beauti!1cat'on bill, is that as beneficial as 
a glass of milk? 

Please give due thought to this proposal. 
Gratefully, 

MI'. and Mrs. ROGER REICHEL. 

BLOOl\IINGTON, I\IrNN ", 

Janua.ry 31,1956. 
The Honorable WALTER F . MO~DALE, 
Senate Offiee Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: Congraullations 
to you as our Senator from Minnesota. 

Are you a supporter of the school lunch 
program as your predecessor, Vice President 
HUMPHREY is? I sincerely hope you are as 
I have a request to make of you. 

I have worked in the school lunch program 
for 20 years and am aware of the benefits 
gained by our children by l e~rning to eat a 
variety of different foods. The President's 
proposed budget included large cuts in the · 
special milk program and the school lunch 
program. These cut" if allowed to pass , 
would mean an incrcase in price to the chil ­
dren and may well cause some to have to go 
without a school lunch. My request is that 
you lend your support to disallow the pro­
posed cuts and l<eep our school lunch pro­
gram a vital part of the Nation's economy 
helping our futu re citizens grow up strong 
and healthy. 

A frlcnd of yours, Mr. Leroy Johnson, with 
General Mills, mentioned last week that he 
too was going to tell you how important it 
is to support the school lunch program. 

Thank you for your consideration to this 
r equest. 

Sincerely yours , 
Mrs. DAVID V. J OHNSON. 

ST . PAUL, M INN ., 
J anuary 25, 1966. 

The Honorable WALTER MONDALE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE : It was with con­
siderable concern tha t we read that Presi­
dent Johnson's budget proposed reducing 
t11e sum spent on the school milk progrnm 
to 37 million fo r 1D67-and, fm·ther, that 
only needy children be allowed to buy milk 
at r educed cost. 

It is our considered judgment that these 
proposals are false economics to t he extreme. 

In st,. Paul where we sc,l mtn:: ;.t 1 cc~t 
to students bringlnlj a h'tr .... ,c froom !'.o:n..:, 
we are certain tl:~~t an In ':"\.;, ~e to 4: C~"lf oJ 

(our cost) WO'l 1 .. :":rious'y rc~uc:; rl!"t!~l­
p"t!on among tll', very tt:dC::l~~ \'It-o "re 
In:"\":t, in need of n1Hl" a.t r:.Gcn 1:'():.1 ft. nllt~! · 
tiona, standpoint. 

In scconda .. y schools, w:::ch !' (JUl' maJO:' 
service in St. Paul , it is (Uf:icu!t prc.;ent.y 
to Ineet the nccd~ of all the ti.r.clc "·J.lr.v~~ ... 3'cd 
bocause such stuuc-nts will GO to !er'J:rlsh:: ~o 
avoid being sL ,m.tUzecl nc!:. \\'c feel 
certain that .such i::.; the c:\:.;c in Inost. ticco:;,c! ­
ary schools and only slightly less true !'1 
elementa.ry grades. 

If the suggested reduction we:'" app:'.cd 
to the school luneh ;Jrogr,.;", it ~s ,;!{Cly ~h"" 
0\11' lunch cha!'ge In St. Pal:l woulcl be 101-
creased fro:n it; pl'_.;~nt 25 ccnt~ to 30 cen~ . 
We fecI tlla.t such [Ion incr~:"~c would :.d­
versely affect participation ~.r:-,ong the \'C~'y 

students most beu('fl.cd hy the procrJm. 
\Ve havo worked hard-and h:1.\'e hee:-. 

greatly assisted by State and Fcderal . ' l.~ 
to increase partici, jon in both tl".c ~~. __ 1 
milk program r.nd the school lunc:: p~'og"',::::, 
St. Paul ,1(1S more than doubled s'.ch par­
tlcipatwn in the past 5 yc.:1's. We 2.re wo:·.·:­
ing to continue this progress. 

We urge that you givc full cons,c!a1'ntion to 
tJ1is suggested r eduction and wo;k for it:: 
roconslderation if you can do so in gOO".l 
conscience. 

Cordially, 
S. W. DOUCETTE, 

Director, st. Paul School Cafeterias . 

BLOOMINGTON~ ~INN", 

Hon. WALTER F . IICO~DI\LE, 
Hon. EUGENE 1-fCCAn.THY~ 

Senate Office Bnilding, 
Washington, D.C. 

February 3, 1956. 

D EAn Sms: Please do not cut the appru­
priation for the school luncl1 and spac:al 
milk programs. 

Respectfully, 
Mrs . GE:l:~LD EVANS , 

\V~cnEN ~.\mY. 

St. Peter, Minn ., Februc.,y 2, 19VG . 
Tlle Honorable Senator l\IONDALz, 
Washington, D.C. . 

DEAR SENA':'OR ~IONDALS : I re;'l.::! in t!1e 
paper \\'here the mllk progrnm for the schools 
would be cut mlll'ol1~ of dollars and jt:s~ the 
needy would be the recipients. I dor.'t know 
who is to do the classifying, etc ., but; ! hope 
you will support ~he milk program 0:1 a full 
scale as is ANCHER NELSEN. 

I believe the mille that chi!dro1'. ge;; in the 
morning is the only breakfn,,~ t]:1J.t ~ost of 
them get. 

I t rust that you will check i:ltO th;s :n:;.~­
tel'. 

Sincerely, 
RonrnT 'V. Y'/L-zT':!!Cr~r:~ , 

P.S.-I discussed this \T.-.:.t:: Russ.;.:ll G . 
Schwandt, who was our spe.,.:~:r at Lions ~'es­
terday at my request, .. nd he sa:d to cor. t~c~ 

you. 

