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"We can make a large reduction in the number of Goveri 6
ment automobiles in Use Department of Agriculture in Washington. . . ."

Savings : Amount unspecified.

r

	

Source : Mr. Douglas$ senator from.Illinoizp, Congressionalsnal Records

July 27$ 1951$ Pe 9201.

WO O . .Ieduce to the 1948 level the agricultural appropriations
of M-A$, farm loans' conservation and research* thereby saving 5$250 $000,+.
0000 111

savings : 0250 $ 000*000.

Source : Statsni,nt bbTl . Robert 0 ; Hendrickson$ Senator from'
New Jerseys March 31$ 1951 9 p. 2 .

"To recapitulates the reduction in funds for the agricultura l
conservation and land resources program$ administrative expenses an d
acreage allotments and marketing quota s $ and for the Commodity Credi t
Corporation price support program afford opportunity for reductions i n
the Department of Agriculture well in excess of w150 million . All of
this reduction stands on substantially the same reasoning . The ad-
ministrative expenses asked for in these three-programs ar :) respectively
$$25$250$ 000 for the so-called ACP program ; w24$000$ OQO for the allot•
ments and quotas administrative expense; and x$20$ 200$000 for CCC
administrative expenses--a total of x$69$450$0000

"A study of these items $ among others ., caused the board o f
directors of the American Farm Bureau Federation to conclude that a
saving of p30$000*000 in the administrative expenses of the Department
of Agriculture shoul,d , be the minimum goal in this economy effort . "

`

	

Savingss 830$000$00c . * $l50$000$000.

Source : Mr. Kline$ Presidents American Farm Bureau Federation$ in
Hearings before the Subcommittee of the Committee Sri
Appropr ations$ House of Representatives 82d Cong .$ 1st '

*

	

Sess .$ 'Department of Pgriculture n ropriations for 1952s,
Part 2$ p .
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PERSONAL SERVICE S

u e .,,rsen . Douglas) saide . .the Department of Agriculture
were the worst offenders in the matter of overstaffing ."

Savings : Amount unspecified*

Sources Mre Douglas .9 Senator from I1linoisi as reported in the
New York Times May 2 ,0 1954 Pe 35.

RESEARCH AND MARKETING ACT OF 1946

GENERAL

"The committee approves j700s000 for 1952 For the Researc h
and M,irketing'Act~~ which is .1,232,000 less than' funs available fo r
1951 and $8000000 ess than the estimates for 1952, This represents
a general reduction of 10% in alLl projects included in this appropria •
tion together with a reduction of approximately 50% in funds requested
fof the project 'Expansion of outlets for farm products • ? In view r
of the recent .trend away from t buyers marketplt is doubtful
that the same attention needs to be given to the expansion of foreign
outlets and to the study of consumer preference and demand . "

Savings : $8002 000

Sources Report of the Committee on , Apprcpriationsp Douse of
Representatives$ 82d Conger lst sess;p Ise artment of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952 .9 p e

~ I~~rrrq~w~l~~q~
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BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS

SALARIES AND EXP;PNSES

"ee.I cannot agree that we should spend "p 2j,1500000 on the
more or less theoretical, and nebulous and of the work of the Bureau
of Agricultural Economics pertaining to economic i .nvesti.gati,onse



The subcommittee did take away from the estimates given by the Budge t
for this item the sum of 0379x000 and allowed $2 27.50$000. . . . "

"All my amendment does is to further decrease that
particular appropriation by $l50$ 000. It would still leave those
people for this work $2'000$000 and with which to make investiga-m

	

tions and studies $ based on data which they gather under the other

	

'
portion of this appropriations for which we will allow them S2050y000 .

, .

		

" .. .$2$000$000 is a lot of money. It uTil hire approxi•
mately 100 peoples at the least. Surely this should be ,ufficient
personnel to analyse the results of the statistical data gathered by , ,
the further expenditure of another $2s850 ,000•"

Savings : $150,000.

Source : Mr„ .Andersen., Representative from Minnesota$ Congressional
Record$ Play 10$ 1951# po 53210

"A total of 565,000.000 is recommended for 195 2$ $20,50$ 000
for economic investigations and $2$850$000 for crop and livestock
estimates. The amount approved for orop and livestock estimate s
is substantially the same as for 195 1 $ . .,the committee has reduced
funds for economic investigations substantially ff395$ 000.7 in view
of the absolute necessity of'reducing expenditures #"

I
Savings: 1395,000.

Sourcet Report of the Committee on Appropriation s$ louse of
Representatives• 82d Congo• 7s t Sesso, Department of
Agriculture A ropri,ation Bill 1952 $ ps Do

s

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH .ADMINISTRATION

OFFICE OF AD1aNISTRATOR

Salaries and Expenses .

.The sum of $560$000or the Office of Administrator
a reduction of $2 7 $500 in the amount available for 1951 and $27.0V
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 manne r
as to not interfere with the extension of the role of'the advisory

committees iA the research programs of the'Department. 1 1
•

	

I

Savings : $27p000.

Source : Report of the Committee on'Appropriations) House of
Representativesp 82d Cong,s let Sees . $ Departmen of
A iculture A rom.griation Bill, 1952 p;7,

RESEARCH ON AGRICULTURAL PROBLM OF ALASKA

u e..The committee recommends $250x000 for 1952. xor Research
on Agricultural Problems of Alaska ? a decrease of $300001ff below the
1951 appropriation and the 1952 budget estimates . Since approximately
$$50$ 000 is available to Alaska under the appropriation for the Offic e
of Experiment Stations, this reduction appears advisable in the
interest of econorwen

Savings : $30$000.

