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"We can make g large reduction in the number of Governé
ment automobiles in the Department of Agriculture in Washingtonssse"

Savings: Amount unspecified.

Sources Mr, Douglas, Sgnator fiom. Illinoia, Congressional Recorq,
July 27,’ 1951’ Pe 92014 ' '

# ¥* +

®9,0eRedtce to the 1948 level the agricultural appropriations
of REA, farm loans, conservation and research, thereby saving $250,000 -
. 0004 t" |

Savingss $250,000,000. _

Source: Statement by Mre Robert Ci Hendrickson, Senator from’
New Jersey, March 31, 1951, pe 2.

* * *

"To recapitulate, the reduction in funds for the agricultural
conservation and land resources program, administrative expenses and
acreage allotments and marketing quotas, and for the Commodity Credit
Corporation price=support program afford opportunity for reductions in
the Department of Agriculture well in excess of (150 million, All of
- this reduction stands on substantially the same reasoning, The ad=
ministrative expenses asked for in these three programs ar3 respectively
- $25,250,000 for the sowcalled ACP program; $2L,000,000 for the allote
ments and quotas administrative expense} and %%0,200,000 for CCC '
‘administrative expensesw=a total of $69,h50,000.

"A study of these items, among others, caused the board of
directors of the American Farm Bureau Federation to conclude that a
saving of $30,4000,000 in tlie administrative expenses of the Department
of Agriculture should be the minimum goal in this economy effort,"

Savingss $30,000,000-p$150,000,000.

Sources Mr, Kline, President, American Farm Bureau Federation, in
Hearings before the Subcomnmittee of the Committee on
Appropriations, House of Representatives, 824 congey 1lst-
Sessey Department of fgriculture Appropriations for 1952,

Part 2, pe 1207,




PERSONAL SERVICES

"eee/Sen, Douglas 7 saidsssthe Department of Agriculture
were the worst offenders in the matter of overstaffing,"

Savings: Amount unspecified,

Source: Mr, Douglas, Senator from Illinois, as reported in the
New York Times, May 2, 1951, DPe 35 '

i * * % *

RESEARCH AND MARKETING ACT OF 19L6

GENERAL

"The committee approves $L3700,000 for 1952 /Tor the Research
and Marketing‘Act /, which is {1,232,000 less than'funds available for
1951 and $800,000 less than the estimates for1952, This represents
a general reduction of 10% in alll projects included in this appropriae
tion together with a reduction of approximately 50% in funds requested
fof the project 'Expansion of outlets for farm products,' In view .
of the recent trend awdy from'a buyers market, it is doubtiul
that the same attention needs to be given to the expansion of foreign
outlets and to the stgd;y‘ of consumer preference aml demande"

Savings: $800,000,
Source: Report of the Committee on Apprcpriations, House of

Representatives, 82d Congey lst Sesssy Department of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952, p, O ’

BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

"esel cannot agree that we should spend $2,150,000 on the
more or less theoretical and nebulous end of the work of the Bureau
of Agricultural Liconomics pertaining to economic investigations,
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The subcommittee did take away from the estimates given by the Budget
for this item the sum of $379,000 and allowed §$2,150,0004¢0¢"

e 5 8 8 o

"411 my amendment does is to further decrease that
particular appropriation by $150,000, It would still leave those
people for this work $2,000,000 and with which to make investigam
tions and studies, based on data which they gather under the other
portion of this appropriation, for which we will allow them $2,850,000,

"yee$2,000,000 i8 a lot of money, It will hire approxie
mately LOO people, at the least, Surely this should be .ufficient
personnel to analyse the results of the statistical data gathered by
the further expenditure of another $2,850,000," i

Savings: $150,000,

Source: Mr, Andersen, Representative from Minnesota, Congressional
Records May 10, 1951, pe. 5321, :

* % #

"A total of $5,000,000 is recommended for 1952, #2 ,150,000
for economic investigations and $2,850,000 for crop and ]’.ivestock
estimates, The amount approved for cirop and livestock estimates
is substantially the same as for 1951,..,the committee has reduced

funds for economic investigations substantially /$395,0007 in view
. of the absolute necessity of reducing expenditures," - \

Savings: $395,000,
Source: Report of the Committee on Appropriations, Rouse of

Representatives, 82d Cong,, 15t Sess., Department of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952, py O,

AGRICULTURAL RESFEARCH ADMINISTRATION

OFFICE OF ADVINISTRATOR
Salaries'anﬂ Expenses «

"eeeThe sum of $560,000 fTor the Office of Administrat.or
a reduction of $27,500 in the amourit available for 1951 and $27,0
in the 1952 estimates, is recommended in the interests of economy,
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The committee expects this reduction to be made in such a manner
as to not interfere with the extension of the role of the advisory
committees in the research programs of the Department,"

Sa.vinga s $2? ’OUU.

Source: Report of the Committee on Appropriations, House of
' Representatives, 82d Cong,, lst Less., Department of
Agriculture App roprigpion Bill, 1952 Pe 1o

RESEARCH ON AGRICULTURAL PROBLEMS OF ALASKA

",eeThe committee recommends $250,000 for 1952 /for Research
on Agricultural Problems of Alaska&? a decrease of 130,000 below the
1951 appropriation and the 1952 budget estimates, Since approximately

50,000 is available to Alaska under the appropriation for the Office
of Experimsnt Stations, thia reduction appears advisable in the
interest of econamy.

SaVingB : $30’ 000,
_ Source: Report of the committee on Appropriations House of

Representatives, §2d Congey lst Sess,y De partment of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952, p. ;

.BUREAU OF HUMAN NUTRITION AND HOME ECONOMICS .

Salaries and Expenses,

® "eenThe sum of $1,350,000 is approved for 1952 /[Hom the
Bureau of Human Nutrition and Home Fconomies 7 a reductiw of §133,100
in the level for 1751 and $122,500 in the estimates for 1952, The
committee feels that some prodaota of this Bureau should be poatponed
during the current amergency."