Dl~OO:,:INGTOK, ~\'!I:;':N., 

Jail,uary 27~ 19G6. 
Hon. \VALTEll F . MO::D.\LE, 
Hon. EUGENE MCCAP.THY, 
S<mate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SIRs: I am v'riting to ~'ou to ask you. 
to do all that you c~,n t o p,,,YCl,t th~ cut in 
the appropriations for the school l·.mch 
and special milk p;cgrams. 

If you could see how roue!; 'reod tl;:s :!l.!':;; 
does for some of the children .n 01.:1' SC.,-:0;~, 
I ~ln sure tlln t you \vould no',; \V;11~ t to ,al-:c 
this away from them. Also, the appr(lpri.,­
tions that cover the aid fo!' our llalcll 0:-0-
gram. We have children in 01:',. sel',ool that 
would be quite hun;::ry in tt c c':cn!ng if 
they were not able to eat he:e at sc.:ool. 
And, if they ha'l to pay mo:'c ;0." ~~1c!r 
lunches, the)' "ioUd not be nb:e to c~t t!1C 
good hot luncllcs that are prcpa,,~G. It Is 
important to l,-ccp our your .. fjsters w~ll :i;c! 
at a pr;ce that parent; can a::'ord . 

I would appreciate, yu..:.r c:-ro:'ts in !J~\~\"cnt­
ing. th;s cut. 

Vay truly yom's, 
!\i'rs. Lr. T.IA,: ;-"!':.DX":G . 

~!Ii'Ii:";1:.-\:>OI.:;;: .... }.~~x , . 

Fet.- •• J.ry 7, lauG. 
The .Honorable \V,\L:'ER ::.;0. I110:>:D.\LE, 
Senate Ofjice Bnilding, 
Washi,.g.:on, D.C. 
DE"'~ Srrt: I c:s!c tha:; you p!c~sc !·eC0l1S1ue.:." 

the cut in appropriations f,)" ~chool lunch 
and spec~al milk progr;tms. ! hOF~ ti1C C~iv 
wlll not be npproved. 

Sincerely, 
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program to be redirected to provide milk for 
needy children and children In schools with­
out a food service. We will give you further 
details as qulckly as they are available. 

mE 'SPECIAL MILK PROGRAM 

Mr. MONDALE. Mr. President, sev­
-eral days ago I protested the reduction 
in funds for the special milk program. 
Since then I have received a flood of 
telegrams, letters, and calls urging me 
to support both the school lunch and 
speCial milk programs. I intend to do 
so. The reduction in funds requested by 
the Budget Bureau ignores the facts that 
such a cut would harm the dairy indus­
try, would harm the schoolchilden now 
receiving the benefits of these programs, 
and would make necessary a means test 
as a qualification for receiving milk or 
food under the programs. As Senator 
JOSEPH TYDINGS pointed out so well a few 
days ago, that if we thought a means test 
for receiving medical care benefits for the 
aged was demeaning and an insult, this 
would be even more true for children in 
school. 

I cannot ask that all the letters I have 
received be put in the RECORD. But I do 
ask: unanimous consent that a repre­
sentative sampling be printed in the 
RECORD at this point reflecting the views 
of Minnesotans. 

There being no objection, the letters 
were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION, 

, St. Paul, Mtnn., February 7, 1966. 
The Honorable WALTER F. MONDALE, 
U.S. Senate, 
W/lShtngton, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: During the last 
number of weeks we have received two tele­
grams and a letter from the U.S. Department ' 
of Agriculture, copies of which are en­
closed. 

Because of the many benefits that are 
provided to our sch09lchildren under these 
programs and because of their contribUtion 
to the education. welfare and health of the 
participants, I feel the lowering of payments 
to the schools will have a great detrimental 
eflect on the school lunch and special m1lk 
programs In our State. 

There ls also a discriminatory feature In 
the cutback of funds as outlined In the sec­
ond telegram that I feel worthy of men­
tion. I would be concerned about the ad­
m1n1stratlve arrangements for programs In 
Minnesota public schools In which speCial 
emphasis and direction were placed upon 
providing m1lk for needy children and chil­
dren In schools without a food service pro­
gram that would be above and beyond the 
eflorts now being made by local school boards 
In taking care of these needs. 

In view of the a1gnlficant appropriation 
• money for recently developed and new 
ograms, It ls dU!lcult for me to understand 
ay programs RIch as school lunch and spe-

cial m1lk which have proven to be so worth­
while In the schools of our State and the 
Nation and for which the needs are definitely 
known be curtailed In their appropriations. 

Because of the substantially worthwhile 
contributions of these two programs and 
the Increased partiCipation in them by 
schoolchildren, I urge you to do everything 
pDIIIIlble to reinstate the funds to their pres­
ent level and 1ncrea&Io ~ accordingly each 
Je&r to plOYlde tor tlielDt'provemen~ and ez­
paD4lon at tbeee ~ceUent PJ'Dll'8Dl8. 

Sincerely, 

"c. E.HoLT. 

DuANE J. MATTHKWB, 
CommissIoner 0/ Education. 

"CHlCAco, ILL., 
"January 27, 1966. 

"School Lunch Section, Department 0/ Edu­
catton, St. Paul, Minn.: 

"Por your IQtormatlon the President's 
budget for 1967 requests total of $183 million 
for school lunch with breakdown as follows: 

"Cub payments, $129,415.000; section 11 
&peclal asslstance, $6.500,000; section 6, 
~ mUllon; administration, $2.085 ,000. 