Source : Report of the committee on•Appropriationsp House o f
Representatives$ 92d Cong . ., let Sess .0 Departmn~ of
Agriculture Appropriation Bills 1952p P -6 - 76 -

BUREAU
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OF HUMAN NUTRITION AND HOME ECON014ICS

Salaries and Expe^_ uses ,

n c.nThe sum of $1r950sO00 is approved for 1952 Avr the
Bureau of Human Natrition and Nome Economics

)

a reduction of $133,10 0
in the level for 12541 a~.3l ;?,500 in the estimates for 1952 . The
committee feels that some projects of this Bureau should be postpone d
during the current emergency."

Savings t $I',132,;500 9

Sourees Repo-t of the Committee on-Appropriations) House of
RE,r~ :e~ rvali. rAS, Std Congr;y l.st 5ess.~ DeEhrtme~ n~ t f
AgL-L,~;'ara, Appro riation Bill) 19552 :, p• 7 0	 r,_	 ~, _	 ,..»
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"I have asked that this item 'Human nutrition and home
economics' be out from a proposed $11 350,9000 to rl.,000s000 recogniz e
ing first that the committee already has allotted less than th e
budget estimate asid'less than the money contained in the bill i n
fiscal 1951. But. . . the appropriation proposed for tfts Bureau is
approximately five times that it was a decade ago . . . . That would
indicate that this bureaus along with many other bureaus of the '
Government, has mushroomed more than there ip justification fors an d
that it cad and should be trammed* 1 1

Savingss $350x000.

Sources Mr. Sikes Representative from Florldas Congressional .
Records 1,14y 10s 1951 s pr 5328 9

BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY

Salaries and Expenses.w-r~r~.rrrrri L.s~ir~r

" . . .The amount recommended j9or the Bureau of Animal
Industry,;' $23 9 800x000 is $435 11400 less than funds availali e in 1951
and ?1p0y0,000 less than estimates for 1952 . This reduction has been
made primarily in the funds for animal researeho which the committe e
believes can be eurtailed'in'view of the emergency situation and th e
Federal financial deficit . . . ."

Savings- -$1 .4 050 .4 000.

Sources Report of the committee on-Appropriationsp House of
Representatives, 82d Cong ., let Sess . ) Department o f
Agriculture Appropriation Bill 1952 p . ,

Meat Inspection Fund,

"I come here today to present to you the considered judge •
ment of this 54-year-old organization of commercial beef cattl e
producers on the proposal to permit reimbursement by any persons firm s
or organization for the expenses of Federal meat inspection in exces s
of those which can'be met from the amount appropriated for such pur- o
poses each year. . . .~~



~~ . . .We he American National Cattlgien t s Associationj
believe it not tote 14 the interest of good government becaupe it '
will remove from congressional control the expenditur e's of an ad.,
ministrative agencyp and we believe it will tend to put the burde n
of payment of public health service uppn the livestock industry$ "

Savings : Amount unspecified.

Sourge : Mr. R. Hall, Assistant Secretary# American National,
Cattlemenfs Association$ in Hearings before the Subm '

.

	

committee-of the Committee on Appropriations Senate s
82d Cong . j let Sess .o Agricultural A ro riations for
1952 0 p• 630 ♦

BUREAU OF DAIRY INDUSTRY

Salaries and Expenses .

" . . .The amount approved: $1,450,000, is a reduction o f
$139,500'below funds available for 1951 and $139.9000 below the estimates
for 1952. The coimnittee feels that the work of this Bureau Dairy
Indust xy eboul:d continue on those projects which are of the mos t
direct value to the current defense effort. The reduction is recommmd ed
for this item in view , of the need to curtail. expenses whereve r p ossiblp .r .

Savings : $139 j,000,

Sources Report of the Committee on'Appropriationss House of
Representativesy 82d Congo $ lot Sess;p Department of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill ] 9~52~ pp.

BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL AIM 'IMUSTRTAL MMSTRY

Salaries and Expenses.

u . . .The committee approves $$7 , 2000000 for this Bureau
agricultural, and industrial Chemistry for 1952p a reduction o f
approximately 10 percent from'W appropriation level for 1951 and
the budget estimates for 1952 . . .sThe reductionp which is recommended



It
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in the interest of economy will require a complete re--evaluation o f
the work of the Bureau and the elimination of those projects whic h

are less important to the welfare of the country at this time# "

Savings : 10 percent of budget estimate s

Source : Report of the Committee on'Appropriationss House o f
Representatives 82d Cong . $ J,st Sess :s Department o f
A ric lture A ro riation Bill 1952s p . •

BUREAU OF ENTOMOLOGY AND PLANT QUARANTINE

Genera]..

salaries and
11 ** *A total

of $12
A259000 is approveds $10*625x000 for

expenses and {' 1.,8000 000 for the control of emergency
outbreaks of insect and plant diseases . This is a reduction of
$ls405so60 below the funds available-for 1951 and $P73s000 below
the estimates for 1952 . . .6n

"The committee caln Appropriations$ House of Representatives,]
has been particularly concerned with the operations and administratio n
of this Bureau for the past several years . The original survey made
by the investigative staff of the committee more'than a year ag o
showed some very serious defects in its programs .• ., "

"The committee has never been fully satisfied with the
extant of cooperation and funds received from State ard local organs .
zations with respect to most-of the control programs of the Bureau . . . ."

