Proposed Reduction of Appropriations

for the School Milk Program - Feb. 8

Dairy Support Prices - Feb. 18
Dairy Colloquy - Nelson - March 17
National Milk Sanitation - March 25

Butterfat - Sugar Products - June 9
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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 Edueation 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, nowrishing 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 program, 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
iggg and an estimated 3 billion plus in

The relahlonsh.ip 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
broposal has caused a storm of protest
‘both here’ mWashi.ngton 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 Federal
aid for the spécial milk program should be
sufficlent so that milk at the “milk breaks”
15 supplied free to the students.

Mrs. Grace Larson, Bloomington,
Minn., said: y

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

Mr. V. E. Harris, Twin Ports Co-op
’t-v Dairy Association, sa!d-
This program s very essentlal to the
\ farraers of our Natlon and even more Im-
portant to the schoolchildren.

Mrs. Themas J. Jones,
Minn., said: "

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

Aai!ttwmmtbaﬂenmmhﬂ:ataﬂ
percent of these children will 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 Iow 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 gzreatly reduced con-
sumption

I am heartened that Senators Prox-
mire and HoLuanp have indicated their
opposition to this cut, and I intend to
oppose it firmly.

Faribault,

lowing letters from Minnesota residents
be printed in the Recorp at this point.

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

THE SAINT PAUL PUBLIC SCHOOLS,
Saint Paul, Minn., January 25, 19686,
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 mlll: at
reduced cost.

It is our considered Judgment that these
proposals are false economles to the extreme,

In Saint Paul where we sell milk at 1 cent
to students bringing a lunch from home, we
are certailn that an Increase to 4 cents (our
cost) would serlously 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 1s dificult 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 Salnt Paul would be in-
creased from 1ts 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 alds—
1o increase participation in both the school
milk program and the school lunch program.
Saint Paul has more than doubled such par-
ticlpation In the past 5 years. We are works
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-
sclence.

Cordially,
8. W, DouceTrs,
Director, Saint Paul School Cafeterias,
Bt.ooumamn MINN., -
January 31, 1966.

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

Dear Senaror Monpare: Congratulations
to you as our Senator from Minnesota.

Are you & supporter of the school lunch
program as your predecessor Vice President
HuampHrey 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 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 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- gnlng to tell you how important 1t
18 to support the sehool lunch program.

Thank you for your consideration to this
reguest.

Sincerely yours,
Mrs. Davin V. Jommox
January 26, 1066.
Dear SENaATOR MoNDALE: We are greatly

‘disturbed over President Johnson’s

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 elze but us, is paying their
transportation costs and so forth, or that
highway beautification bill; is that as bene-
ficlal as a'glass of milk?

Please give due thought to this proposal.

Gratefully
Mr. and Mrs. ROGER REICHEL,

Faribault, Minn., Jenuary 28, 1966.

Senator WALTER P Monnm,
Senate Office Building, -
Washington, D.C. A

DEAR SENATOR Mownpare: Can unythlng 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
depend on thelr getting that 'penny-a-oarton

‘Although our

‘ milk twice a day at school.

county commissioners declared our Rice
County not in need of the poverty fuuds
available, this was an unrealistic decision,

Actually, there 15 much poverty in Rice
County and Faribault. Wages are low here
and the cost of living high, Our real astaﬁe‘
taxes are $330.66 per year, * * * my wages 60
per week for 6 days & week. Unions are al-y
most unheard of here in Faribault except
among the most skilled labor.

This letter is written in great haste as T
felt I must in some way protest. I realize it
is not worded most effectively. 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 first time I
have vehemently dlsagreed with the admin-
istration, and T am sure that this is going to
be o weapon in the hands of the Repubiicans
during the next election. C'mon, now, let’s
reconsider this deecision and urge Pres!dnnt
Johmson to retain this beneficlal milk pro-
gram just the way it has been.

Very sincerely,
Mrs, THOMAS J. JONES,

ARROWHEAD COOPERATIVE MILK
PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION,
Duluth, Minn., Jenuary 21, 1966.
Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE, '
U.S, Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SEnaToR Monpare: We, members of
Arrowhead Cooperative Milk Producers Asso-
clation, want you to do your utmost to re-
store 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 “natures h-esf.
food,” milk, to the group that needs 1t most
It also, supplies it to some, wWho may not re-
celve it otherwise,

Thank you.

Respectfully yours,
Roy E, PETERSON, i
Manager, Operator, Arrowhead Coopera-
tive Milk Producers Assoclation. = ]
MenToR PUBLIC SCHOOL,
Mentor, Minn., January 31, 1966.
The Honorable WALTER Momu.!. |
Washington, D.C.

Dear SenATor Monpane: After much ex-s
posure to all the “title programs, ‘the poverty
program and collossal waste that will take
place there; to know that the Federal Gov-

ernment is trylng to give away mon %

endless “dreamed up” jobs for youth at 81
per hour—(we know, because we had
dream them up mamm#m
dents): then to know vast amounts %
eign aid moneys are glmm away
strings attached—and
plans for school lunch ln torelgn eo'ah
at our expense, we superintendents have
trouble with our temperatures when we read
the enclosed news item. e
We have had to mﬂwm each
of our monthly lunch reports on the Federal
milk program—which seems silly. Recently
1 received a letter from the State department
of education stating that beginning with the
Peobruary 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-
elgn ald.

In light of some of the things mentioned
above, isn't it rather ridiculous that the Fed-
eral Government should play the lunch
gram alds so closely? We should be gm
more commaodities—meat in particular. This
year we bave received considerably less.
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our youngutera wan-ted at a price that par-
ents can afford.
I would appreciate your efforts in prevent-
this cut.

Vi truly yours,
oY Mrs, Grace LARSON.