, "DENNIS M. DoYLE, 
"Food Distrlbutian, USDA, Chtca.go." 

"CHICAGO, ILL. 
"CARL HOLT, 
"Director, School Lunch Section, State 

Department 0/ Education, St. Paul, 
Minn.: 

"In accordance with Instructions from the 
Bureau of the Budget to hold expenditures 
under the special milk program to $1 billion . 
Inclusive of administrative costs for this fis­
cal year you are hereby advised that the 
current deduction of II percent will be in­
creased to 10 percent beginning with claims 
for the month of February. Schools and 
child care institutions should be notlfi-ed as 
promptly as possible. As provided In section 
215.7(e) of the special m11k regulations no 
deductions will be made in reimbursements 
to needy schools. 

"DENNIS M. DOYLE, 
Director, Midwest Area, U.S. Depart­

ment 0/ Agriculture." 

"U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
CONSUMER AND MARKETING SERV­
ICE, FOOD DISTRIBUTION, 

"Chicago, Ill., December 28, 1965. 
"Mr. C. E. HOLT, 
"Director, School Lunch Section, State De­

partment 0/ EducatIon, St. Paul, Minn. 
Minn. 

"DEAR MR. IJOLT: This will supplement my 
wire of December 23 on the special milk 
program fund sit u ation for the remainder 
of the fiscal year. 

"As you know, Congress appropriated 
$103 m1ll1on for the special milk program 
this year. Based on preliminary estimates 
of expenditures .-lor the year, however, we 
wou:d need at least $102 mlmon obligating 
authority In fiscal year 1966 If the present 
5-percent reduction Is continued through the 
full year. In order to hold ezpendltures to 
$100 million as Instructed by the Bureau of 
the Budget, It has become necessary to re­
duce obligations for the last half of the year 
by $2 million. 

"Because the school year generally begins 
In September, about 40 percent of program 
obligations occur from February 1 to the end 
of the fiscal year. This, In .order to reduce 
obligations by $2 million during the remain­
Ing 40 percent of the year, an additional 5-
percent reduction In claims 111 necessary be­
ginning with the claims for the month of 
February. 

"No restoration of funds Which may be 
saved by the percentage reduction method 
will be made after the end of the fiscal year. 

"Although the wording of section 215.7(e) 
of the special milk program regulations, ef­
fective December I, 1965, Is not spelled out 
as thoroughly as It was in the former sec­
tion 215.8(e) of the prior regulations, the 
Intent Is the same. No percentage reduc­
tion of reimbursement shall be applied to 
any part of claims submitted by needy 
schools appro'Ved for special assistance under 
the special milk program. 

"We hope the overall Impact of thls sec­
tion will not adversely aflect program opera­
tions. 

"Sincerely yours, 
"DEN!fJS M. DoYLE, 

-lHrector, Midwest Area." 

MENTOR PuBLIC SCHOOL, 
.. entor, Mtnn., JJ.nuary 31, 1966. 

Hon. WALTilll'tllPNDALE, 
Washingtoif, .tlr:. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: Atter much ez­
posure to aU the title programs, the pov­
erty program. and colossal waste that wUI 
take place there; to know that the Pederal 
Government ls trying to give away money far 

. endless "dreamed up" Jobs for youth at $UIII 
per hour (we know, because we had to 
dream them up and furnlsh namee of stu­
dents) ; then to know vast amounts of 

I foreign aid moneys are given away.,w1th no 

strings attaChed-and to read about e 
plans for school lunch In foreign countries 
at our expense, we superintendents have 
trouble with our temperatures when we read 
the enclosed news Item. _ 

We have had to deduct 5 pe'rcent on each 
of our monthly lunch reports on the Fed­
eral milk program-which seems s1l1y. Re­
cently I received a letter from the State de­
p 3.rtment of education stating that begin­
ning with the February report 10 percent 
must be deducted. Every time I do this 
I think how picayunish the Government can 
be about establlshed and proven programs 
and how unbelievably loose they can be on 
such programs as foreign ald. 

In light of some of the things mentioned 
above, Isn't It rather ridiCulous that the 
Federal Government should play the lunch 
program aids so closely? We should be get- . 
tlng more commodities-meat In particular. 
This year we have received considerably 
less. 

I have always "gone along with the Demo­
cratic Party but I am beginning to cool 
quite a bit. Let Congress and/or the ezecu­
tlve branch cut the school lunch program 
and It will be the biggest political mistake 
they ever made. This ls one place where the 
money ls not wasted on administrative costs. 
One party might blame the other, but the 
Democrats are In and must assume the re­
sponslbUlty. It really makes one perturbed 
to think that a cut In lunch aids was even 
consldered-say nothing about bringing it 
about. 

You 11'111 be smart it you work to in- I 
crea2e lunch program aids to schools-not 
to decrease them. Cutting aids would be the 
biggest Joke of the century. . 

Sincerely yours, 
E. P. NEmAuu, 

Superlntendent. 

BLOOMINGTON, MINN., 
January 27, 1966. 

Han. WALTER P. MONDALE, 
Senate Office BuildIng, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: I am writing to 
you to ask you to do all that you can to 
prevent the cut In the approprlatlolls for 
the school lunch and special milk programs. 