"In additions the committee seriously questions the advimb :Mitr
of continuing work on certain of the programs such as those concern--
ing the Japanese Beetles the Golden Nematode$ and Hall Scale. Based
on evidence received$ many of the methods employed in eradicating varil .
ous insects and plant diseases are,questioned . . .o "

Savings : $973 $000.

Sources Report of the Committee on , Approprsationss House o f
Representatives ., 82d Cong .$ let Sess ;s Department o f
Agigulture A proprsation AilIg 195 pp.~8s 9
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Salaries and Expenses *

"Last year theff"epartment of Agriculture Appropriations)
committee also was very critical of the fact that you'fHr . Hoyt
had paid extremely high rentals for certain airplanes *

"I note from We Hoyt's general statement you have set out
to correct that situation . However, the report of the subsequen t
investigation shows that on the gypsy moth program you have two pilots •
The aircraft pilots received an annual salary of $39,000 and thei r

•

	

services were utilized only about 2 months during the year. Occasion-*
ally. they were transferred to other programp to perform other flying
duties ."

"•••At Greenfield $ Masse, 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 some
thing donee"

Savings : Amount unspecified.

Source : We Whitten, Representative from Mississipp i$ in Hearings '
before the Subcommittee of the Committee on ApproprUi i8ns ,
House of Representatives, 82d Cong• .9 let Sess .i Department
of Agriculture Appro riations for 1952,1 Part 2, PP* j 8 P

,CONTROL OF FOREST PESTS

GENERAL

"The sum o of $5,000,000 has been'recommended for thi s
acitivity for the fiscal year 1952, $1p700p000 for the'Forest Pes t
Control Act and 03,300,000 for I -1hite Tine Blister Rust .' This amount
is j$2,158,458 less than funds available for 1951 and 04,150,000 belo w
the estimates for 1952 . .. ."

"It is believed that further consolidatioreof fiel d
offices and reductions in supervisory levels in the i.!hite Pine Bliste r
Rust program will permit the absorption of the reduction without an y
curtailment of.program."



Savingst AP150,000•

Source : Report of the Committee on'Appropriations, House o f
Representatives, 82d Cong ., lst Sess ;o Department o f
A riculture A pro riation Bill 1952,, p,10.

" . . .The Forestry Department last year requested an
appropriation of ~jp2,800,000 to get rid of the spruce wbark beetl e
in an area in Colorado that is equal to the size of several of you r
New England States . ' g aeh tree has to have special treatment from
top to bottoms You have to go into those areas and treat all thos e
tree s * They estimated that you would have to treat 725,000 trees t o
do the job. There were many questions involved that did not seem to hold
water with me and I

Reees

osed it and kept it out $ but it was put in in.
the other body 4Lena • This was handle d, incidentally, by the
deficiency subcommit

	

Two million dollars was included in thi s
deficiency bill of last years Instead of treating 725,000 trees, whic h
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 itv
stead of taking $2,0008000 and treating 8501000 treess'it will take
1p13 #000,000 and we have got to treat 67,000,000 trees . . . ."

Savings : $132000,000 0

Source : Mr. Whitten, Representative from Mississippi$ Congressional
Reco d, .-May 9, 1951, p . 5213,

ICTTE PINE BLISTER RUST CONTROL

11 . .•This is an amendment to 'reduce the appropriation fo r
white-pine blister rust ry ~'300,000-7• ll

"I believe it is obvious to anyone who studies the operatio n
of this / ite pine blister'rusg program that there has been in •
efficiency in its operation, and that taxpayers' money has been wasted . 11



ttThe amendment which I offered calls for a cut of $p105,000
in the amount which is transferred from this program to the Depar t-
ment of interior . Under the amendment $400s,000 will be transferred
to the Department of the Interior instead of $w50 5 3 000, The amend-
meat•further calls for a cut of 1'919 5) 000 in the fund of approximately

$9700x000 designated for leadership $ coordination$ and technical
direction. This is more than the whole program cost in 1933, and I
think the cut proposed in the supervisory end of it is thoroughly
justifiedq I have not proposed to touch at all by this amendment th e
$91,750p000 appropriated to pay for the actual, work done in th e
field * "

Savings : $300 3 000 #

Source : Mr, Davis, Representative from Georgian Congressional.
Reeccord~ Play 10o 1951, pp o 5329s 5330 *

at
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FOREST SERVICE

SALARIES AND EXPENSES
r

t'oo .The committee recommends a total of 038,34 2 1 525,far
Salaries and Expenses 1. a reduction of $9100..000 below funds available
for 1951 and $92,657 75 below the 1952 estimate s * The funds prb-
vided should permit the Forest'Service to continue its activities a t
the 1951 level of operationf4 . t t

Savings : $G2057,475 .

Source : Report of the Committee on Appropriations, House of
Representatives, 82d Congo, 1st Sess v $ Department
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952, p~ 1 ,

It

tt .o .with expenses mounting daily there can be no justification
for the Forest Service of the United States Department of a griculture
throwing away money .

d

		

tton bid invitation 312 from the United States Department o f
Agriculture for the Forest Servicep northern region, for a portabl e
roek'drills the Syntron Coop of Homer Citys Pa ., submitted a bid o f
$9400. VIM no explanation whatsoever the United States Department o f
Agriculture accepted a bid of $545o 14hile the amount is small indee d$
the principle is large and shows bureaucratic indifference to care "
ful expenditures to the taxpayers' money .!'