BLOOMINGTON, MINN,
Hon.WmP.l{mmmmHon.Evm

MCCARTHY,
Senate Office -fanuaw,
Washington, D.C.
Dear Smms: I am. wx-mng you because of the

lumhamnmthmwmbemm
pating {n our lunch program. :
I am in hopes the proposed budget will be
reconsidered by all persons ﬁﬂ‘ﬁ?ﬁn the
power to do so.
Very sincerely, =4
mn’m

m
mmbtm Mmm;hbmnz‘;
Hon, WarTER MONDALE,

U.8. Senate,

Washington, D.C. ]

My Dear Mn. MoNDALE: We are very much
concerned with the proposed cut in the
budget for the support of the school lunch
program. Bhouklamﬂmtakoplmm
the amount of our relmbursement
a reduction in commodities we
would seriously impalr our program.

At the present time we are operating our
school lunch program at a loss because we
chmourstudmtsuhlymoenu Itltbe-

%

afford lunches for their children.

‘The board of education and myself feel
that the support of the lunch program is 8
very worthwhile program and we would cer-
talnly not like to sce a reduction in the sup-
port of It. In fact, If anything, an increase

would be most helpf

very practical and humane way of making
the very best use of any surplus agricultural
products, .
Sincerely yours,
HonEr M. BIORNSON,
Superint
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HBLosaaxaToN, iim.\'.,
Joenuary 27, 1968,

‘Eon. Warrei F, MonnaLes,

Hon, BEvcene MoCArTHY,
Benale Ofice Bulldiag,
Waaidington, D.C.

Duaz Sms: I am writing o you to ask you
to do all that you gane to prevent the cut in
the approprintions for the school lunch and
gpecial mlik progroams,

If you eould sce ow much good thiz milk
doss for some of the eidldren 1n our schools,
you would not want to take

Also, the approprics
ald fov our lunch pro-
sdeen in our seliool that
i i ke evening If they
And, if

would be gulte
" were not able to ant lm.c it sehool.
they had to pay Tore for tlelr lunches, thoy
would niot bu'able to eal the good hot lunches

thet are prepaved,
our roung well-fed ad
BHLE Thnl
I wouid apg
ing tiks cun
Very traly yours, )
AMrs, GRace LARSON.

BLOOMINGTON, MiINN, .
February 4, 18066,
Houn. Wartes F. LloxDare,
Hon. EvceENE McOAnTHY,
S¢pate Office Bullding,
Washingian, D.G,

Dean Sms: Tam writing you because of the
proposed cut In funds for school lunch and
gpecial mllk programs, I am hoping you nnd
otiters will pive this muech consideratich he-
fore It is brought up before our lawmakers,
If thls eut iz mede, as proposed by President
Johinson, it will mewu the prices of lunch and
mik will have to be ralsed. If the price of

It is Imiportant to keep
& price that pars

Feriule your ciforis In prevent-

lunches are ralsed there will be less particl- |

pating in our lhunch 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.

WausuN, MINN,
February 2, 1966.
Hon, Warter MoONDALY,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

My Dzan Mg, Moxvsre; 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 relmbursement and also
e Teduction in commoditics we recelve, it

would serlovsly impsir our program.

At the present time we are operating our
school luich propram ot o loss because we
charge our studelils only 20 cents, If it be-
came necéssary for ua to ralse the price, many
of our families woild be unable to afford
lunches for thely chlidren,

The board of eiducation and myself feel
18T the support of the luneh program is a

worthwhalle program and we would cer-
talnly not like to s¢e 4 reduction in the sup-
port of it. In faet, I anything, an increase
would be most helpiul, This is a program
that benefits all chlidren and certainly i3 &
‘very practical and humane way of making
the very best use of any surplus asgriculiural

‘Sinesrely yoilrs,
HoMer. M, BIoaxsoN,
Superintendent.
BTN NEAPOLIS, MINN,
January 28, 1566.
Mr. WaLTEz MoNDALE,

finnesott Scnaior,

wultington, D.Q.

Dear Sm: The Twin City Chapler of the
‘Minnesota Sehool Food Eervice Assoclatlon
“met on Monday, January 24, ut Richfield,

This wis the same day It was announced
that the 1967 Federa] budget recommended
n cutback I[rom 85 to 8§37 million Ifor
the echool miik program. Also a reduction
i the school lunch sabsidy wis announged.

sehieol districts.aff St Paul Jinneapalis, Wi

the rost iese funds so that tho.
school il p:ogﬁ:m and the sezmai lunch

Program can epniinie to meet the nseds of
our schoglehildren.

We trust that you and your collengues will
bz able to executs cconomics in other areas
Falier than af Lho expense of the school food
‘services.

~ Thank you sincersly,
Marme Mooze;
Emtary. Twin City School Food
Service Association.

The 500 membars of this chapterfrom the |

anmrm.m. MinN,,
Jdunuary 31, 1966.
Hon. Wartzn MonDALE,
and
Hon. Evcenz MeCARTHY,
Senate Ofice Duilding,
Wasivington, D.C,

Bms: Please da not cud the approprintion
. for the school iunch and special milk pro-

gram.
Sincerely,
Mre.
STILLWATER, MINK,
Jenuary 2§ 1966,
Senator Wanten P, Monpas,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sin: Reparding the nmidlk fund and
schoo! luuch programis—elithicr all students
should beneflt or none, Where gau the line
be drawn? Ouly the rieh and poor will be
able to gurvive (the Great Society,

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

Very truly yours,
Mr. and Mrs. Veaxon Horman,
ARNGWHEAD  COOFERATIVE
PROGUCERS ASSOCIATION,
Dulwth, 3w, Jenuary 21, 1866,
Hon. Wantin F. MoxpALe,
1.8, Senate,
Washingion, D.C,

Dean Benaton Moxpane! Wo, members of
Arvowlhead Cooperative Milk Producers As-
socintion, wnul you to de your utmost to
restore any moneys that are belug cut from
the school mllk program.