It you could see how much good thls milk 
does for some of the children In our schools, 
I am sure that you would not want to take 
thls away from them. Also, the appropria­
tions that cover the aid for our lunch pro­
gram. We have chlldren In our school that . 
would be quite hungry In the evening It 
they were not able to eat bere at school. 
And, It they had to pay more for their 
lunches, they would not be able to eat the 
good hot lunches that are prepared. It Is 
Important to keep our youQpters here In 
the United States well fed at a price that 
parents can aflord. 

I would appreciate your eflorts in prevent­
Ing this cut. 

Very truly yours, 
MttIUEL Ross. 

BLOOMINGTON, MINN .. 
JanuaTJ,l 17, 1966. 

Hon. WALTER MONDALE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washtngtan, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: I am a cook in one of our lunch­
rooms, in Bloomington. I can see how much 
good our hot lunch does for our boys and 
girls. Please see what you can do, so our 
school lunch and milk money will not be 
cut. 

Sincetely, 

BLOOMINGTON, MIN • .• 

Hon. WALTER F. MONDAlIoB, 
Hon. EUGENE McCARTHY, 
Senate Office Butlding, 
W/lShington, D.C. 

January 27, 1N6. 

DEAR SIRS : Plesse do not cut the appro­
, prlatlon for the school lunch and special 

m1lk programs. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs. LEONA JUNES. 

.. 
.. 



BLOOMINGTON, MINN., 

Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE, 
Hon. EUGENE MCCARTHY, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

January 27, 1966. 

DEAR SIRS: I am writing to you to ask you 
to do all that you can to prevent the cut In 
the appropriations fDr the school lunch and 
special 'mllk programs. 

If you could see how much good this milk 
does for some of the children in our schools, 
I am sure that you would not want to take 
this away from them. Also, the appropria­
tlon1! that cover the aid for our lunch pro­
gram. We have children In our school that 
would be quite hungry In the evening if they 
were not able to eat here at school. ADd, If 
they had to pay more for their lunches, they 
would not be able to eat the good hot lunches 
that are prepared. It Is Important to keep 
our youngsters well-fed at a price that par­
ents can afford. 

I would appreciate your efforts in prevent­
Ing this cut. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. GRACE LARSON. 

BLOOMINGTON, MINN., 
February 4, 1966. 

Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE, 
Hon. EUGENE MCCARTHY, 
Senate OjJIce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sms: I am writing you because of the 
proposed cut In funds for school lunch and 
special milk programs. I am hoping you and 
others will give this much consideration be­
fore It Is brought up before our lawmakers. 
If this cut"" made, as proposed by President 
Johnson, It 'IV11I mean the prices of lunch and 
mllk will have to be raised. If the price of 
lunches are raised there will be less partici­
pating In our lunch program. 

I am In hopes the proposed budget will 
be reconsidered by all persons who have the 
power to do so. 

Very sincerely, 
Mrs. FLORENCE RYMAN. 

WAUBUN, MINN., 
February 2, 1966. 

Hon. WALTER MONDALE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

My DEAR MR. MONDALE: We are very much 
concerned with the proposed cut In the 
budget for the support of the school lunch 
program. ShOUld a reduction take place In 
the amount of our reimbursement and also 
a reduction In commodities we receive, it 
would seriously Impair our program. 

At the present time we are operating our 
school lunch program at a loss because we 
charge our students only 20 cents. If it be­
came necessary for us to raise the price, many 
of our families would be unable to afford' 
lunches for their children. 

The boord of education and myself feel 
that the support of the lunch program is a 
very 'WClrthwhlle program and we would cer­
tainly not like to see a reduction In the sup­
port of It . In fact, it anything, an Increase 
would be most helpful. This Is a program 
that benefits all children and certainly is a 
very praCtical and humane way !!! m!l,kl!!.!L 
the very best use of any surplus agricultural 
products. 

Sincerely yours, 
HOMER M. BJORNSON, 

Superintendent. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., 
January 29, 1966. 

Mr. WALTER MONDALE, 
Minnesota Senator, 

, Washington, D.C. 
DEAR Sm: The Twin City Chapter of the 

Minnesota School Food Service Association 
met on Monday, January 24, at Richfield. 

This was the same day it was announced 
that the 1967 Federal budget recommended 
a cutback from $89 to $37 million for 
the school milk program. Also a reduction 
in the school lunch subsidy was announced. 

The 500 members of this chapter from the 
~ districts of St. Paul, Minneapolis, West 

St. Qut. RieJ fiehL. B1cyvntn n. Robbins­
dale, Edina-Morningside, Colum , 
and WhIte Bear Lake urges you to work for 
the restoration of these funds so that the 
school milk program and the school lunch 
program can continue to meet the needs of 
our schoolchildren. 

We trust that you and your COlleagues w111 
be able to execute economies in other areas 
rather than.at the expense of the school food 
services. 

Thank you sincerely. 
MAYME MOORE, 

Secretary, Twin City School Food 
Service Association. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., 
January 31, 1966. 

Hon. WALTER MONDALE, 
and 

Hon. EUGENE MCCARTHY, 
Senate Office Building" 
Washington, D.C. I 

Sms: Please do not . cut the appropriation 
for the school lunch and special mHk pro­
gram. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. ALFRED NYBO. 

STILLWATER, MINN., 
January 24, 1966. 

Senator WALTER F. MONDALE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: Regarding the milk fund and 
schOOl lunch programs-elther all students 
should benefit or none. Where can the line 
be drawn? Only the rich and poor will be 
able to survive the Great SoCiety. 

We surely do not want the inspection costs 
added to the prices we already pay for meats 
and poultry. 