Waste : $145 $

ource : Mr. Saylors Representative from Pennsylvania o 'Congressional
Re c~ orde November- go 1951 p. A73.97 •

y

FOREST DMTELOPMENT ROADS AND TRA=

" . . .An appropriation of $llP500p000 is recommended$ which
represents substantially a continuation of the 1951 program . The
committee has disallowed the increase of 1p6 9000$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 log . '
Bing operations, Since States receive 25 percent of timber receipt s#
Federal construction of roads which could be provided by timbe r
operat6rs not only increases Federal expenditures but also increase s
payments to States beyond the intent of the la w 0 4 09 1t should be noted
that the Forest Service has had'in excess of y~509000~000 for this
item during the past five years . "

Savings : J4610003000.

Source : Report of the Committee on'Appropriationss House o f
Representatives] 82d Conga 1st Sess ;, Department of
Agriculture Appropriation Bill, 1952, plip 11-12.9
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ACQUISITION OF LANDS FOR NATIONAL F STS, t~tE :WKS ACT

'IT his particular amendment that I am ofyering is in
relation to the acquisition of land ;runder the ` ,Teoks Aeg. This

r amendment proposes to cut from yp100 ,y000 to '0150,000 for the acquisition
of land for the Forest Service, I am wondering in this time of stres s
why is it'necessary to buy any more land for the Fores t. Service? . .. ."

Savings : $5Os0o0o

Source : Mr. Smith; Representative from Virginian Congressional
Re c~ orrdl May 10s . 19510 P, 5336.

it

	

' ' it
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ACQUISITION OF LANDS FOR NATIONAL FORESTS.9 SUPERIOR NATIONAL FOREST$ MINN.

" . .,While I am a friend of the Forest Services I believe we
should make this $50s000 reduction n the appropriation for the acquisiv
tion of forest land within Superior-National Forest$ Minn

"This amount of money involved is not great$ but by adopting
this $5N= reduction we~.•t+rlal be saying to the Executive pepg~ments
of the Government that the Congress is unalterably opposed to the con•
stant efforts of these Federal agencies to constantly gaining ownership
of more and more land by acquiring additional, blocks of private holdings
and placing them under Federal governmental ownership and controje

"At the present times 35 percent of all the lands in the State
of Washington are owned by the ' Federal Government, The Federal Government
owns almost 46 percent of all the land in California and owns more tha n
52 percent of all the sand area of Oregon . ' ,

11

Of all the landed area of Nevadaj 'the Federal Government owns
nearly . 85 percent and barely more than 15 percent is in private ownership .

"The Federal Government now owns .54.31 percent of all the land
in the .l0 western States of this Nation ."' '

Savingst . $50 .9 OOOQ

Source.i Mr . Mackt Representative from Washington.9 ongressional Records
May lOs 19-51s ps 53399

STATE AND .PRIVATE FORESTRY COOPERATION

", . .The committee recommends $10 .9 750.9000 for State and Private
Forestry Cooperation for 195 2 .9 $82 .9800 less than fords available for
fiscal year 1951 an$706000 less than 1952 estimates . This nominal row
ductions which is made in the interests of economy# should not cuxtaiX any
of the programs financed from this appropriation . "

Savingel $70#000

	

„

}

	

Source: Report of the Committee on Appropriations ) House of Representaw
tives, 82d Conga, at Sess , $ De artment of A,rioulture A row .
riation Awl

	

52.9 p• .12 .



GENERAL

FLOOD CONTROL

Y

r*

4

')This amendment will give to this particular division Lue•
pnxtment of Agricultur~o, Flood Control7, the same amount of new mone y
which was given to them for the 1951 iscal•year . I am proposirig to
reduce the W,000a000 now in the bill to :'sl12 $800• Let me call
to your attention how a division or a bureau keeps on growing an d
growing. 'In 1947*we gave to this particular small,division only th e
sum of $2al0i j.000 • That was upped 50 percent in 1948 $ giving it
about 03s000s000 of new money ; in 1949 the appropriation was double d
and the Congress gave them $6,1000 .,000; In 1950 we , gave this bureau

$9$500:000• In 1951 we gave them 1$10$312 $000•--

"What happened to the $10.93a,2 j,000 that the Congres s . last year
said was necessary? If you will recall the Congress instructed the
President under the one-rpackage bill last yearp and mistakenly soy to
make 'a $550x000#000 reduction at his discretion in the one-package
bill	 ',~ , .

. . .The Presidents in order to achieve that p550 .9000.9 000 cut
last year, took from this particular item the sum of

"4
.q200j000 . To

my mind by that action.4 the adminr strattQn stated that they had little
confidence themselves in this particular program'as it was bein g

.

	

operated.')

') . . .the out which I propose through this amendment shoul d
be applied largely at the expense of preliminary examinations and
surveys• . . .') ,

Savings : $ls887,200 .