This program Is one of the best and should
be encouraged more, as 6 gives “nature's
best food™ milk, to the group that needs (¢
most. . It also suppiles it to some who may
nob receive it otherwise.

Thank. you.

Respectfully yours,
Rox B, Prrtnson,
Menager-Operator,

Atrren Nyzo.

Mg

87, Pavn, Miny,
January 26, 1964,
DrAR SEWATOR MoONDALE: We are mreatly

~cisturbed over Présilent Jolhinnon's propesal

to slash the sehool mille budget. We feel, as
&0 Overage taxpayer, some giher budgets could
be considered. Whay do we always have to
consglder the needy, they receive plenty al-
ready, end it is we who pay for it; or the
Cubnn exliss, who else but us i paylng
thelr transportation costs, etc or that high-
way beautiiont'on Hil is that as beneficial as
& glass of milk?

Please glve duo thought to this proposal.

Gratefully,
Ay, and Mrs, Rostr REweyot.,

BLOOMINGTON, MinN.,
Junuary 31, 1066,
The Honorable Warrei F. MONDALE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dpsn SEnaTorR Moxoarz: Congratulations
to you as our Senator from Minnesota.

Are you a supporier of the school lunch
program as your predecessor, Vice President
Hupmraeer 15? I sineerely liope you are as
I have a request tc make of you.

I have worked in the school lunch program
for 20 years aund am ownre of the hehefits
galned by our children by learnlng to eat a
varlety of different foods. The President's
propoged budget included large ouis in the
speclal milk program and mn sochivol tuunch
program. These cuts, {f allowed to pass,
would miean apn increidse N price to the chil-
dren and may well couse same Lo have to go
witliout o school lunch. My requess ls that
you lend your support to disallow the pro=
posed cuts and kKeep our schdo! lusnohl pro-
gram o vital part of the Natlon's cconomy
helping our future citizens grow up strong
and healthy.

A friend of yours, My, Leroy Johnson, with

" General Mills, mentioned 1nst weok thit he

too was going to-tell you how importanut' it
is to support tho school fungh program.
Thank you for your considerulion to this

quest. .
Biiﬂm yo y
e 313‘ %“m 50 Jmm

&r. PAGL, MINK.,
January 25, 1966,
Tie Honorable WarnTer MonNDALE,
U.S. Senate;
Washington, D.C.

Drar Sgxaron Mownvarz: It was with con-
siderable concern that wo read thut Presi-
dent Johnson's budget proposed reducing
the sum spent on the school milk program
to 37 milllon for 1567—and. further, that
only needy children be allowed to buy milk
&t reduced cost.

It 15 our considercd judgment that thesa
proposels are false cconomies to the extreme.

In St. Paul whore we sellimitle 5t 1 cent
to stidents bringing a hmil I.am
we are cortaln. thut an inceoase 0. & cinis
(our cost) would ‘serion r'cdtwa p.:mc -
pation smong the Very onty ''whi are
most In need of milk al noba ..rvm & nati-

hools, which 5 ovr nm‘n.r
service In. bi i, 1t I8 dimenit prs
to meet the hm:!l- nf 'all the widerprly
besaure such stndents will 'go' to leng L
nvajl being stiginntized ng auch. Weo:feel
verinin that sach Jy the onse in MOsT seeoi-
wTy nolioois and anly elichily less frus in
clopmentary. grados.

If the suggestod reduclion Were Applisd
to the school lunch pragram, it s sikely that
owr Jumneh charge in &b Paul wolld Do ins
eroased from s nresehit 25 penttn 1o 30 cants.
We foel thas such #n inerehse wounld ad-

vernely aflect participation amiong the very
students mozst bonedited By Whe program,
We have workid hard—and hoave been

sate nud Fedeprl wifs—
to inctense pariiclpnilan in Both the schngolt
millt program and hie achool Junch grogea,
8%, Paul has mory than doubled sueh par-
ticlpation in the past 5 years, “We are Work-
ing to continue this 1a“o~r =15, |
Wearge that you glve full consideration o
this sugeested reducilon and work Zor s
; Yeconsideration I you can o 8o v good
, couselence,
" Cordially,

proatly pssisted by

S. W, Dovgerrs,
Director, 58I, Peul School Cafeterias,

Brooswarow, M,
February 3, 1568,
Hon. Warten F. Monpars,
Hon. EvcENE MCOARTIHY,
Senate Ofice Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sms: Please do not eut the apnro=
priation for the school lunch and spécial
mlik programas.

Respectiully,
Ara. Gzaaio TANs,
Weorrencaur Damy,
$1. Peter, Minn., February 2, 1956.
The Honorable Sensciocr Mosnoars,
Washinglon, D.C.

Dran Szsator Monopars: T orend in $he
paper where the milk progrém for the achools
would be cut milllons of dollars and just the
needy wotlil be the recipienis, Idon' Znow
who 15 t0 do the elnssifying, ete., but I hope
you will support the milk program on a full
scale a5 1s ANCHER MiLeEN,
© I belleve the milk that ehildren get-in tho
morning is the only breakiast thad mest of
them get.

. I trust that you will check into this mat-:
&r,
Stneerely,
Rongat W. WETTERGREN.

PB—I diseussed this wm:\ Russell G
Schwandt, who was our speaiier-ab Lions yes-.
terday at my reques it and he ﬂ';d to contact:
you. 1

BLOOMINGZGN, MINN., |
January 27, 1906.
Hon. WaLTes P. MonoaLs,
Hon. Buorye McC.
Senate Dfice Build
Washingion, D.C.