Very truly yours, 
Mr. and Mrs. VERNON HOPHAN. 

ARROWHEAD COOPERATIVE MILK 
PRODUCERS AssOCIATION, 

Duluth, M inn., January 21 , 1966. 
Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: We, members of 
Arrowhead Cooperative Milk Producers As­
sociation, want you to do your utmost to 
restore any moneys that are being cut from 
the school milk program. 

This program Is one of the best and should 
be encouraged more, as It gives "nature's 
best food" milk, to the group that needs It 
most. It also supplies it to some who may 
not receive It otherwise. 

Thank you. 
Respectfully yours, 

Roy E. PETERSON, 
Manager-Operator . 

ST. PAUL, MINN., 
January 26, 1966. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: We are ' greatly 
~Isturbed over President Johns~n~s propo~al 

to slash the school milk budget. We feel, as 
an average taxpayer, some other budget could 
be considered. Why do we always have to 
consider the needy, they receive plenty al­
ready, and It Is we who pay for It; or the 
CUban exiles, who else but us, Is paying 
their transportation costs, etc.; or that high­
way beautification bill, is that as benefiCial as 
a glass of milk? 

Please give due thought to this proposal. 
Gratefully, 

Mr. and Mrs. ROGER REICHEL. 

BLOOMINGTON, MINN., 
January 31, 1966. 

The Honorable WALTER F. MONDALE, 
Senate Office BUilding, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: Congratulations 
to you as our Senator from Minnesota. 

Are you a supporter of the school lunch 
program as your predecessor, Vice President 
HUMPHREY is? I sincerely hope you are as 
I have a reques·t to make of you. 

I have worked In the school lunch program 
for 20 years and am aware of the benefits 
gained by our children by learning to eat a 
variety of different foods. The President's 
proposed budget Included large cuts in the 
special milk program and the school lunch 
program. These cuts. If allowed to pass, 
would mean an Increase In price to the chil­
dren and may well cause some to have to go 
without a school lunch. My request is that 
you lend your support to disallow the pro­
posed cuts and keep our school lunch pro­
gram a vital part of the Nation's economy 
helping our future cltlzens grow up strong 
and healthy. 

A friend of yours, Mr. Lero}, Johnson, with 
General Mills, mentioned last week that he 
too was going to tell you how Important It 
Is to support the school lunch program. 

Thank you for your consideration to thi" 
request. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. DAVID V. JOHNSON. 

ST. PAUL, MINN., 
January 25, 1966. 

The Honorable WALTER MO;NDALE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MONIIAWi: j.t-was with con­
siderable concern tha~ we rea4 that Presi­
dent Johnson's budget proposed reducing 
the sum spent on the schOOl milk program 
to 37 million for 1967-and, further, that 
only needy children be allowed to buy milk 
at reduced cost. 

It Is our considered judgment that these 
proposals are false economies to the extreme . 

In St:Paul w ere we sella 1 cen 
to students bringing a l~ from home, 
we are certain that an incr e to 4 pents 
(our cost) would seriously duce partlcl­
patlon among the very students who are 
most In need of milk at noon from a nutri­
tional standpoint. 

In secondary schools, which is our major 
service in St. Paul, it Is difficult presently 
to meet the needs of all the underprivileged 
because such students will go to lengths to 
avoid being stigmatized as such. We feel 
certain that such is the case In most second­
ary schools and only slightly less true In 
elementary grades. 

If the suggested reduction were applied 
to the school lunch program, It Is likely that 
our lunch charge In St. Paul would be In­
creased from Its present 25 cents to 30 cents. 
We feel that such an Increase would ad­
versely affect participation among the very 
students most benefited by the program. 

We have wor~ed hard-and have been 
greatly assisted by State and Federal aIds--­
to Increase participation In both the school 
milk program and the school lunch progrRmc 
St. Paul has more ~an doubled ~ pa.!:... 
tlclpatlon in the past 5 years. We are work­
ing to continue this progress. 

We urge that you give full consideration to 
this suggested reduction and work for Its 
reconsideration it you can do so In good 
conscience. 

Cordially, 
S. W. DOUCETTE, 

Director, St. Paul School Cafeterias. 

BLOOMINGTON, MINN., . 

Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE, 
Hon. EUGENE MCCARTHY, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

February 3, 1966. 

DEAR SIRS: Please do not cut the appro­
priation for the school lunch and special 
milk programs. 

Respectfully, 
Mrs. GERALD EVANS. 

WETTERGREN DAmy, 
st. Peter, Minn., February 2, 1966. 

The Honorable Senator MONDALE, 
Washington, D.C. . 

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: r. d In the 
paper where the mlik program e schools 
would be cut millions of dollarl and just the 
needy would be the recipients. I don't know 
who Is to do the classifying, etc., but I hope 
you will support the Inilk program on a full 
scale as Is ANCHER NELSEN. 

I believe the milk tbat children get In the 
morning Is the only &reakfast that most of 
them get. 

I trust that you wll1 check Into this mat­
ter, 

Sincerely, 
Ro_or W. WETTERGREN. 

P.S.-I discussed tlU8 with Russell G. 
Schwandt, who was our speaker at Lions yes­
terday at my request, and he said to contact 
you. . 

BLOOMINGToN, MINN., 
January 27, 1966. 

Hon.. WALTER F. MONDALE, 
Hon. EuGENE McCARTHY, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sms: I am writing to you to ask you, 
to do all that you can to prevent the cut In 
the appropriations for the school lunch 
and special milk programs. 