Source : Mr . Anderson$ Representative from Minnesota$ Congressional
ReeccoFrd,& May 15, 1951s p . 5472 0

')The budget request of ;;1 ,1475 ,1000 contained in Hous e
Document 243 provides for tributary works of improvement and land treat m
ment measures in 15 critical taatcrsheds in the Kansasrllissouri are a
to supplement work recommended for the Corps of Engineers and th e
Bureau of Reolamation . Investigation revealed that surveys have been
completed on only three of the watersheds and none are covered b y
approved survey reports. Thereforep there is no authority for th e
Committee to approve such request . In an effort to speed up the work
in these areass howevers the Committee does recommend that .;x.86,800
be provided to expedite investigations and surveys in these and othe r
critical watersheds in the Missouri and Upper Mississippi Basins .')

M

i 'M



Savings! $1$2880200..

Source : Report of the Committee on Appropriations .9 House of Representa-
tives• 82d Cong .$ lot Sess.j, Second SMl,emental Appropriatiyon
Bil	l.j 1..952t p, 9•

" . . :this amendment would cut the appropriation from $80000,9 000
to $2s500s000s of which not more than $1$800$ 000 may be'expended in water-
sheds heretofore authorized for necessary gully controlo flood'-water de•
tention• and floodway structures in 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 $ 2.9000.,000 from last
yearls appropriation . In 1949 there was a carry-over from the previous
year, From 1949 to 1950 there was a carry-over of over $1p250 $ 000 . From
1950 through 1951 there was a carry-over of over $3#000'000. Of last
year's appropriations which was $9gOOQj,000-odd$ the total funds obligated
as of April 30, are about $60000$000 which means there is an unobligated
balance of over $3,0000 000• . So that we can anticipate at that rate o f
expenditure that there will be a carry-over this yearp as there has been
in past years, of up to $2 .9 000$000•which will mean the total appropri a
tion i if my substitute is aoceptedt will be nearly N$4s5000000. I do not
think there is any doubt that this program can stand this cut,"

"•••these 11 watersheds are divided into sub-water sheds and
many of these sub-water sheds have not had work commenced on them$ and
they can be postponed until another year, . . .there is no'dleaar.-cut connec-
tion between this work this year and defense thie year. .009 11

Savings : $5s500s.000.

Source: 'Mr. Kennedys Representative from Massachusetts # Congressional
Re,cow d $ May 15 ,E 1951; p. 54750
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SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

GENERAL

" . . .numerous 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 is so strong that this long overdue reorganization can onl y
be accomplished by congressional mandate .

"The national soil conservation programs as ourrent]7 administere d
by the United States Department of Agrieulturep is permeated with duplicat
tion $ overlaps conflict$ and lack of coordinations and what has been aptly
described as a state of t civil wart exists in many areas between the Ex-
tension Services the Agricultural Conservation program branch of the Pro-
duction and Marketing Administrations Soil Conservation Services an d
Farmers Home Administration. All of these bureaus $ with the exception o f
FHA j are competing for control of this program due to the rising importance
of conservation in the national economy--and service to the American
farmer suffers . This situation was found to exist in the majority of the
States and counties visited."

Savings : Amount unspecifiedq

Source : Report of the Staff of Committee on Appropriations quoted in
Hearings before the Su'aeommit•tee of-the Committee in Appro-
s '~~.—ations" a f:oura of

	

sa tatives jy 82d Congas 1st Sess . sp

	

f!E:P"~'
De artrnnt of Age~ .c; lv ,ra Appropriations for 1952 .9 Part 29
ps DUD S

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

"In substances it 4qhe amendment to Department of Agriculture
Appropriations bill̀/ would reduce by roughly $13,t000y000 the amount which
was allowed by the Senate Committee . This is a out in the item for soil
conservations which is distinguished from soil conservation and domestic
allotment in that the later item., of courses deals with soiloconserva-
tion payments which are made to farmers, This item of soil, conservatio n
is essentially a personnel item. As I recalls roughly 85 percent of `the

"

	

entire appropriation is devoted to the payment of salaries of those en v
gaged in the fields not only in experimental and demonstration works but
in the practical work of teaching farmers soils-conservation practices .
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"For the f iscel year 1952 I understand that the budge t
estimate indicates that there will be 110825 persons engaged in this
work in various sections of the country . It ocerrs to me that when
we reach an item like that-wand I'have watched soil conservation gro w
from $102 000,000 to well over $53,000,000.»the'time has come to stop
and ask a few questions, to determine whether or not there is duplica *
tion of service, and whether or not, in the interest of a balance d
budget and in the interest of drying up some of the public expenditure s
which go into the economic stream of the countryand thereby become a n
inflationary force, a reduction could be made ;,posuch an item should
be viewed with a very careful and baleA4 eye ."

"The great and good sovereign State of Georgia is I believep
at the top of the heap, in that about 38 percent of the tillable lan d
has been reached by the practices which are taught and demonstrate d
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 bac k
very muche

"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 character of works ., ." .

'rThe third reason which I assign for a rather 'substantial
cut in this field is that there is a rather interesting conflict i n
agricultural poliajr. 'To have one agony, the Soil . Conservation Serrjce,
with more than 11,000 employees going forth and teaching practice s
designed to conserve the topsoil, to prevent wind erosion and rai n
erosion, to prevent the soil from leaching away and getting into the
watercourses and going into the Gulf of NIexico, They are doing al l
the necessary things in order to preserve the fertility of the soil. '
and the alluvial toperust of soil., which is indispensable of cours e #
to a productive agriculture . But while that is going on, vie have in
the selfsame Department of Agriculture policies which are designed t o
deplete the soil. "

Savings : $13,000,000.