Savings: {132,500,

Souree: Repor% of the Committee on'Appropriations, House of
Ropuerertatives, 824 Congey lst Sesse, Department of .
Mgl vars a,nr:»ropmatmn Bill, 1952, p, g
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"I have asked that this item "Human nutrition and home
economics! be cut from a proposed $1,350,000 to 71,000,000 recognize
ing first that the committee already has allotted less than the
budget estimate and less than the money contained in the bill in
fiscal 1951, Bute.ethe appropriation proposed for this Bureau is
. approximately five times what it was a decade ag0eceeThat would
indicate that this bureau, &long with many other Lureaus of the-
Government, has mushroomed more than there is Jjustification for, and
that it can and should be trimmed,"

Savingss $350,000,

Sources Mr, Sikes, Representative from Florida, Congressional
Recoxrd, May 10, 1951’ Pe 53280 ' :

BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY

Salaries and Expenses,

‘MqeeThe amount recommended /for the Bureau of Animal
Industry/, $23,800,000 is $L35,000 less than funds availal e in 1951
. and $1,050,000 less than estimates for 1952, This reduction has been
made primarily in the funds for animal research, which the committee
believes can be curtailed in view of the emergency situation and the

Federal financial deficiteess"
Saﬁngs -4 $1,050,00‘0.
Sourge:s Report of the committee on' Appropriations, House of

Representatives, 82d Cong,y lst Sess., Department of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952, pe Te -

Meat Inepection Fund,

"T come here today to present to you the considered judge
ment of this Si=year=old organization of commercial beef cattle
producers on the proposal to permit reimbursement by any persony firm,
or organization for the expenses of Federal meat inspection in excess
of those which can'be met from the amount appropriated for such pure
poses each jr.ear. ve .“ .
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"eseWe /The American National Cattlemen's Association 7
“belicve it not 10 be in the interest of good government because it
will remove from congressional control the expenditures of an adw
ministrative agency, and we believe it will tend to put the burden
of payment of public health service upon the livestock industrye"

Savings: Amount unspecifieds

Sourge: Mre Re Hally Assistant Secretary, American National
Cattlemen's Assoclation, in Hearings before the Sube
. commnittee of the Committee on Appropriations, Senate,
82d Conges Lot Sessa, Agricultural Appropriations for
522: Pe g30o ks

BUREAU OF DATRY INDUSTRY

Salaries : gr}d Expenses,

’ ",eeThe amount approved, $1,450,000, is a reduction of
- ' $139,500 below funds available for 1951 and $139,000 below the estimates
for 1952, The comiittee feels that the work of this Bureau /Dairy
Industry / should continue on those projects which are of the most
“direct value to the current defense effort, The reduction is recommended .
. -+ for this item in view of the need to curtail expenses wherever p ossible,!

Savings: $139,000,

Source:t Report of the Committee on'Appropriations, House of
Representatives, 82d Conge, lst Sesss, Departient of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952, pb, 7=Be

BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL ARD INDUSTRIAL CHEMISTRY

Salaries apd Expenses,

’

"eesThe committee approves 7,200,000 for this Bureau
[Fericultural and Industrial Chemistry 7 for 1952, a redugtion of
approximately 10 percent from'thé appropriation level for 1951 and
the budget estimates for 19524ee¢The reduction, which is recommended
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in the interest of economy, will require a complete re=evaluation of
the work of the Bureauw and the elimination of those projects vwhich
are less important to the welfare of the country at this time,"

Savings: 10 percent of budget estimate.

Source: Report of the Committee on’Appropriations, House of
Representatives, 82d Cong.y 1st Sess,, Department of

', Agriculture Aggrogriation Bill, 1952, pe Os

BUREAU OF ENTOMOLOGY AND PLANT QUARANTINE

General, o o

Meeed total of $12;425,000 is approved, §10,625,000 for
salaries and expenses and 1,800,000 for the control of emergency
outbreaks of insect and plant diseases, This is a reduction of
$1,L05,060 below the funds available for 1951 and $973,000 below
the estimates for 1952,44¢"

"The committee /on Appropriations, House of Representatives 7
has been partiocularly concerned with the dperations and administration
of this Bureau for the past several years, The original survey made
by the investigative staff of the committee more than g year ago
showed some very serious defects in its programsSees"

"The committee has never been fully satisfied with the
extent of cooperation and funds received from State and local organie
zations with respect to most. of the conirol programs of the Bureausess"

"In addition, the committee seriously questions the alvimbility
of continuing work on cértain of the programs such as those concernw
ing the Japanese Beetle, the Golden Nematode, and Hall Scale, Based
on evidence received, many of the methods employed in eradicating varie
ous inseets and plant.diseases are questionedeses"

Savingss $973,000,
Sources Report of the committee on' Appropriations, House of

Representatives, 82d Congs, 1lst Sess,, Départment of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 19525 PPe Uy Je

* # "
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Salaries and Expenses .

"Last year the _[I'J'epartment. of Agriculture Appropriations]
comittee also was very critical of the fact that you [ITIr. HO:,rt.J
had paid extremely high rentals for certain airplanes,

"T note from Mr, Hoyt's general statement you have set oub
to correct that situation, However, the report of the subsequent
investigation shows that on the gypsy moth program yéu have two pilots,
The aircraft pilots received an annual salary of $39,000 and theilr

L ' services were utilized only about 2 months during the year, Occasione
ally they were transferred to other programs to perform other flying
duties,! P s 3

" L] L} L] L]

; "eseAt Greenfield, Mass.y you'had on hand 595 pairs of
snowshoes with an estimated value of $7,000 at a cost of $12 a pair,
One hundred pairs is all you need in one trapping season, It is
quite an expense to keep them in condition with shellacking, I
realize you can pick out isolated cases but I would like to see somew
thing done, !

Savings: Amount unspecified,

, S Sources Mr, Whitten, Representative from Mississippi, in Hearings -
; before the Subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations,
House of Representatives, 82d Congs, lst Sesse, Department
of Agriculture Appropriations for 1952, Part 2, DDe 9077s 978,
- . ?