If you could see how much good this milk 
does for some of the children in our schools, 
I am sure that you would not want to take 
this away from them. Also, the appro~la­
tions that cover the aid for our lunch 0-
gram. We have children In our school t 
would be quite hungry In the evening If 
they were not able to eat here at school. 
And, it they had to pay more for their 
lunches, they would not be able to eat the 
good hot lunches that are prepared. It is 

. Important to keep our youngsters well fed 
at a price that paren~1 can afford. 

I would appreciate your efforts In prevent­
Ing this cut. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. LILLIAN MAnNIG. 

MINNIIlAPOLI8, MIlot .. 
February 7, 1966. 

The Honorable WALTER F. MONDALE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: I aaIt tha:; you please reconsider 
the cut In appropriations for school lunch 
and special milk programs. I hope the cut 
will not be approved. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. FaANK Mn.LEIlEN. 
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ercent they propose to take out of the 

school milk program. 
I think that is a great disaster; and I 

hope we can get to the President, back 
behind his facade of speechwriters, and 
help him realize, No. I, the inconsistency 
of this approach; No.2, its devastating 
effect on the schoolchildren of America; 
and No.3, its lack .of overall wisdom. 

My colleague has had an illustrious 
career as food-for-peace Director, and 
knows something about the programs 
abroad; but I believe he would agree 
that, on a dollar-for-dollar basis, no 
program we have set in motion has done 
more Jor American children than this 
milk program. So I hope, as my col­
league has suggested, we can get. through 
to the President and straighten out this 
situation, because, while surely there are 
places in this great big budget the White 
House has sent down where we should be 
economizing, I do not thing it is wise 
to accept this attack of a 79-percent cut 
in the school lunch program. 

One way to let the program move for­
ward is to provide a continuous expan­
sion of the supply of milk. That can be 
done, as my colleague has suggested, by 
action of the Secretary of Agriculture 
in providing a more adequate and equit­
able price support for milk products in 
America. 

I thank my colleague for yielding. 
Mr. McGOVERN. I thank the Sena­

tor for his very helpful contribution. I 
am certainly happy to respond to his 
suggestion about the rich dividends that 
we receive, not only in this country but 
in the countries we have tried to assist 

i::-seas, with such efforts as school 
k and school lunch programs. I have 

t ought for a good many years that, 
taking into consideration the entire 
foreign aid program, the overseas aid 
of all kinds, there is no part of that 
whole program that has returned such 
great dividends as the programs that 
have been aimed at improving the health 
of schoolchildren and preschool chil­
dren through the milk programs. 

That has been true here in our own 
country. Some years ago, when I 
served as Director of the food-for-peace 
program under the late President Ken­
nedy, I received a very thoughtful letter 
from the dean of the University of 
Georgia, who said that in his best judg­
ment, there was no single Federal pro­
gram that had done so much to improve 
the lives of the people of the South in 
the last 30 years as the school lunch and 
school milk programs. He said that 
many of the youngsters had suffered 
from an inadequate diet over the years, 
and he thought it had held down both 
the physical growth and the educational 
growth of millions of people in the 
South, and that the school milk and 
school lunch programs had done more 
to correct that situation than anything 
else. 

I applaud the Senator's high priority 
on these programs, and I hope that we 
will be successful in restoring the funds 
to an adequate level. That is one thing 
the Congress can do something about. 

! Iluite true that the Secretary has 
,1'ity to set the price support levels 
lk, but Congress has the authority 

to restore the funds that are needed for 
our school milk and school lunch pro­
grams; and I hope we will be able to re­
store them to an adequate level. 

In terms of our national defense, we 
can present a better picture to the world, 
and a stronger defense position, if our 
young people are healthy and strong. 

It has always disturbed me that such 
Ii. high percentage of our young people 
are rejected as unqualified for military 
service because of health deficiencies. 
One of the ways to correct that in terms 
of the future defense needs of the coun­
try is to make sure that we have an ade­
quate supply of high protein foods, and 
that we do not exercise a penny-wise, 
pound-foolish program with reference 
to those items. 

I thank the Senator for his excellent 
contribution to the discussion. 

Mr. President, the number of milk 
cows in the dairy herds here in the 
United States has reached an alltime low 
as of January 1 of this yea·r. The num­
ber of cattle reported stood at 16.6 mil­
lion head on January I, which is a de­
cline of 5.6 percent from a year ago. 

The total milk production for 1965 
stood at 125 billion pounds, which is a 
drop of 1 Y2 percentage points from the 
previous year. In January, national 
milk production was off 5.3 percent from 
the previous year. 

This decline has been continuing for 
several months. The greatest decline in 
milk production is in the heart of the 
dairy country of the United States-in 
my part of the country-Minnesota, Wis­
consin, Iowa, and the surrounding States. 
The decreases for January were 14 per­
cent in Minnesota, one of the great dairy 
States. 

Mr. President, I pause at this point to 
say that the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. MONDALE], who is necessarily away 
'n'rJM me eemtCe on official business, has 
asked me to insert in the RECORD a brief 
statement on the dairy situation. He 
feels strongly that steps are needed to 
arrest the decline in dairy production. 
I, therefore, ask unanimous consent that 
his statement be included in the RECORD 
at this point, before I continue my re­
marks. 

There being no objection, the state­
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR MONDALE 

There are many reasons why we must 
maintain and support a dairy industry-in 
fact, our entire agricultural industry-which 
is capable of meeting the needs of the 
American consumer, as well as our commit­
ments abroad. 