Dear Sms: I am wriling €o you to ask you.
{0 do all that you cin o prevent the cut in
the pppropriatlons [or the schopl lunch
and special milk. programas,

I you could see how much good this k.
doed for same of the children in our schools,
I am surg that you would not want 1o take
this away from them, Also, thie npproprig-
tiona that cover the ald for our linch: pro-.
gram, Wa have children in our school thsh
would ba guite iy !.a the ovening if

" they wers not abis to eat hers nt school
And, If they had to pay moere for their
Iunehes, thsy woiitd not be uble (o st fhe

tgood hot lunches that are prepaved. It 2
Important to keep our younosters well rfed
at a price that parents can afford,

I would apprecinie your efforis In prevehit-
mg this cut,

Very truly you:s,

1 : -I.\:i.m*& armm

HQR&

nbmmew,ﬁm

'rhe Honorable Witree T, MONBALE,

Senate Gjfice Biilding,

L Washingion, D.0,
Dian Bir: I psk thnd
the cul n appropria
and specinl ik pro
wiil not be approved.

Sticerely,

Fou pioase rectnsider
ns for school lunch
ak. I hope the cut

Nirs, PRANK MILLERER,




ginm, We

Twera not nble to entr here nt aehiool,

“Hon, Wavrtez

BLOOMINGTON, MINN.,
Jenuary 27, 1806:
Hon: Wantes F. Moxoave,
Hon. Bucexs MeCanrayY;
Senata Ofice Buiiding,
Wazlington, D.C.

Dean 8ms! Iam writing to You 1o A5K you
o do all thnt youl cam o to prevent ilie cut in
the approprintions o the school lunch and:
spocial Wmilk pragrims,

If you couldd nég how much good this milk
toes Tor sbmia of shlldren in oulr schools,
X am gure t «would not wunt to take
this awn y fye m. Alab, the approprin-
tions that cover ‘.bn. aid for our luinch pro-
have elildren in our =chiool thnt
would be duite lungey In the svening if they”
aAnd, i
Fhey Bl to pay more foy thelr luuehes, they
would nat be ablio 10 ¢at the goot hot lunches
that ‘aro propared. It s impertant te keep
our youngsters well-fed at a price that par-
entg of aflesd.

I would spprecinte
ing thids cut.

Very truly yours,
Mrs. Gaace Lansox,

BLooraNGron, MINN., .
February 4, 19§66,
. MoxpaLre,
Hon, Bugenz MeCsnray,

your ¢fforts in prevent-

'Senate Qffida Bullding,

Washingion, D.C,

Deag Sms: I am writing you because of the
proposed cut in funds for school lunch and
special milk programs. I am hoplug you and
others will give his much consldeération be-
fore iv is broughit up before our lawmakers,
If tiils cut is made, as proposed by President
Johmson, it will mean the prices of lunch and
milk will have to be ralsed. If the price of

Iniclies arve ralsed there will be less partici- |

pating in our lunch program.

I am in hopes the proposed budget will
be recansidered by all persons who have the
power to do su

Very sincerely.
Mrs. PLORENCE RYMAN,

Wavsuw, MINN,,
Febriary 2, 1966.

Hon., WarTea MoxDaLs,
U.s, Senate,
Waskington, D.C.
.My Dear Mz, Mannare: We are very much
concerned with the proposed cut: in the
budget for the support of the school lunch
program. Should & reduction take place In
the amount of our relmbnnsemant and ziso
& rediction {n commodiiies we receive, .t
swould seriously impalr our program,

At the present tims we are operating our
school luneh proginm at & doss because we
eharge our students oniy 20 cents. If it be-
eame necessary for us toralse the price, many
of ocur familiess would be uesable to afllord’
lunches for thelr chlldren.

The beard of educatioin and myself Ieel
that the support of the lunch program fs a
wvery worthwhile progoss and we would cer-
talnly npt ltke to see a reduction inthe sup-
‘port of §, In fact, !f anyfhing, an increaso
would be most helplul. This is a program
$hat benedis oll children and certalnly s a
?exy raciieal and humane way of making
the very best use of any surplis agricuitural
prooucts.

sm»arely ?awq.
Honge M, BIoaNsoN,
Superintendent,
MiymEAPOLIS, MINw,
Jenuary 29, 1966.
@me_o_nn_»_\w‘

: B Bchool Food Servies Assmiauon
et on Monday, January 24, nv Richfield.

This wos the same day it was announced
wbat the 1967 Federtl budget recommended
a euilbatk from 869 to @57 million for
tha selcol milic pregram, Also a reduection

4n the schoct lunch subsidy was announced,
The: Eﬂﬁ‘r mmnm ax this chapter fyom the
s Balnr  West

prograia chn co-mnue ‘o mieet the naeds of
cur schoclohildren.,
‘We trust that you and your colleagues will

C ke ﬁbLe to execute cconomies in other areas

rather than at the expense of the school food
services.

Thank you sincerely,
Mavaie MOGRE,
Smctary, ‘Twirn Gity Scirouvl Food
Service Associnhon.

\Im:wmm:.;.-s, m:»;«
Jannunry 31, 2968.
Hon, Wavren Mospany,
and

Iom. Bueene MeCantiy,

Senate Ofice Building,

Washington, D.G.

sy Plense ¢lo not. cut the appropriation

. for the school lunch and special milk pro=

gram,
Sincerely,

AtinEn NYBo.

Synrwatea, Miwew,
Janyary 24, 1966,
Semator Wazren F, Momoaus,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Bia: Regarding the miiks fund nnd
gehool lunch programs—elther sll students
should peneflt or none. Whera can the line
be drawn? Only the rieh and poor will be
ahble to survive the Grest Soclety.

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

Very truly yours,
M, and Mrs. VeaxoxN HoPHAN.

ArpownEan  CoorEraTive  MiLg
PaonucEns As TIONM,
Duluth, Minn, Jenuary 21, 1566,

Hon, Wauremn ¥, MonDALE,
U.S, Sencte,
Washington, D.C.

Dzan SEnator Monpan: We, moembers of
Arrowhead Cooperative Milk Producers As-
sovintion, want you to do your ulmost (O
restore any moneys thatl are being cut from
the school milk program.