“CONTROL OF FOREST PrSTS

GENERAL

"The sum' of §5,000,000 has beenrecommended for this
acitivity for the fiscal year 1952, $1,700,000 for the Forest Pest
Control Act and $3,300,000 for “hite Pine Blister Rust,  This amount
. is $2,158,U458 less than finds available for 1951 and $li,150,000 below
L " the Bstimﬂtea for 1952....“ ;

"It is believed that further consolidatiorsof field
offices and reductions in supervisory levels in the 1hite Pine Blister
Rust program will permit the absorpiion of the reduction without any
curtallment of programg" ' .
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Savingss $h,150,000,

Source: Report of the Committee on’ Appropriations, House of
Representatives, 82d Cong., lst Sess;, Department of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952, p, 10,

% * %

",eeThe Torestry Department last year requested an
appropriation of {}2,800,000 to get rid of the sprucewbark beetle
in an area in Colorado that is equal to the size of several of your
New England States, 'Each tree has to have special treatment from
top to bottom, You have to go into those areas and treat all those
trees. They estimated that you would have to treat 725,000 trees to
do the job, There were many questions involved that did not seem to hold
water with me and I opposed it ond kept it out, but it was put in in
the other body enaEé;. This was handled, incidentally, by the
deficiency subcommittee, Two million dollars was included in this
deficlency bill of last year. Instead of treating 725,000 trees, which
they said would do the job, they treated 850,000, This year they come
back to the views substantially I had last year and now they say ine
stead of taking $2,000,000 and treating 8503000 trees, it will take
*§13,000,000 and we have got to treat 67,000,000 treeSeses"

Savings: 13,000,000,

Source: Mr, Vhitten, Representative from Mississippi, Congressional
Record’ May 9’ 1951’ Pe 5213. .

WHITE PINE BLISTER RUST CONTROL

"eseThis 1s an amendment to reduce the appropriation for
. white=pine blister rust /By $300,000_ 7,

"T believe 1t 1s obvious to anyone who studles the operation
of thigﬂlﬁhite pine blister‘ruqﬁ? program that there has been inw
efficlency in its operation, and that taxpayers! money has been wasted,"

L I T T B
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"The amendment which I offered calls for a cut of $105,000
in the amount which is transferred from this program to the Departe
ment of Interior, Under the amendment $L00,000 will be transferred
to the Department of the Interior instead of $505,000, The amende
ment- further calls for a cut of $195,000 in the fund of approximately .
$700,000 designated for leadership, coordination, and technical
direction, This is more than the whole program cost in 1933, and T
think the cut proposed in the supervisory end of it is thoroughly
justified, I have not proposed to touch at all by this amendment the
$1,750,000 apprapriated to pay for the actual work done in the
field," .

Savings: §$300,000,

Source: Mr, Davis, Representative from Georgla, Congressional
Record, May 10, 1951, ppe 5329, 5330, '

FOREST SERVICE

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

"yesThe committee recommends a total of $38,342,52%,/Tor
Salaries and Expensés/, a reduction of $100,000 below funds available
for 1951 and $2,657,075 below the 1952 estimates, The funds pro=
vided should permit the Forest Service to continue its activities at
the 1951 level of operationgges' '

Savings: $2,657,L75
Sources Report of the Conmittee on Appropriations, House of

Representatives, 82d Congs,s lst Sess,, Department of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952, p, 1l,

* # *

M, e.with expenses mounting daily there can be no Justification
for the Forest Service of the United States Depariment of ‘griculture
throwing away money,

"0n bid invitation 312 from the United States Deparitment of
Agriculture for the Torest Service, northern reglon, for a portable
rock’'drill, the Syntron Co,, of Homer City, Pa.,, submltted a bid of
$L00, With no explanation whatsoever the United States Department of°
Agriculture accepted a bid of $5U5, While the amount is small indeed,
the principle 1s large and shows bureauciatic indifference to carew
ful expenditures to the taxpayers! money,"
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| Waste: $1L5e

Source: Mr, Saylor, Representative from Pemnsylvania, Congressional
Recoxd, November 9, 1951, pe AT197.

* 0 # - H# L

FOREST DEVELOFMENT ROADS AND TRAILS

"eesAn appropriation of $11,500,000 is recommended, which
represents substantially a continustion of the 1951 programs The
comittee has disallowed the increase of $6,000,000 requested for new
road construction in the belief that the timber operators should pro=
vide the means of getting timber out in connection with their logw
ging operations, Since States receive 25 percent of timber receipts,
Federal construction of roads which could be provided by timber
operatdrs not only increases Federal expenditures but also increases
payments to States beyond the intent of the laws;eeIt should be noted
that the Worest Service has had'in excess of $50,000,000 for this
item during the past fi?a years,"

Savings: $6,000,000,

Sources Report of the committee on’Appropriations, House of
Representatives, 82d Congey 1lst Sess,, Department of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 195%2 PPy 1lwl2e

ACQUISITION OF LANDS FOR NATIONAL FORESTS, WE.KS ACT

"tp hig particular amendment that I am offering is in
relation to the acquisition of land/under the “eoks Act/, This
v “amendment proposes to cut from $100,000 to {50,000 for the acquisition
of land for the orest Service, I am wondering in this time of stress
why 1s it necessary to buy any more land for the Forest Service?ess"

Savings: {$50,000,

Source: Mr, Smith, Representative from Virginia, Congressional
- Record, May 10y, 1951y pe 5336, ' :

R TR TR
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ACQUISITION OF LANDS FOR NATIONAL FORESTS, SUPERIOR NATIONAL FOREST, MINN,

"eeeWhile I am a friend of the Forest Service, I believe we !
shpuld make this $50,000 reduction A%h the appropriation for the acquisiv
tion of forest land within Superior National Forest, Minne/

"This amount of money involved is not great, but by adopting
this $50,000 reduction waseswill be saying to the Executive Depaytiients
of the Government that the Congress is unalterably opposed to the cone
stant efforts of these Federal agencies to constantly gaining ewmership
of more and more land by acquiring additiona] hlocks of private holdings
and placing them under Federal governmental ownerghip and contral,

"At the present time, 35 percent of all the lands in the State
of Washington are owned by the Federal Qovernment, The Federal Government
owns almost L6 percent of all the land in California and owms moxe tham
52 percent of all the land area of Oregon, -

"Of all the landed area of Nevada, the Federal Government owns
nearly 85 percent and barely more than 15 percent is in private owmership,

"The Federal Government now owns 5l,31 percent of all the land
in the 10 waatern States of this Nation.""

Savingss = $50,000,

Sources  Mr, Mack, Representative from washington,_ggngressional Racq;&,-
May 10, 1951: Pe 5339, o

STATE AND PRIVATE FORESTRY COOPERATION

"yeeThe committee recommends $10,?50,000 for State and Private
Forestry Cooperation/ for 1952, $82,800 less than ds available foy
fiscal year 1951 an &?0,000 less than 1952 estimates, This nominal ree
duction, which is made in the interests of economy, should not cuxtail any
of the programs finanoed from this appropriation.“

:‘Savingaa-$70,000.