Population is rising. Youngsters Will need 
milk as they grow up, to supply the needed 
nutrition. 

The President has called for a war on 
hunger, pointing out that "hunger poisons 
the mind, saps the body, and destroys hope, 
and is the natural enemy of mankind." 

He added that "we must have adequate 
supplies of dairy products for commercial 
markets, and to meet high priority domes­
tic and foreign program needs. Milk from 
U.s. farms is the only milk available to 
millions of poor ~hlldren abroad." 

These are some of the reasons why we 
must take steps necessary to stop the de­
cline in dairy production. 

I think the time has come to raise the 
support price for milk so that farmers can 
be encouraged to maintain their herds. 

Now is the time to act, before more dairy 
farmers get out of the dairy business. Un­
less we stop this decrease in milk production, 
we may wake up and find that we cannot 
supply the milk needs of the American con­
sumer, much Jess meet our foreign com­
mitments. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. President, pro­
duction is down some 7 percent in Wis­
consin and 15 percent in Iowa, as com­
pared to January 1965. The drop in 
the State of South Dakota for this ''{lame 
period of time is 9 percent. The si't.!!,.a: 
tion is such that when milk prices ana. 
returns from dairying are compared to 
such alternative farming enterprises as 
hogs, beef cattle, and soybeans, dairy 
farming comes out second best. 

This point was made very well a few 
moments ago by my colleague [Mr. 
MUNDT]. Many farmers, therefore, are 
relieving themselves of the 7 days a week 
confinement necessary to dairy opera­
tions. We know that the upper Midwest 
is a reservoir for the dairy industry. 
It is this area that most fluid milk mar­
kets depend upon for their reserve sup­
plies. It produces a great deal of our 
butter, cheese, and nonfat dry milk. 
I hasten to add, however, that virtuallY 
every State in the Union is involved in 
tlie dairy industry in one way or another. 

If we are to have an adequate supply 
of milk and dairy products · in 1966 and 
1967, it is imperative that the exodus 
of dairy farmers be stopped. This can 
only be done by giving dairy farmers 
assurance that they will be rewarded 
fairly for their efforts. We are not talk­
ing about some kind of unwarranted 
subsidy or financing, but merely the as­
surance of a fair return is for the hard 
labor which is involved in dairy farming. 

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr., President, will 
the Senator from South Dakota yield at 
that point? 

Mr. McGOVERN. I am glad to yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PROXMffiE. Is it not true that 
the Agricultural Act of 1949 specifies as 
a criteria for the price-support level­
one of the important criteria-that the 
Secretary shall establish price supports 
at a level which will assure an adequate 
supply? 

Mr. McGOVERN. The Senator is 
correct. 

Mr. PROXMffiE. The whole thrust of 
what both Senators from South Dakota 
have stated in their extremely able 
speeches is that the supply will not be 
adequate unless the Secretary recognizes 
this criteria and gives weight to it, that 
we will have shortages which could result 
in a temporary bonanza for dairy 
farmers. There is no question that if the 
prices rise severely and sharply, it would 
be very temporary indeed. Some farmers 
might take a shortSighted view of this 
and be very happy. 

The point is, it would be bad for the 
dairy industry as well as for the con­
sumer. It would also be bad for the 
stability of prices generally. The up­
ward surge in prices would be temporary, 
but our experience indicates that whereas 
an appropriate, steady increase in the 
price support level by the Secretary of 
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Agriculture could assure adequate sup­
plies, the law of supply and demand 
would come into adjustment at an ap­
propriate level-say 85 percent of parity, 
or some reasonable, moderate level-and 
thus the dairy farmers of the country 
could continue to maintain their herds. 
They could and would make their plans 
accordingly. They would be able to stay 
in the dairy industry. The result would 
be, in the long run, a healthier picture 
for the dairy farmers as well as a better 
picture for the consumers and for price 
stability generally. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I agree with the 
Senator from Wisconsin. As I under­
stand his point, the consumers have just 
as great an interest in stabilization of 
dairy prices and supplies of dairy com­
modities as does the producer. This is 
not a one-way street. We are not talk­
ing here about the problem of the dairy 
farmer alone. We are talking about in­
suring an adequate supply at fair prices 
for families all across the country. Thus, 
it is really a double problem, of concern 
to the consumer, as well as to the 
producer. 

The Senator is correct, that in the 
long run a price support level adequate 
to assure necessary supplies of dairy 
commodities is in the interests of both 
the taxpayer and the consumer. 

Mr. PROXMIRE. Let me say to the 
Senator from South Dakota who, along 
with his colleague [Mr. MUNDT], repre­
sents the most agricultural State in the 
Union, or at least the one state in the 
Union in which agriculture represents 
the largest proportion of total income, 
and who are, therefore, deeply aware of 
the problems, that the No. 1 economic 
injustice in America is low farm income. 

There is no question about that-in 
terms of the investment made, the 
amount of work they put in, their effi­
Ciency, and in terms of the risks taken. 
Farm income is much too low for all 
farmers. We can make a conVincing 
case of economic injustice for virtually 
every farmer. But it is particularly 
severe for the dairy farmers. The 
Secretary of Agriculture has won appro­
priate respect for the honesty and ac­
curacy of his statistics which show that 
in my State-the No.1 dairy-producing 
State in the country-farmers receive 
an income, if you allow them only a 4-
percent return on invested capital, of less 
than 50 cents an hour. 