Sources Mr . Dirksen, Senator from Illinois, Congressional Record,
'July 24 0 1.951,1 pp . 8932 ..09339
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PRODUCTION AND ARKETING ADMINISTRATION
III

	

i.

	

'

GENE

••,In the past year the Appropriations Committee discovered:
~I .

	

I believe that the Production and Marketing Administration had accumu -

I

	

latod reserver, available from prior year operations of "p25J50'000,
I

That had not been stated to the Congress when the Bureau of the Budget

1 • „

	

asked for the appropriation* t • . ~ ~

"Of . course, if Congress appropriates money for a Govern• •
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 no t
fully revealed to the Congress, I believe it is .a good pXan for the

Congress to reduce the appropriations in the future., so that the temp
tation to spend will be. avoided.

	

i '

"If the Production and Marketing Administration gets into

trouble because of a shortage of funds ) it is my understanding that it
can always borrow from the Commodity Credit Corporation in order to be "
able to meet: any cQmItments which it may have made .+

u T have made a slight adjustment in the House fi.gvrps allowing
a out of about $21$ 0009000$ instead of a 'cut of ~)23 000.q=g f +

Savings : ` ;About $21.9 000! 0009

Sources Mr• Aouglas~ Senator from .Illi.nois$ Cr onlress3ovalRecords ' .
July 26, 1951 ! p. .9162 .

r

	

CONSERVATION AND USE OF AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES

'The item 'Production and Marketing Administration.. Conserva-
tion and Use of Agricultural Land Resourees7 .,relates to money VUch
will, be made available ., and is in the nature of authorization for the

*

	

program which is to come, Therefores the item of $28 0.,000 ,9000 which
I proposed to reduce to $150s000s000 will in no way affect the con-
servation program for i Q 1951 crop'



"I 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. "

rr . . .the adoption of ray amendment woiad not hurt fawners
particularly. Some 3$100$000 farmers are participating in the program.
If I am correctly advised$ the average payment would be about $85•
Of course $ that is an amount which can be sacrificed by the farmer s$
aridit is an amount which the farmers would sacrifice in the interes t
of the common good . .,•n

u . . .if we do not make the out now$ it cannot be done later ,
because this is the authorizing language in the pule It would be only
fair to do it at this time, rr ;

Savings : $130$000$ 000•

Source ; Mrs Dirksen Senator from Ill,inoisp Congressional Record
July 25:F• .9o9.

n ., .I want to point out $ if I may, that the pending bill
provides that the payments shall be formulated-••arid I read—'on the
basis of a d4.str4 but4 on of the funda available for payments and grant s
among the several States in accordance with their conservation needs
as determined by the Secretary .t a

"I should be perfectly willing . .•to have the Secretary o f
Agri.culture $ who will. have the power, use all this money to help the
poorer areas where soil conservation is needed the most ., . 11 do not want
to hurt the program greatly in those areas which need it the mos t$
but I do say that in central Illinois, where the farm land is as rich
as in any other area of the countryp the overwhelming opinion of the
farmers Is that they do not need the appropriations"

	

' j

' r . . .I think there is too much of a tendency to treat th e
farmers as incompetents and as wards . The farmers$ in the main$ are
self-respecting dignified persons, In the majority of cases they
do not need Federal agents constantly coming around to them and tellin g
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 bad7,y depleted in the Southern
States, in certain sections'of my own State Cllinoi-, particularly
the southern portion of the State, can continue to receive payment s

out of the $150,000,000 which would still be authorized . 11hat we

would be eliminating would be the $130,000#000 bonus to the prosperous

+

		

farmers in rich farming areas who do not need it, who do not want it s
and who believe that in the cauoe of self-respeot 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 whic h

lie close to their own interests. i i

Savings : $130$0000000.

Source Mr. Douglas, Senator from Illinois, Congressional

Record, Ply 25, .1951~ p.7904? t

•`

		

"This amendment Xo strike out $280,000$000 and appropriate
$200,000,00 deals with the subject$ Conservation and Use of Agricui• '

tural Land Resources I the program of payment to farmers to buil d
terraces, use fertilizer st rotate crops and so forth . This is not a
liquidation-of connitments . This stem deals with the 1952 program ; in
other words, it is the author nation to enter into agreements wit h
farmers as to what work they will be paid for next year .

"If any measurable , reduotion 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'establ,ish in this bill s

"Pertinent data respecting this item isas follows :

(a) The budget estimate .is $285,000,000
07

(b) The House provided $225,P0000000.

(e) The Senate cominittee recommends $2800000,000,

(d) Allan Kline, President of the American Farm Bureau
Federation recommended $1 .50s000s :0009"
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Savings : $80000;000.

Source : Mr . Ferguson$ Senator from Nichigan~ Congressional Recor d

Juay .25a 1951$ pe• 9102 .
3

	

,

"Senator F1lender. . . .Are you advocating arq cuts whatever ?

"Mr. K1inea Yes ; we American Farm Bureau Federation7 have
suggested this out of $135 mill on from the budget estimate in ACP
payments . We suggest a 20 percent out i,n administrative costs as a
goal ; that ' a real, effort should be made to cut administrative costs
20 percent,

"Senator Russell : And a substantial cut in the administrative
costs for Commodity Credit.

"Mr. Kline @ Yes, u

savings, $135,000x000 .