This program i3 onfte of the best and ahould
be encouraged more, as It gives “nature's
vest Tood" milk, to the group that needs It
most. It also supplies it to some wlio may
not receive 1t otherwise.

Thank you.

Respoctiully yourﬁ.
Roy E. Perepson,
Manggee-Operator.
St. Pavn, MINK,
January 28, 1966.
Dean Bemaron Monpars: We are greatly
- disturbed over President Johnson's proposal

to sinsh the school milk budget. We feel, as
an average taxpayer, some other budget could
be considersd. Wiy do we always have to
conslder the nsedy, they recelve plenty al-
ready, and it Is we who pay for it; or the
Cuban exiles, who eise bul us, la paying
thelr transpertatidn costs, ete.) or that high-
way beautifent'on bil, 15 that as beneficlal as
n glass of milk?

Please give due thought to this proposal.

Gratefully,
My, and Mrs. Rocrn RECHEL.

BroommNeTom, Minw,
January 3, 1686,

i The Honorable Wanrtez F. MONDALE,

Senate Office Building,
Washingron, D.C.

Deaz Sznaton Moxbai®: Congramulations
1o you as our Senslor from Minnesoto.

Are you a supporter of the school luneh
Program gs your predecessor, Vice Preaident
Humpurey 182 I singerely ha,,m you are ag
I Bave a request o make of you.

I have worked in the schogl lunch progeam
for 20 years and &m aware of tho benefits
gained by our children by leirning to eat a
variety of diflereni foods, The Prosident's

propozed budgef Included large cuts in the!

special mllk programt and the school lunch
program.  These puts, i nllowed 1o pass,
would mean an Inerease In price to the chil-
dren and may well cause some to have to go
without a scliool Iunch, My request is that
you lend your support ¢o dlsallow the pro-
posecdd cuts and keep our school lunch pro-
gram a vital part of the Nation's ‘coononmy
helping our future citizens grow up strong
and healthy.

4 frlehd of yours, Mr. Leroy Jolinson, with
General Mills, mentioned last week that he
too was going to tell you how {mportant it
15 1o support the school luneh program.

'I‘hz.nk you for your cansiderailon to this

Jcm,uary 25, 1 966
The Honorable WarrTer Monbare,
U.8, Senate,
Wuashington, D.C,

Dgar SBexaton Moxoang: It was with con-
siderable concern thuat we read that Presi-
dent Johnson's budget proposed reduciang
the sum spent on the schiool milk program
to 37 million for 1867—and, further, that
only needy childreén e allowed o buy milk
at reduced cost,

It Is our considered judpinent that these
proposals are [alse cconomles Lo the exireme,

.

I St. Paul whors we stil mille pb 1 dent
to students bringlng o lunch from! Home,
wa are certaln sau.l, 43 innreane to 4/ ohpta
{otir cost) wonld sopioully redlss pavilei=
pation mmong the yory etidents Who ‘aré
In necd of milk at noon from A natri-
tional standpolas,

In secangiary sehiools, wislch is
service in 5t Paul, it 8 dihesay
10 meet ithe noeda of all the wnde

i will oo o lengrihi o
zod: noaucks  We fedl
the case in mostsccond-
less “true 0

By major
p-c._'."rl.h.'

certain that such is
ary schodls and only slightly
elementory grades.

If the suggested  reduction were appited
to the schodl Innch progeiiy, it is LK1y thnt
ovr lunch charge in St Pavi woulit e -

croased from ita present 25 cents to Slicents.
We feel that such nn' incrépse would b=
versely alfect }::I’h'.‘.pﬂ.ﬂﬁﬂ dmong. the very
students imost benedlied by tie program.

We lave work L.‘l hard—and have hein
greatly asalited by State and Fedaral o
to {ncrease partisipation in Botk the so:
ilk progrom and the school luneh progra.
§t, Paul les mores than doubled suehy par=
tleipation {n the pnst § years, "We ars wosk-
Inge to continue this progress,

Wi urge that you give full consldéraiion to
s suggested raduction aund work for its

, reconzideration If you ean do ze in good
| toascionce, ; '

Cordially,
8. W. DouczrTs,
Director, Si. Paul Scliool Cajfeicrias.
Broommnsrow; Morn.,
February 3, 1966,
Hon. Warrsr P Iiowoanr,
Hon. Eucexe MeCanTuYy,
Senate Office Building,
Washingion, D.C.

Dzsn Sms: Please do not cut the appro-
priatlon {or the school Junch and special
milk programs,

Respectiully,
xt
Virrrenonei DAy,
St. Pater, Minm., Februdry 2, 1986.

. GEand Evans.

| The Honorably Senator MOMNDALE

Washingtion, D.C.

Dran_ gxwazop LMoNdans: I read In the
paper where the milk pregram for the schiools
would be cut mitl'ony of dollars and ust the
needy would b2 thoe recipients, I don't know
who i& to do the ¢lassifying, ¢to., but I hope
vou will support siie milk program on a full
scale as is ANCHER NELSEN.

I believe the mili thet children get in the
morning is the only hrea}cfasr that most of
them get.

I trust that you will check into this mat-
ter..

Sincerely, X :
Rovent W WETT=RoEEN:

PS—I discusaed this willt Russsii 6.
Schwandt, who Wwas pur speaker ak Lions ves-
terday at my request, & ad ke said 16 coniant
you. R

DLOGMINGION, MINN,,
Jonudry 27, 1958,
Hon, WALTER P, Moibare,
Hon, EvcEne McOastiT,
Senate Cffice Building,
Washington, DC.

Dean Swma: I am writing to you o ask you,
to do all that you oun to pravent the ouiin
the appropriafions for the school lundh
encl special milie programs.