This is right now. That is not a few 
months ago when the farmer's income 
was even lower. He is receiving less 
than 50 cents an hour, when the mini­
mum wage is $1.25 an hour. As I say, 
our farmers are among the most skilled 
workers in America. 

It seems to me that this adds another 
dimension to the very strong argument 
which the Senator from South Dakota 
is making, that the Secretary of Agri­
culture should give careful consideration 
to increasing price supports for dairy 
products from 75 percent of parity to a 
level which will assure an adequate sup­
ply, which will bring the dairy farmer a 
little closer to the kind of income he so 
richly deserves. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I thank the Sena­
tor from Wisconsin for his keen,observa­
tions. I, of course, agree with him 
wholeheartedly. I agree that agricul­
ture is the one major sector which has 
not generally shared in the rising eco­
nomic prosperity of the country as a 
whole. For almost 5 years now, this 
country has enjoyed an unbroken eco­
nomic advance-taking the economy as 
a whole-but the farm families of the 
Nation have not shared fairly in that 
economic advance. They are grateful 
for what Congress has done, particularly 
in the passage of a general 4-year farm 
bill in 1965, which does provide some de­
gree of stability. But the fact remains 
that even with the 1965 program and 
other steps which have been taken by 
the Department of Agriculture, and by 
Congress, the per capita income level 
of farm families is still far below the 
national average. Thus, we do have an 
imbalance in this country in rural Amer­
ica, and particularly, as the Senator has 
said, with reference to dairy producers. 

M:r. PROXMIRE. I thank the Sena­
tor. 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Mr. 
President, will the Senator from South 
Dakota yield? 

Mr. McGOVERN. I am glad to yield 
to the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. I 
wish to support the pOSition taken by 
the Senator from South Dakota and join 
him in urging action to increase dairy 
price supports. 

I used to be both in wheat farming and 
in the dairy business. Therefore, I be­
lieve I know a little bit about the opera­
tions involved in both. 

Probably the most difficult type of 
farming operation is that of the dairy 
business which keeps you on the job all 
day long, 7 days a week. 

When farmers start losing money in 
the dairy business, they quickly go into 
some other kind of farm operation. 

We are in the situation now where if 
the price supports are not increased and 
milk marketing orders are tied to price 
supports, we may face severe shortages 
in the years to come. The consumer 
would be far better off to have a little in­
crease in price now and be assured more 
adequate supplies, rather than face 
severe shortages in the future. 

The time of that shortage may not be 
very far off. We hear a lot of talk about 
increased exports of wheat and other 
grains. We are now experiencing ex­
ports three times as high as they were 
only 4 or 5 years ago. If worldwide de­
mand continues, many dairy producers 
will shift to grain production, as grains 
will be in great demand if we can con­
tinue to increase exports. 

I join the Senator in requesting higher 
price supports. They should have been 
increased before. There has been no in­
crease for many years. The dairy farm­
ers are in the most difficult financial 
straits of all agricultural produce,rs. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I thank the Scnator 
for his observation. I think there is no 
question about the fact that the Ameri­
can farmer has contributed greatly to 

the strength of the country as a whole, 
and has done it without an adequate 
compensation to himself. There is no 
country on the face of the earth today, 
and there has never been a country in 
the history of the world, which is pro­
vided with an adequate food supply for 
its people at such a small cost to the 
consumer. 

As the Senator has said, in spite of 
the price support program, which some 
people see as a device to increase the cost 
of food, the fact is that food is a bar­
gain. Food takes only 18 percent of the 
income of the American consumer. In 
some countries it takes as high as 50 
percent of the family budget to buy food. 
So we are in an unusually favorable 
position as far as food consumers are 
concerned. What we are pleading for is 
an adequate and fair compensation for 
the farmers who provide us with the 
most wholesome supply of food in the 
world at the lowest real cost. 

The kind of price support we are ask­
ing for can be supplied under present 
law simply by increasing the support 
level. This increase can be directed by 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Under the pricing criteria of the Agri­
cultural Act of 1949, the support price to 
farmers must be increased to assure even 
a semblance of an adequate supply. 

As I said earlier in our discussion, this 
matter is being taken up with the Secre­
tary. I hope a number of us can sit down 
with the Secretary of Agriculture soon 
and make our case. I think we have a 
Secretary who has the interests of Amer­
ican agriculture at heart. I have fait.}. 
that when the case is made to him, i 
face-to-face discussion, he will do wha: 
ever is within his authority to deal with 
this problem in a fair manner. 

If the present trends continue in the 
dairy industry, we are going to be faced 
with acute shortages of milk and dairy 
products for years to come. A cow can 
be slaughtered in an instant, but it takes 
a minimum of 2 years to replace a dairy 
cow, and then she can be replaced only 
if there is a mother around to give birth, 
which will not be the case if dairy herds 
are liquidated. 

Severe shortages of milk and dairy 
products will immediately result in in­
flationary prices at the consumer level, 
and this is what we want to prevent. If 
the herds continue to be liquidated, a fu­
ture shortage will result. That means 
uncontrolled price increases. An in­
crease in the dairy supports will not 
cause an inflationary spiral. The best 
assurance against inflation is produc­
tion, and the only assurance that milk 
will be produced is by giving the pro­
ducer a fair price. 

The present status of the industry 
concerns many people very deeply, not 
only because of farmers, but from the 
viewpoint of consumers and the view­
point of many of our communities. In 
many of the Northern States the milk 
plant is the biggest industry in town. 
I can think of many towns in my own 
home State where the dairy plant is the 
backbone of that particular cornrn."";>v 
I am informed that many of th 
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