Source : We Kline$ President $ American•Farm Bureau Federat$onp in
Hearings before the Subcommittee of the Committee on
Appropr ationst ,senate! 82d Cong.p let Sees ... Agricultural
Ugropriations for x.952 ,, . fit . 532 .

~ 1,

	

Irk I II ■ ■

	

I I Ir1rr+.~l

	

.

"As an indication of the earnestness with utich we approach
the problem of reducing Government expenditure s$ we are recommendin g
that the authorization for the 1952 agricultural conservation progra m
be reduced from the budget recommendation of $285 million to $150
million. Because of the advanced stags of development of the 1.951
programs we do not feel that commitments made should be interfere d
with. We oa11 attep-Cn tq the -fact that our recommendations to the
Congtoop for 1951 was for A 0250 million program as against the $285
million appropriated* 0

Savings : $135 000*0000

Source : Mr. Klinep Presidents American Farm Bureau Federation$ in
Hearin gs before the Subcommittee of the Committee o n

~►

	

Apoop"~ations, House 'of Representative s$ 82d Cong.s let
Seas . Department of A ri.culture A ropriations for 1941,2jPart ~~ p .

	

~



"I have offered this amendment tm reduce the $225$000$000
figure to $150$ 000x000 . This proposal is designed to reduce th e
amount of allotments to be made under the act of February 29, 1936p a s
amended; It has `the . endorsement, . of the American farm Bureau I+edora-
tion$ • o a

"This matter is in somewhat the fallowing situation :
These funds have been spent or supposed to be spent for differen t
items that have been handed to the farmers to use on their fame s
Inorganic fertilizer to the tune of 50 percent ; protective green
manure crops$ 15 percent; erosion"control practicesp 15 Inrcent ;
range and pasture improvementq 15 percent, and other item s$ 5 percent,
The figure last year was $$285$ 000#000 and the budget submitted that
figure to do'in the btl.l.,far ' this year and the committee out it to
$22$00000 00.00 11

"That ~9 a part of the situation. I have been up agains t
that situation in my own territory marry times * I have had many
farmers come to see me about it . This is what has happened,. Several
hundred pounds of fertilizer would be dumped in the corner of a lo t#
audthe farmer on whose land it was dumped would not even know it wa s
there . At other times they have brought in fertilizer that was no t
suitable for the land in question, and left it with the farmers .
Manor times they have brought in lime where the soil was underlaid wit h
limestone, and it would be absolutely useless . to try to put lime on it : .
with any' ,desi.rable effect."

" . . .I know there will be farmers who will want to have
this money handed to them$ but this is not a soil conservation pro.
gram. . . .This is a program where w6 turn over ;honey to the farmer t o
use on his own soil If he uses it.

"I believe any friend of the farmer can come to realiz e
that unless we do away with these things that are nosting money an d
are for the benefit of individual farmers and for the benefit o f
farmers as a class, outside of such advisory programs as the Soi l

r

	

Conservation Service and suoh things as agricultural researchs w e
are really doing 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 subject. to being a target of other folks#"

Savings : $$75$ 000$000.

Source : Mr. Taber$ Representative from New Xork$ Congressional
Records. ordds. May 15s 19A P pp• 5482"r 403.

T



ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS AND MARKETING QUOTAS ,

Amendment of Mr . Douglas to strike out the appropriatio n
of $12 .000,000 for Acreage Allotments 'and Marketing Quotas and
insert an appropriation,of $l0 i000s000

u

		

"In view of the fact that the Production and Marketin g
Administration work has shrunk from almost 200# 000$000 to 7x000.000
ecres, what justification. fundamentallys is there for a,$l2 $,000j000
appropriation?

"The Production and Marketing Administration wanted Op000#000
to publish and distribute a pamphlets a copy of which I hold in m y
hands entitled 11951 Production Guid e , ' comprising 75 mimeographe d
pages of statistics and advice to the American farmer .

"I have looked over the pamphlet with some interest ; . . .it
never justified an original request for $6000 0 0 000. I hold the copy
inrV--and, and 1 should like to have Senators inspect it. "

"So the Department of Agriculture was originally askin g
that we furnish these copies to the farmers at an average cost of $1 .20
per unit-~5#000.9000 copies . . . .I believe the estimate of the committe e
is an allowance of $420 08000 for this 1951 Production Guides which

~.

	

on the basis of 5$000'000 farms, would produce an 80P-cent. cost, 1 1

" . .tTo xW untutored mind ~t could be reproduced by mimeo .
graphing at from 15 to 20 cents a unit . If printed by the millions
it could be done at a somewhat lower figure . .e . "

"I am very much interested in the statement of the Senato r
from Connecticut$ who is the head of the Encyclopaedia'Britannica in
this country-although that is an American publication 1 hasten t o
say--that this pamphlet could be reproduced for a dime . Y6t the
Department had the effrontery to propose a unit cost of $1 ;20 ;, and
the committee is recommending costs of 80 cents per unit. l►

"I may be wrong . I do not want to be unjust . But to my
minds this is the most bare-faced performance of raiding the Publi c
Treasury in behalf of fake printing bills and in favor of an inflate d
organization I have seen for some time ."



Savings : $2,000,000.