If you could see how much good tals mlis
‘does for some of the childsen in our senuols,
I am au¥e that you swould 1o% want to take
thls away from them, Also, {he appioprin
tlona that eover the ajd for oiir ltinel pro-
gram. We haevé childeen in owe'seliool that
would ‘be quite hungry In the svening AL
" they were nof oble to eat e st =chool.
And, if they had -to pay more foy their

- lunches, they would not be nble To eat the

good hot lunches thab are prepared. Itidls
important to keep our youngsiers wall fed
ata price that parents-can-alford.
T would appreciate your ellorisln prevent-
ing this cut.
- Very Lruly yours,

iz

;mexwm

"rhe Hokorable Watrm T
Senate: B,m'r:c Bullging,
- Wasiingion, D.C.

Dean Bi: T ask that you plesse vegonaldss
the eut in appropriations {o* rehsa‘ fungh
and specid rullR programs, I hope the eus
will net Be npproved.

Sincerely,
Wra, PRAW NITLEREN,
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*‘im.* SPECIAL MILK PROGRAM

. Mr. MONDALE, Mr. President, sev-
‘eral days ago I protested the reductlon
dn funds for the special milk program.
Since then I have received a flood of

t.eleg-rams lett.ers. and calls urging me
to support both the school lunch and
special milk programs. I intend to do
s50. 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
JoserH TypINGs 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 Recorp. But I do
ask unanimous consent that a repre-
sentative sampling be printed in the
Recorp at this point reflecting the views
of Minnesotans.

There being no objection, the lefters
were ordered to be printed in the
Recorbp, as follows:

STATE 0F MINNESOTA,
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION,
St. Paul, Minn., February 7, 1966.
The Honorable WALTER F. MONDALE,
U.S. Senadte,
Washington, D.C.

DeAr SEnaTor Monpare! During the last
number of weeks we have received two tele-
grams and a letter from the U.S. Department
of Agriculture, coples of which are en-
closed.

Because of the many benefits that are
provided to our schoglchildren under these
programs and because of their contribution
to the edueation, welfare and health of the
participants, I feel the lowering of payments
to the schools will have a great detrimental
effect on the school lunch and special milk
programs in our State.

There is 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-
ministrative arrangements for programs in
Minnesota public schools in which special
emphasis and direction were placed upon
providing milk for needy children and chil-
dren in schools without a food service pro-
gram that would be above and beyond the
efforts now being made by loeal school boards
in taking care of these needs.

In view of the significant approprintion

° Inoney for recently developed and new

‘ograms, 1t is difficuit for me to understand

hy programs such as school lunch and spe-
cial milk 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 curtalled In their appropriations.

Because of the substantially worthwhile
contributions of these two programs: and
the increpsed participation in them by
schoolehildren, I urge you to do everything |
possible to reinstate t.he funds to thelr pres-
ent level and §

commissio;lcr of ldmﬁon.

o, ”

CMBO In.,
“January 27, 1966,

“C. E.Hovr,
“School Lunch Section, Beparxment of Edu-
cation, St. Paul, Minn.:

“For your information the Presldent's
budget for 1967 requests total of $183 million
for school lunch with breakdown as follows:

“Cash payments, $129,415,000; section 11
special’  mssistance, $6,500,000; section 6,
‘835 million; administration, $2.085,000.

“Reqmt of 021 million for npeclal milke

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 qu.lckly as they are available.
“Denwis M. DoyLe,
“Food Distribution, USDA, Chicago.”

“CHicaco, ILL,

“Cart HorT,

“Director, School Lunch Seétion, State
Department of Education, St. Paul,
Minn.:

“In accordance with instructions from the

Bureau of the Budget to hold expenditures

under the special milk program to $1 blllion '

inclusive of administrative costs for this fis-
cal year you are hereby advised that the
current deduction of 5§ percent will be in-
creased to 10 percent beginning with claims
for the month of February. Schools and
child care institutions should be notified as
promptly as poseible. As provided in sectlon
2156.7(e) of the special milk regulations no
deductions will be made in reimbursements
to needy schools. »
"DENNIS M. DOYLE,
Director, Midwest Area, U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture.”

"U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
CONSUMER AND MARKETING SERV-
1cE, Foop DISTRIBUTION,
“Chicago, Ill., December 28, 1965,

“Mr. C. E. HoLT,

“Director, Sehool Lunch Section, Stuate De-
partment of Education, St. Paul, Minn,
Minn.

"Dear MR, Hort: This will supplement my
wire of December 23 on the special mlilk
program fund situation for the remalnder
of the fiscal year.

“As you know, Congress npproprls.ted
$103 million for the special milk program
this year. Based on preliminary estimates
of expenditures for the year, however, we
would need at least £102 mliilion obligating
authority In fiscal year 1966 If the present
B-percent reduction is continued through the
full year. In order to hold expenditures to
$100 million as Instructed by the Bureau of
the Budget, 1t 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 i8 necessary be-
ginning with the claims for the month of
February.

“No restoration of funds which may be
saved by the percentage reductlon method
will be made after the end of the fiseal year.

“Although the wording of section 215.7(e)
of the special milk program regulations, ef-
fective December 1, 1965, 1s not gpelled 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 approved for special assistance under
the special milk program.

‘‘We hope the overall impact of this sec-
tion will not adversely affect program opera-
tions.

“Sincerely yom's.
ENNIs M. DOYLE,
= “:Dﬁ-m‘:'tor Midweat Area.”

—

MeNTOR PUBLIC Scroor,

tor, Minn., January 31, 1966.
Hon. War! I "
Washingt D.C.