Source: Report of the Committee on Appropriations, Honse of Representee o
tives, 82d Cong., lst Sess,, Dgpartment of Agriculture Approw.

Briation Bill, 1952, Pe J2e
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' FLOOD CONTROL

- GENERAL

"This amendment will give to_this particular division /De=
partment of Agricultur-e, Flood Control/, tho samé amount of new money
which was given to them ror the 1951 Tiscal-year, I am proposing to
reduce the $8,000,000 now in the bill to 76,112,800, Let me call
to your attention how a division or a bureau keeps on growing and
growinge In 1947 we gave to this particular small. division only the
sum of $2,101,000, That was upped 50 percent in 1948, giving it
about {$3,000,000 of new money, In 199 the appropriation was doubled
and the Congress gave them $6,000,000, In 1950 we gave this bureau
$9,500,000, In 1951 we gave them 10,312,000,

"hat happened to the $10,312,000 that the Congress last year
sald was necessary? If you will recall the Congress instructed the
President under’ the oneepackage bill last year, and mistakenly so, to
mak;'a $550,000,000 reduction at his discretion in the one~package
billesee! )

MeeeThe President, in order to achieve that $550,000,000 eut
last year, ‘took from this particular item the sum of {l;,200,000, To
my mind by that action, the administration stated that they had little
confidence themselves in this particular program as it was being
operated," : :

] L ] L [ ] ]
", esthe cut which I propose through this amendment should

be applied largely at the expense of preliminary examinations and
BUrveySeese'l :

S&ﬁngﬁ% $1’887,200.

Source: Mr. Andersen, Reprosentative from Minnesota, Congressional
Record, May 15, 1951, pe 5472, :

3 * *

"The budget request of {1,475,000 contained in House
Document 243 provides for tributary works of improvement and land treate
ment measures in 15 critical watcwsheds in the KansaswMissouri area
to supplement work recommended for the Corps of Engineers and the
Bureau of Reclamation, Investigation revealed that surveys have been
completed on only three of the watersheds and none are coverad by
approved survey reports. Thereforey, there is no authority for the
Committee to approve such request. In an effort to speed up the work
in these areas, however, the Committee does recommend that {166,800
be provided to expedite investigatlions and surveys in these and other
critical watersheds in the Missouri and Upper Mississippi Basins."
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Savingst $1,288,200,

Source: Report of the Committee on Appropriations, House of Representa=
tlves, 82d Congs, lst Sess,y Second Supplemental Appropriation

Bill, 1952, p. 9e

#*

* ""eeethis amendment would cut the appropriation from $8,000,000
to $2,500,000, of which not more than $1,800,000 may be’expended in water=
sheds heretofore authorized for necessary gully control, floodewater dee
tention, and floodway structuresin areas other than those over which the
Department of the Army has jurisdiction and responsibility."

"In addition to the $2,500,000 which would be available, I think
we can anticipate there will be a carry-over of up to $2,000,000 from last
year!'s appropriation, In 1949 there was a carry-over from the previous
year, From 1949 to 1950 there was a carry=over of over $1,2%0,000, From
1950 through 1951 there was a carry=over of over $3,000,000, Of last
year's appropriation, which was $9,000,000=0dd, the total funds obligated
as of April 30, are about $6,000,000 which means there is an unobligated
balance of over $3,000,000, . So that we can anticipate at that rate of
- expenditure that there will be a carryw=over this year, as there has been
.in past years, of up to $2,000,000 which will mean thé total appropria=
tion, if my substitute is accepted, will be nearly $L,500,000, I do not
think there is any doubt that this program can stand this cut,"

Myeethese 11 watersheds are divided into subewater sheds and
many of these subwwater sheds have not had work commenced on them, and
they can be postponed until another year,e..there is no ' ¢leaymcut connecs
tlon between this work this year and defense this yeareye."

-Savings: 555 ,500,000.

Sourge: Mr, Kennedy, Representative from Massachusetis, Congressional
'Racord, Nay 15; 1951; Pe 5’475; - '
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SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

GENERAL

", sonumerous reorganization surveys have been conducted during
the past 5 years, Failure to adopt the reorganization plans resulting
from these surveys indicates that the opposition of vested interests within

* the Department 1s so strong that this long overdue reorganizaiion can only
be accomplished by congressional mandate,

"The national soil conservation program, as currently administered
by the United States Department of Agriculture, is permeated with duplicam
tion, overlap, conflict, and lack of coordination, mmd what has been aptly
described as a state of 'civil war! exists in many ereas between the Exe
tension Service, the Agricultural Conservation program branch of the Proe
duction and Marketing Administration, Soil Conservation Service, and
Farmers Home Administration, All of these bureaus, with the exception of
FHA, are competing for control of this program due to the rising importance
of conservation in the national economy=w=and service to the American
farmer suffers, This situation was found to exist in the majority of the
States and counties visited."

Savings: Amount unspecified,

. Sources Report of ths Staff of Committee on Appropriations quoted in
_ Hearings before the Subcommittee of the Commitiee in Approw
priations, Rouse of kepresentatives, 82d Congey lst Sess,,
Depertment of Agriculwirs appropriations for 1952, Part 2,
Pe 6U0, : ’

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

"In substance, 1t e amendment to Department of Agriculture
Appropriations bi117 would réduce by roughly $13,0005000 the amount which
was allowed by the Senate Committee, This is a cut in the item for soil
conservation, which is distinguished from soil conservation and domestic
allotment in that the later itemy of course, deals with soilwconservae
tion payments which are made to farmers. This item of soil conservation
is essentially a personnel item, As I recall, roughly 85 percent of ‘the
entire appropriation is devected to the payment of salarieg of those enw
gaged in the field, not only in experimental and demonstration work, but
in the practical, work of teaching farmers soilmconservation practices,
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"Tor the fiscal ycar 1952 I understand that the budget
estimate indicates that there will be 11,825 persons engaged in this
work in various sections of the country, It ocerrs to me that vhen
we reach an item like thatweand I-have watched soil conservation grow
from $10,000,000 to well over $53,000,000m=the time has come to stop
and ask a few questions, to determine whether or not there is duplicae
tion of service, and whether or not, in the interest of a balanced
budget and in the interest of drying up some of the public expenditures
which go into the economic stream of the countwy and thereby become an
inflationary force, a reduction could be made,ss¢such an item should
be viewed with a very careful'ang balethl'aya."