Dear Snm'nm Mownpare: After much ex-
posure to all the title programs, the pov-
erty program, and colossal waste that will
take place there; to know that the Federal

. Government s trying to give away money for.

endless “dreamed up” jobs for youth at 81.25
per hour (we know, because we had to
dream them up and furnish names of stu-
dents); then to Xknow vast amounts of

. forelgn ald moneys are glven away.with no:

strings attached—and to read about the
plans for school lunch In forelgn countries
at our expense, we superintendents have
trouble with our temperatures when we read
the enclosed news item. 2 -

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

In light of some of the things mentloned
above, isn't it rather ridiculous that the
Federal Government should play the lunch
program aids so closely? We should be get-
ting more commodities—meat in particular.
‘lrhis year we have received consliderably
ess.

I have always ‘gone along with the Demo-
cratic Party but I am beginning to cool
guite a bit. Let Congress and/or the execu-
tive branch cut the school lunch program
and 1t will be the biggest pollitical mistake
they ever made. This Is one place where the
money is not wasted on administrative costs.
One party might blame the other, but the
Democrats are in and must assume the re-
sponsibility. It really makes one perturbed
to think that a cut in lunch aids was even
considered—say nothing about bringing it
about.

You will be smart if you work to in-'
crease lunch program alds to schools—not
to decrease them. Cutting alds would be the
biggest joke of the century,

Sincerely yours,
E. P, NEIBAUER, .
Superintendent.
BLOoOMINGTON, MINN,,
January 27, 1966.
Hon. WaLTER F. MONDALE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MoNpare: 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

If you could see how much good this mﬂk
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-
tions 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.
And, If they had to pay more for their.
lunches, they would not be able to eat the
good hot lunches that are wepared 1t is
important to keep our here in
the United States well fed tt a price that
parents can afford.

I would appreclate your eﬂnrts In prevent-
ing this cut.

Very truly yours,

Bmm
mwm ) 1966.

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

Dear Sir: 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 ean do, so our
school lunch and milk money will not be "
cut,

L Ellmtdr ‘ gv:

| -

| - Bmomumn. mu.
January 27, 1066.
Hon. WaLTer F. MONDALE,
Hon, EUGENE MCCARTHY,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Simms: Please do not cut the appro-
priation for the school lunch and speclal
milk programs.

Sincerely,

Mrs. LEONA JUNES,



S BLOOMINGTON, MINKN.,
J 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

‘If you could see how much good this milk
does for some of the children in our schools,

1 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 children in our school that

“would be gquite I 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 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, ) ’
- Mr5. GRACE LARSON,
B!.oom(mm
: ! Feb-mary 4, 1988
Hon, Wum F. MONDALE,
Hon. EUGENE McCARTHY,
Senate Office Buﬁdmg,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sirs: I am writing you because of the
proposed cut in funds for school lunch and
special milk . I am hoping you and
others will give this much consideration be-
fore it is brought up before our lawmakers.
If this cut i8 made, as proposed by President
Johnson, it will mean the prices o(lu.nch and
milk will to be raised. If the price of

! d there will be less partici-
pating in our lunch program,

Iminﬁdputhswopoudhudge:wm
be reconsidered by all persons who have the
power to do s0.

Very sincerely,
Mrs. FLORENCE RYMAN.

Wausun, MInN.,
- February 2, 1966.
Hon. WaLTER MONDALE,
U.S. Senate, .
Washington, D.C.

My Deag Me, 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 t 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 pur families would be unable to afford:
lunches for their children.

The board of education and myself feel
that the support of the lunch program is a
very worthwhile 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 & program
mtbmeﬂtaauemm“dmlyisa
the very best use of any surpl.us-asricuituml
products.

‘Sincerely yours,
HoMmer M. Bamu.
wpwfntendent

lmvmmm{ My,
_ January 29, 1966.
- Mr. WALTER MONDALE,
Minnesote Senator,

ashington, D.C.

Dear Sm: The Twin City Glaapter 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 budg mommsnded
a cutback from 889 to million for
the school milk program. A&m a reduction
in the school lunch subsidy was announced.

The 500 members of this chapter from the
school districts of St. Paul, rpolis, West

restoration of these
MMWMMM1M
pmgramoanmnﬂmemmeestheuaedsu:
our schoolchildren.
| Wemstmtywammrconangneswm
be able to execute economies in other areas
%ﬁumﬂaﬁmmo{mammm

“Thank you sineeray
'.,f MooRE,

MaymE
Secretm:v. 'mm City School Food
- Service Association,

Mnmxapoms, !.[

] January 31, 1988

Hon, WALTER MONDALE,

and

Hon. EUGENE MCCARTHY,

Sendate Office Building,

et s |
eate do not cut the appro)

for the school lunch and wf;mmﬂim g—?ﬁ.

Stnoemly.
Mrs, AL¥RED Nymo.
STILLWATER, MINN.,
January 24, 1966,
Senator WarTeEr F. MONDALE,
Washington, D.C. e

Dear Sir: Regarding the milk fund and
school lunch programs—either all students
should benefit or none. Where can the line
be drawn? Only the rich and poor will be
able to survive the Great Soclety.

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

Very truly yours,
Mr, and Mrs VeEanon Horman,

ARROWHEAD Goom.nm Mg
PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION,
Duluth, Minn., January 21, 1966.
Hon, WALTER F. MONDALE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR BENATOR Momm 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 1t
most. It also mppliea it to some who may
not receive it otherwise.

Thank you.

Respachfulty yours.
E. PETERSON,
thagsr— Operator.

ST, Paun, MINN.,
January 28, 1966.
DeAR SENATOR Monpare: 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 tion costs, etc.; or that high-
way beautification bill, is that as beneficial as
a glass of milk?

Please glve due thought to this proposal

Gratetully.
Mr, and Mrs. RoGER REICHEL.

BLOOMINGTON, MINN.,
January 31, 1966'
The Honorable Wavres F, MONDALE,
Senaie Office Butlding,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Senator Mownpane: Congratulatlons
to you as our Senator from Minnesota.

Are you a supporter of the school lunch
program as your predecessor, Vice President
Humeuney 1s? T 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 Jaware of the benefits
gained by our children by learning to est a
varlety of different foods. The President's
proposed budget inecluded large cuts in the
speclal milk program and the school lunch
program. These cuts, if allowed to pass,
would mean an increase In pﬂee to the chil-
dren and may ‘well cause some to have to go
without' a school lunch, My request s that
you lend your support to disallow the pro-
posed cuts and keep our school lunich pro-
grama_;ﬂtalpmdrthnm‘_ :
helping our mtum emzensr_"'

LA
A friend of yours, Mr, Imflohmon. with
Gieneral Mills, mmﬂmm ‘week that he
too was going to tell you how important it
is to support the school lunch program.
Mmtormmndderaﬂon 10 this-

Sincerely yours, r
; Hu, navm V. Jomnson.

sr Pa‘ui;‘lmmq
.nmuary 25, 1966.

The Hmmmhly WALTER #
U.s. Senate, 1
Washington, D.C. A

DEeAR Bmuroa M
slderable concérn
dent Johnson's bu
the sum spent on the
to 87 million for 1967—and, further, that
only needy chiidren be allowed to buy milk
at reduced cost,

It 1s our considered judgment that these
Pproposals are false economies to the extreme.

 Washington, D.C.
DeAR

to students 1
we are certain _an répse
{our cost) would seriously rec
pation among the very students who are
most in need of milk at noon from'n nutri-
tional standpeint.

In secondary schools, which {5 our major
service in St, Paul, it 1is dlm ﬁfeaensly
to meet the needs of all the underprivileged
because such students will go to lengths to
avold being stigmatized ns such, We feel
certain that such is the case'in most second-
ary schools and only slightly lmb ﬁ‘ue in

to the school luneh |
our lunch charge in St. Paul would be in-
creased fromiummmnsmmsumu
We feel that such an increase would ad-
versely affect participation among the very
students most benefited by the program.

We have worked hard—and have heen
greatly assisted by | ite and Federal alds-
to Increase partic t.he a:h :ﬂl‘;othchm schoal

rogram and un program‘,.
é’?*pfm‘fm more t.hgn ‘doubled gl_q! E:
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
consclence,

Cordially,

S. W. DoUucETTE,
Director. St. Paul School Cafeterias.

BLooMINGTON, MINN,,
February 3, 1968
Hon.'WmF.Mom
Hon. EUGENE McCARTHY,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C, L.

Dear Sms: Please do mot cut the appro-
priation for the school lunch and special
milk programs.

Raspmtmlly.
Mrs. GERALD EVANS.

WETTERGREN DAIRY,
St. Peter, Minn., February 2, 1966.
The Honorable Senator Mox
Washington, D.C.

Dear  SENATOR. Momgu.z
paper where the mik progra
would be cut mﬂllm of dol
needy would be the reclp
who 15 to do the ¢
vou will support the n
scale as is ANcHER NELSEN,

I believe the milk children get in the
morning Is the only | t that most of
them

I trust that you wuq&mk - into this mat-
ter. It /

Sincerely, E
W‘- wElt!m N

PS—I discussed with Russell G
Schwandt, who was at Lions yes-
terday at my requea;, he said to contact
you. =

BLOOMINGTON, MINN.,
January 27, 1966.

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

Dear Sms: T am writing to you
to do all that you can to prevent i
the appropriations for the schot
and special milk programs.

If you could see how much good tj.d.‘s mil
doesrarsomeofthachﬂdreniﬂonr :
I am sure that you would not
this away from them. Also,
tions that cover the aid for
gram. We have children In.
would be quite hungry in |
they were not able to eat

| at a price that parents can afford.

I would appreciate your efforts in prevent-

ing this cut.

Very truly yours, Fes
~ Mrs. Lu

The Honorable WALTER F.
Senate Office Building,

Sm: I ask thai you plemmonsldar
the cut in appropriations for school lunch
and special milk programs, I hope the cuf
will not be approved.
Sincerely,
‘Mrs. PRANK MILLEREN,
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percent 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. 1, 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 bhasis, no
program we have set in motion has done
more for 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

"~ gseas, with such efforts as school
and school lunch programs. I have
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
glﬂsemrrect that situation than anything

I applaud the Senator’s high priority
on 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.
J' vaulte true that the Secretary has

ty to set the price support levels
, but Congress has the authority
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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
» 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
confribution 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 year. The num-
ber of cattle reported stood at 16.6 mil-
lion head on January 1, 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 15 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, Towa, 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
IMr. MO% ALE], who is necessarily away

on official business, has
asked me to insert in the Recorp 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 Recorp
at this point, before I continue my re-
marks.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be prinfed in the
Recorp, 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
supplles of dairy products for commercial
markets, and to meet high priority domes-
tic and forelgn program needs. Milk from
US., farms 1s the only milk avallable to
millions of poor children abroad.”

These are some of the reasons why we
must take steps necessary to stop the de-
cline in dairy production.
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I think the time has come to raise the
support price for milk so that farmers can
be encouraged to malintain 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 wiake up and find that we cannot
supply the milk needs of the American con-
sumer, much less 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'same
period of time is 9 percent. The situa-
tion is such that when milk prices and
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.
Mounpr]. 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 fiuid 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
the 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-
inzg 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 fo yield
to the Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr, PROXMIRE. 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. PROXMIRE. 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. MunpT], 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.
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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.

Mr. 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, 7T 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 finaneial
straits of all agricultural producers.

Mr. McGOVERN. Ithank the Scnator
for his observation, I think there is no
question about the fact that the Ameri-
can farmer has contributed greatly to
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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 counfry 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 dre in an unusually favorable
position as far as food consumers are
concerned. What we are pleading for is
an adeguate 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 T said earlier in our discussion, this
matter is being taken up with the Secre-
tary. Ihope 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 faith
that when the case is made to him, L,')J
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 liguidated.

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 commpinit
I am informed that many of t.hp

\
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