"The great and good soverelgn State of Georgia is, I beliewvs,
at the top of the heap, in that about 38 percent of the tillable land
has been reached by the practices which are taught and demonstrated
by the Soil Conservation Service, But there are some 22 States in which
this work is at a level less than 10 percent of completion, So, while
a cut may delay the program a little, it cannot be very persuasively
argued that such a cut would particularly harm the program or set it back -
very mch, ‘

"The second argument which I make in behalf of reducing this
appropriation is that in my considered judgment the States ought to do
more of this characler of workyeee"

WThe third reason which I assign for a rather substantial
cut in this field is that there is a rather interesting conflict in
agricultural policy, 'le have ona agenng, the Soil Conservation Service,
with more than 11,000 employees going forth and teaching practices
designed to conserve the topsoily to prevent wind erosion and rain
erosion, to prevent the soil from leaching awsy and getting into the
watercourses and going into the Gulf of Mexico, They are doing all
the necessary things in order to preserve the fertility of the soil-
and the alluvial toperust of soil, which is indispensable of course,
to a productive agriculture, But while that is going on, we have in
the selfsame Department of Agriculture policies which are designed o
deplete the soil,"

Savings: $13,000,000,

Source: Mr, Dirksen, Senator from Illinois, Congressional Recogg,
July 2L, 1951, pp. 8932=0933, o j '




able to meet any commitments which it may have madee"
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PRODUCTION AND MARKETING ADMINISTRATION

|
GENERAL |

"yeeIn the past year the Appropriations Committee diacovgrad, :
I believe, that the Production and Marketing Administration had accumus

" .- lated reserves available from prior year operations of :2325,750,000.

That had not been stated to the Congress when the Bureau of the Budget
asked for tho appropriationeess . L

"0f course, if Congress appropriates money for a Governw
ment agency, the tendency of the agency is to spend the money. If in
the past there have been unobligated reserves which the agency has not
fully revealed to the Congress, I believe it is a good plan for the
Congress to reduce the appropriations in the future, so that the temp=
tation to spend will be avoided, !

NTf the Production and Marketing Administration gets into

" trouble becauge of a shortage of funds, it is my understanding that it

can alvays borrow from the Commodity Oredit Corporation in order to be”

¢ o o s o . . |
"I have made a slight adjustment in the House figire, allowing
a cut of about $21,000,000, instead of a cut of 123,000,000, ;. :

Savings: 'About $21,000,000,

Sources Mr, Douglas, Senator from Illinois, Congressional Becord,
.o Jduly 26, 1951, pa 9162, A AT g

- CONSERVATION AND USE OF AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES

"The item /Production and Marketing Administration, Conserva-
tion and Use of Agricultural Land Resourcegz..relates to money xkich
will be made available, and is in the nature of authorization for the
program which is to come, Therefore, the item of 280,000,000 which
I proposed to reduce to $150,000,000 will in no way effect the cone
servation program for the 1951 crop, : : :
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"T am frank to say that it would not save any money in the
fiscal year 1952, I believe the chairman of the subcommittee will -
bear me out when I say ‘that the only saving will come in the year 1953,"

", ,ethe adoption of my amendment would not hurt farmers
particularly, Some 3,100,000 farmers are participating in the program,
If I am correctly advised, the average payment would be about $85, °
0f course, that is an amount which can be sacrificed by the farmers,
andit is an amount which the farmers would sacrifice in the interest
of the common go0odsese" S

",eeif we do not make the cut now, it cannot be dome later,
because this is thé authorizing language in the bill. It would be only
fair to do it at this time,'.- '

Samgs‘ $130’000’000. )

Source: Mr, Dirksen, Senstor from Illinois, Congressional Record,
: July 25, 1951, ps 9059, s

LI T

"eeeI want to point out, if I may, that the pending bill
provides that the payments shall be formulatedemwand I reade='on the
basis of a distribution of the funds available for payments and grants
.among the several States in acéordance with thelr conservation needs
as determined by the Secretary,!" . . -

e * @ . °

"I should be perfectly willingee to have the Secretary of
Agriculture, who will have the power, use all this money to help the _|
poorer areas where soll conservation is needed the moste,eel do not want
to hurt the program greatly in those areas which need it the most,
but I do say that in central Illinois, where the farm land is as rich
as in any other area of the country, the overwhelming opinion of the
farmers is that they do not need the appropriation,” ?

",4e] think there is too much of a tendency to treat the
farmers as incompetents and as wards. The farmers, in the main, are

- selfwrespecting dignified persons, In the majority of cases they

do not need Federal agents constantly coming around to them and telling

them to use phosphate and lime and to do this and that, They have
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the county=agent system to help them in such matters, to give them
information on general agricultural practices as well as the tech=
nical assistance of experts in the Soil Conservation Service. They -
do not need a bribe, They do not need a bonus,

"The areas where the soil is badly depleted, in the Southern
States, in certain sections of my own State /Illinois/s particularly
the southern portion of the State, can continue to receive payments
‘out of the $150,000,000 which would still be authorizeds "hat we
would be eliminating would be the $130,000,000 bonus to the prosperous
farmers in rich farming areas who do not need ity who do not want it,
and who believe that in the cause of self=respect they should not
ask these payments for themselves which they are not willing to ac=
cord to others, As they properly demand economies in the budget
as a whole, they are willing to take economies in the matters which
1lie close to their own interests," : ,

Savingss @130,000,000.

. Sources Mr, Douglas, Senator from Illinois, Congressional
Reqord,_ Jul:r 25’ 1951,’ Pe 9069; - I

® % H

"This amendment /B0 strike-out $280,000,000 and appropriate
$200,000,00g deals with the subject, fConservation and Use of Agriculs= -
tural Land Resources,! the program of payment to farmers to build
terraces, use fertilizers, rotate crops and so forth, This is not a
liquidation of commitments. This item deals with the 1952 program; in
other words, it is the authorization to enter into agreéments with
farmers as to what work they will be pald for next year,

nIf ey measurable reduction is to be made in this program,
it must be done in this item, now, Next year's appropriation will be-
measured by the authorization we establish in this bill,
| "Pertinent data respecting this item is as follows:

(a) The budget estimate.is $265,000,000, '

(b) The House provided $225,000,0004

L

~(c) The Senate committee recommends $280,000,0004

(d) Allan Kline, President of the Ameri¢an Farm Bureau
Federation recommended $150,000,000,"
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Savings: $80,000,000,

Source. Mr, Ferguson, Senator from Michigan, CongreSsional Record,
July 253 1951, Pn 9102,

¥ % %

NSenator EllendersessAre you advocating any cuts whatever?

"Mr, Kline, Yes; we /American Farm Bureau Federation/ have
suggested this cut of $135 millTon from the budget estimate in ACP
payments, We suggest a 20 percent cut in administrative costs as a
goal; that’'a real effort should be made to cut administrative costs
20 parcent.

"Senator Russelles And a substantial cut in the administrative
costs for Commodity Credit, .

"Mre Kline, Yes,"
Savingss: $135,000,000.

Source: Mr, Kline, President, American Farm Bureau Faderat:l.on, in
' Hearings before the Subcommitiee of the Committee on
' Appropriations, Senate, 82d Conges 15t Sesse, Agricultural
Appropriations for 1952, pe 532-

# 0 0% W

Ag an indication of the earnestness with vhich we approach
the problem of reducing Government expenditures, we are recommending
that the authorization for the 1952 agricultural conservation program
be reduced from the budget recommendation of $285 million to $150
million, Because of the advanced stages of development of the 1951
program, we do not feel that commitments made should be interfered
withe We call attention tQ the fact that our recommendations to the
Congfosp for 1951 was for a 55250 million program as against the $285
million appropriated." :

Savings: $135 000,000,

Source: Mr, Kline, President, American Farm Bureau Federation, in
Hearings before the Subcommittee of the Committee on
ApproprIations, House of Representatives, 82d Cong,, 1at
;-3’95:.5 Dapar‘bmen‘b of Agriculture Appropriations for 19

ar )

3 Do LeQ0g
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"I have offered this amendment to reduce the 225,000,000
figure to $150,000,000, This proposal is designed to reduce the
amount of allotments to be made under the act of February 29, 1936, as
amended, It has the endorsement of the Amexican Farm Bureau I‘edera-
tiongece™ : '

UThis matter is in somewhat the following situation:

These funds have been spent or supposed to be spent for different
items that have been handed to the farmers to use on their farms:
Inorganic fertilizer to the tune of 50 percent; protective green
manure crops, 15 percenty erosionwcontrol practices, 15 percent;
range and pasture improvement, 15 percent; and other items, 5 percent,
The figure last year was -’.;3285,000 000 and the budget submitted that
figure to do'in the b:\.ll for this year and the comittse cut it to
$225,000,000.“

e o o o @

"That 18 a part of the situation, I have been up against
"that situation in my own territory many times, I have had many
farmers come to see me about it This ls what has happened, Several
hundred pounds of fertilizer would be dumped in the corner of a lot,
and the farmer on whose land it was dumped would not even know it was
there, At other times they have brought in fertilizer that was not
suitable for the land in question, and left it with the farmers,
Many times they have brought in lime where the soil was underlajd with

limestone, and it would be absolutely uyseless to try to pu‘b lime on it .

with any desirable effect,"

"eeel know there will be farmers who will want to have
this money handed to them, but this is not a soil conservation proe ..
gramese¢Thls is a program where wé turn over money to the famer to
use on his own soil if he uses 1it,

"T believe any friend of the farmer can come to realize
that unless we do away with these things that are mosting money and
are for the benefit of individual farmers and for the benefit of
farmers as a class, outside of such advisory programs as the Soil
Congervation Service and such things as agricultural research, we
are really dolng them a disservice, The longer we carry on with those
things and the more money we spend that way, the more we make the -
farmer subjeet. o being g target of other folks,"

Savingss 1:‘,75,000,000.

Source: Mr, Taber, Repregentative from New York, Gongrassional
Record, May 15, 195, pp, 5L82m5L83,
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ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS AND MARKETING QUOTAS,

[Amendment of Mr, Douglas to strike out the appropriation
- of $12,000,000 for Acreage Allotments and Marketing Quotas and
insert an appropriation of $10,000,00Qi? :

"Tn view of the fact that the Production’and Marketing
- Administration work has shrunk from almest 200,000,000 to 7,000,000
- acres, what justification, fundamentally, is there for a (12,000,000
appropriation?

"The Production and Marketing Administration wanted $6,000,000
to publish and distribute a pamphlet, a copy of which I hold in my
hand, entitled '1951 Production Guide,! comprising 75 mimeographed
pages of statistics and advice to the American farmer,

"T have looked over the pamphlet with some interest,..eit
never justified an original request for $6,000,000, I hold the copy
inmy hand, and T should like to have Senators inspect it,"

| “ o e e e

"So the Department of Agriculture was originally asking
that we furnish these copies to the farmers at an average cost of $1.20
per unitw=5,000,000 copieseesel belicve the estimate of the committee

is an allowance of $h5200,000 for this 1951 Production Guide, which
on the basis of 5,000,000 farms, would produce an BOmcent. costs"

"esoTo my untutored mind it could be reproduced by mimeow
‘graphing at from 15 to 20 cents a unit. If prinmted by the millions
‘1t could be done at a somewhat lowexr figuresese"

Oicuo

"I am very much interested in the statement of the Senator
frem Comnecticuty who is the head of the Encyclopaedia’Britannica in
this country==although that is an American publication, I hasten to
say==that this pamphlet could be reproduced for a dime, Yét the
Department had the effrontery to propose a unit cost of $1,20; and
the committee is recammending costs of 80 cents per unite"

"I may be wronge I do not want to be unjust, Bubt to my
mind, this is the most bare=faced performance of raiding the Public
Treasury in behalf of fake printing bills and in favor of an inflated
organization I have seen for some time,"




w128

Savings: $2,000,000,

Sources .Mr, Douglas, Senator from Illinoia, congressional Record,
. July 26, 1951, Pe 91704

REMOVAL OF SURPLUS AGRICULTURAL COMMCDITIES

"Today, I want to call your attention to a story which
appeared on page 1l of today's Washington Post, I would like to
regd the first twe paragraphs of that story: - '

From June 30 to January leethe first 6 months of the
Korean waresthe Army Quartermaster bought almogt
'$55000,000 worth of potatoes for the amed servicess

In the same period another Government agency==the
Agriculture Department!s Production and Marketing-
Administrationwebought $23,278,000 worth. of apuds )
anl destroyed $22,130,000 worth." :

o "The story which I quo’oed earlier goes on to report -

. that the distinguished Senator from my own State of New Mexico,
Clinton P, Anderson, when he was Secretary of Agriculture, urged
* Congress to either remove price supports from potatoes or change the
Wy <, law so that production could be curtalled, The present Secretary,
" Mre Brannan, hag joined in this appeal,

"These supports will end with the 1950 crop unless Congress
moves ‘to reinstate theme, I certainly hope and urge that thé Congress
bring this shameful situation to a halt as soon as possibles'

Savingsz. Amount unspecified, -

Sources Mr, Dempseys Representative from New Mexico, Gongreasional -
Record, January 2y 1951; Pe A379

. #* # #*

" "There is not any basis for the recommendation that $75
_ million be spent in 1952 for the purpose of removing from the market
surplus agriculture commodities in view of existing and prospective
conditions,"
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Savings: $75,000,000.

Source: National Assoclation of Manufacturers, Cut Non=Defense
Spending” Now, Economic Policy Division Series, No. LU,
Tew Yor%, Fa%ruary, 1951y pe 13

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION ADMINISTRATION

GENERAL C
"On the basis of preliminary census information, the U.SeDeAs’

says there still are more than 750,000 farmers without electric service,

The REA, which is required by law to determine each year the farms
recelving central station electric service, had estimated previously
that 86,37 of the nation's farms had central station service, while
the private eleotyic utility industry had estimated that 5,372,600
farms had electric service last December 31, or 92% of the farms as

enumerated by the 1945 census and 99,9% by the 1950 census (farmg

are decreasing in number, but growing in size all the time,)

"What's at stake in this frenzied figuring by the U.SeDeAs
is a lot of bureaucrats, If Congress ever got the idea that actually
all farmers had electricity=-which is true, since those not now served
are virtually all isolated miles from any electrical line and could
not economically be served with electricity until the population ine
creases in the area=wappropriations for the REA would go down faster,
That would mean severing a few bureaucrats from the public payrolles
and perish the thought}"

Savings: Amount unspecified, .
Source: TFarbes, Vale 68, Nos U, August 15, 1951, pe e

SALARIES AND EXPLNSES

"The committee recommends the budget estimate of (109,000,000
for loan funds, {5100,000,000 for the'electrification program and
$9,000,000 for the tele phone program, which is §188,000,000 less than
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funds available for the current fiscal year, The sum of $7,750,000

is recommended for salaries and expenses, a reduction of $671,350

from the 1951 level and a reduction of $750,000 in the 1952 estimates,
Since the electrification program has now reached some 86 percent of
all farms in the United States, it will undoubtedly reduce in size

in the future, and the administrativs work will be reduced accordingly.
Information furnished the committee indicates that new electrification
applications for the next fiscal year will run approximately $1L5,000-
000 and that a carryover of approximately $L5,000,000 of funds au=
thorized for 1951 will be available, '

"Including the amount approved for 1952, a total of {66,500,
000 has been provided for the rural telephone program, This amount
appears to be sufficient to cover all applications received through
the ourrent date, '

"In view of the decrease recommendad in the loan funds for
the electrification and telephone programs, a reduction is proposed
for salaries and expenses, UWhile a larger reduction might be indicated
from the decrease in loan authorizations for 1952, it is recognized that
a certain regidue of work remains from loans made during prior years
which must be handled on a continuing tasis, rogurdless og the size
of loan authorizations for ensuing fiscal yearsesce"

‘Savings: $750,000,
Source: Report of the Committee on Appropriations, House of

Representatives, 82d Congss lst Sess., Department of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952, ppe L6=L7,

LOANS

"eeelf the Interior Department were to come to the Congress
and ask us for money to build a steam plant, we probably would refuse
them, and yet they can do that indirectly by getting a few cooperasm
tives, say in Missouri, to come to the REA and get enough money to build
this steam plant and then sell .all the powsr to REA and then REA sells
1t back, what each cooperative needs, and thereby finances it that way,
Do you think that is correct?! _ '

Savingss Amount unspecified,

Source: Mr, Ellender, Senator from Loulsiana, in Hearings before the
, Subcommittee of the Commlttee on Appropriations, Senete,
Bzdlg;ng., lst Sessey Agrioultural Appropriations for 1952,
Pe . | ' '
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FARMERS! HOME ADMINISTRATION

GENERAL.

* "The committee has approved loan funds in the ameunt cf
$142,280,000, and recommends $27,500,000 for salaries and OXpenseSy gy
The ioan authorization represents a reduction of $5,250,000 belew
the progran level for 1951 ard is $10,750,000 less than the estimates
for 1952, The funds recommended for salaries’and expenses are $699,e.
752 below the funds availgble for 1951 and $2,200,000 belew the |
estimate for 1952,". :

", yoWihile the decrease in administrative funds may seem
unduly drastic, the committee has every reason to believe that the
usually fine administration of this agency will enable it to absorb

© the reduction with no serious impairment of its programs,"-

Savings: $2,200,000 for salaries and expenses am $10,750,000 =
: less in loan authoyization,

. Sources_fRaport of the Committee on’ Appropriations, House of
Representatives, 82d Cong,, lst Sesssy Department of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952, p, E?,. il

AUTHORIZATIQﬂ‘TO EXPEND FROM PUBLIC DEBT RECEIPTS

"a0elagt year $103,0004000 was spent for the progpam, The
House committe reccmmended that the amount be cub to 0,000300Q
by 3'percent, The House of Hepresentatives approved the reduction tv
$100,000,000s The Senate committes has’incteased the amount to $110,m .
000,500, representing an inerease of 7,000,000 over the amount exw .
pended last year, without too much explanation as to why the incrdase

'iafrecommendad.

"My amendment would retain for the coming year the same
-amount which was appropriated last year, My amendment is not a
proposal to cut the funds of the program below the amounts used last
year, It is merely a proposal to prevent the program from costing
mare durdng a period when we are faced with nationa) defense costs of
about $50,000,000,000." _ ' -
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Savings: ﬁ?’OUD,OOO.

Sources Mr, Douglas, Senator fiom Illinois, congressional Record,
- July 26 19515 P 9176. 5

# o

"The program for financing farm ovmerships seems incone
gistent with the overeall credit restrictions which have been advocated
by the government /and could he reduced $70,000,000/, There seems
to be avallable private capital to make loans for is purpose if the
borrowers can establish that they can successfully operate their
farms, With present farm prices, most farmers can astablish credit
with private 1ending inatitutions." ' .

Savings: $70,000,000,
Source: National Assoclation of Mhnufacturers, Cut NoneDefense

~ Spendin Now. Economic Policy Division Séries, No, L0,
- New York, February, 1951, Po 130

~-FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

GENERAL

"The Farm Credit Administration has some $300,000,000 oul
on interest~free loans and has permitted borrowers to invest some of
it in government bonds, This is equivalent to a’grocer borrowing
money from a bank at interest for his netuy cash, lending the money to
customery in‘erest free, and borrowing oack from the customers at
interest again,®

Savings: Millions in unmade loanse

Source: [arl, B Steels, "Holes in Our Public Purse,“ Nation's
- Boginess, VoL, 39, No, 2, February, 1951, p. 62,
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| OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

~ SALARIES AND EXPENSES

- "yeethis amendment will take only 3 percent out of the item
- affecting directly the immediate office of the Seoretary, ' '

"I think it would be only good bueiness to show to the gentlew

~ men at the top of this vast organization of ‘the Department of Agricule

ture, with more than 60,000 employees, that they themselves in that
immediate office must tiy to do a lit%le economizing, I can show the
Houseesejust vhere §75,000 cap easily be taken out of this item withe
_out harm in any way," ' s '
: e e e o o %
"eeelt is my opinion that-the Office of the Secretary ¢ould

- well operateon a maximum of $2,082,200 for the mext fiscal year,

Consequently, I am offering an amendment to reduce the figure in the

bill from 332515?,200: by$7 ,B?Oo!u': ; -

"eoolrankly, I question the advisability of the Secretary
having, in addition to the threé major positions directly under him,
six- agsistants to the Secretary, You would think that one assistant
to each of the top four officials would be sufficient, I also quese
tlon the presence of four agriculturists in the Land and Water Resources
Division, Certainly it seems that we should not have to spend 124,700
in that particular little division in the Secretary!s immediate office
when we have the elaborate setwups that are in some of the major divie
sions of the Department, such as Soil Gonservation Service, which .
could well handle, it would seem to me, the bulk of that work, I
question’ the need for the npumerous chiefs of divisions and chiefs of
- sections, It makes me wonder jus’ who really does do the work, It
would seem that perhaps there should be a division in the Secretary's
office devoted to examining ways and means of eliminating useless
positions in the entire Department of Agriculture and also within his
imediate office," ) E . '

Savings: §$75,000,

Source: Mr, Andersen, Representative from Minnesota, Congressional
Record, May 17, 1951, pe 5593 '
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OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR

" SALARIES AND EXPENSES

: ‘ "The amount recommended for this office /Office of Solicitor/
for 1952; $2,200,000,1s $352,100 below the amounts available for 1951
and $263,000 below tfxa estimate for 1952, This decrease is based on
" the reductions recommended in certgin of the major programs of the
‘Department serviced by this Ofﬁ.ca i3 :!.ncluding the Commodity Gradit

Corporation and tha REAS" _

| Savinga' $263’0000 '

Sources . Report of the Committee on Appropriations 9 House of
: Representatives, 82d Congsy lst Sess;, Department oi‘
- Agriculture Appropriat;i.on ﬁill, 19521, Pe ' E§

i +* % #* 3

. OFFICE OF TNFORMATION

FRINTING AND BINDING

© Mieethis amendment relates to thé appropriation of funds.
‘&1,215,26&7 ‘for the Agricultural Yearbookess" : :

"Here is an opportunity’for the Congréss to cut itself,’ Oh,
I know we onrselves do-not'get. thie books, It means nothing to usy ' -
financially, but it is one of the prerogatives we havemmthe opporiun&.ty
to. send to our favorite constituents these agricultural vearbooks.
Here is an opportunity for the Congress to cut itgelf. '1’;'0 $878,268
and I believe that ' in so doing we shall set a good axample-a goo
example, certainly, for the country and a good example of the applim
cation of this principle-=that during this period when it is going
to be necessary for this country to incur a deficit the Qongress will
make cuts in appropriations for purposes which may be desirable, but
which are not abaolutaly- essential,!

Savings: $337 5000,

Source: Mr, Nixon, Senator from California, Conpressional Record
July 26, 1951, p. 9178, .
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* FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE CORPORATTON

| OPERATING AND ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

The other point we would like for you to consider is that

" a saving of about $6 million can be achieved if certain expense ltems

" which we believe can properly be paid from premiums were deleted from
the requested appropriation. We believe that it is the desire of

this committee to economize wherever possible and that this substantial
savings in the crop insurance appropriation can be realized without
hindering or curtailing the program,"

Savings: $6,000,000 armually.

Source. Mr, Fe Wo Benson, Chaimman. Special Crop Hall Conference
.. Committee’ of the National Association of Mutual Insurance
Companies, ia Hearings Before the- Subcommittes of' the v
Comnittee on Appropriations, Senate, 82d Gong,, 1st Sessey -
_gricultural Agg;oprﬂ.ations foy 195_21 Ps 62. -

L. +#*

Wy qely amendmentseewould reduce the appropriation @7,91;9,91_7
to the amount the Federal Crop Insurance Corporation had for adminise
trative expenses for the i‘:lscal year 1950 /Hi 290Ls57074 -

|po'--0'

Meaelt is all very well to say that the Corporation has

to sustain some'kind of a sound level of operations on a sound actuarial
basis, However, frankly speaking, when this Corporation has to put en
‘a selling drjva in order to sell the insurance to the farmers, and when
the Corporation is wp against the kind of a cancellation rate it has
actually experienced, it seems to me we are justified in being very
suspiclous of the justification for this program and in believing that
its operations are on a bad basis, and that if we were to appropriate
li;ugther funds for this purpose, we would ba throwing good money afber
8l

"If the premiums the farmers are paying are not commensurate
with the cost of doing this buginessewand certainly the premiums are
not in keeping with the amount of indemnities whicu are being paidmw
the arrangement is not a sound one,"