Source ; :.Mr. Douglas, Senator from Illinois ., Congressional Record
July ,26, x,951, p.. MOM

RFMOVAL OF SURPLUS AGRICULTURAL COMODITIE S

"Today, I want to call your attention to a story which .
appeared on page I of todayls Washington Post. I would like to
read the first two paragraphs of, that story :

From June 30 to January 1--the first 6 months of th e
Korean war--'the Army Quartermaster bought almos t
$5,Q00,000 worth of potatoes for the armed servi. ces ,6.

In the same period another Government agency--th e
Agriculture Department's Produotion and Marketing '
Administration--bought $23$278,000 worth.of spuds'
and destroyed $22,130 9000 worth, "

"The story which I quoted 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, urge d
Congress to either remove price supports from potatoes or change the
1w so that production

	

i could baour a1.e d• The

	

S ecretoa present

	

rY
Mr. Brannan, has joined in this appeal'

" .These supports will end with the 1950 crop unless Congres s
moves to reinstate theme I certainly hope and urgethat the Congres s
bring this shameful situat9 on to a halt as . soon as possible .,"

Savings: Amount unspecified.

Sources Mr. Dempsey, Representative from New Mex1cop. Congressional.
Remd, January 4s 454 p . . A379 .

"There is not any basin for the recommendation that 975
million be spent in 1952 for the purpose of removing from the marke t
surplus agriculture oowoditiea in view of existing and prospectiv e
conditions . u



y
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Savings : $75s000P000 .

Source : National Association of Manufacturersp Cut Non-Defens e
Spendin 'Now Economic Policy Division Series$Na;~
low or f e ruary$ 1951 * ,~ . ~ ~ •

RURAL, ELECTRIFICATION ADMINISTRATION

GENERAL

"On the basis of preliminsxy census informatio n$ the U.S .D.A . '
-says there still are more than 750x000 farmers without electric service .
The REA$ which is required by law to determine each year the farm s
receiving central station electric services had estimated previousl y
that 86 .3% of the nation t s farms had central station services whil e
the private electric utility industry had estimated that 5,,372,80 0
farms had electric service last December 31s or 92% of the farms a s
enumerated by the 1945 census and 99 .9;, by the 1950 census (fame
are . decreasing in number$ but growing in size all the time . )

"Whatls at stake in this frenzied figuring by the U .S .D .A .
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 coul d
not economically be served with electricity until the population in-
creases in the area-"appropriations for the REA would go down faster .
That would mean severing a few bureaucrats from the public payroll" "
and perish the thoughtb "

Savings Amount unspecified .

Source : Fos Vol. 68, No, 4s August 15s 1951p,p. 9.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

"The committee recommends the budget estimate of $109p00 0jO00
for loan funds ,. ;"100,000$ 000 for the electrification program an d
09 $ 000)000 for the tear phone program, which is $18 8) 000$ 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 'p671,350
from the 1951 level and a reduction of 0750,000 in the 1952 estimate s $
Since the electrification program has now reached some 86 percent o f
all farms in the United, States, it. will -undoubtedly reduce in siz e
in the future, and the administrativ3 work will be reduced accordingly .
Information furnished the committee indicates that new electrificatio n
applications for the next fiscal year will run approximately '1Pl45,Op4~-
000 and that a carryover of approximately tiy45,,000,000 of funds au»
thorized for 1951 will be available ,

"Including the amount approved for 1952, a total of w66,500 ,
000 has been provided for the rural, telephone program . This amount
appears to be sufficient to cover all, applications received throug h
the current date .

"In view of the decrease recommended in the loan funds fo r
the electrification and telephone programs, a reduction is propose d
for salaries and expenses . While a larger reduction might be indicated
from the decrease in loan authorizations for 1952, it is recognized tha t
a certain residue of work remains from loans made during rior years
which must be handled on a continuing basis, regardless a the siz e
of loan authorizations for ensuing fiscal years .ip . . n

Savings : $750,000.

Source : Report of the Committee on Appropriations, House o f
Representatives, 82d Congo, lot Sess ., Department o f
Agrioultixra. A ro ri.ation Bill 1952, pp .

3t3t1

	

3~

	

3H

	

# ,

LOANS

" . . .i:f the Interior Department were to come to the Congres s
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 cooperam
Lives, may in Missouri., to come to the REA and get enough money to buil d
this steam plant and then sel l , all the power to RSA and then RDA sell s
it back, what each cooperative needs, and thereby finances it that way .
Do you think that is correct? "

Savings : Amount unspecified .

Source : Mrs f1].ender, Senator from Louisiana; in Hearings before the
Subcommittee of the Committee on A.ppropria ice'$Senate ,
82d Congo lot less , $ Agricultu!ral Appropriations for 1952E

I
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FARMERS 1 HOME ADMINISTRATION
b

	

,

GDNERA~,

"The committee has approved loan funds in the amm:rst of
$142 250 0 000p and recommends $27 500#000 for salaries and expense ss t ~ .
The loan authorization represents a reduction of $5 250 # 000 below
the program level for 1951 and is $10;7509 000 less than the estimates
for 1952s The funds repommended for salar3es'and-expenses are $699#0
752 below the funds available for 1951 and 02 # 20.0#000 below the
estimate for 1952, 1

" .s .While 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 progra m*

Savin ss $2$200#000 for salaries and expenses and 010#7~0#000
less in loan authorization.

Source s . . Report of the Committee on, Appropriations$ House of
Representatives 82d Congs# lot aessip eepartment o
Agriculture Aaro riation Bill 1952 # p„ 17#	

"•'"

AUTHORIZATION TO EXPEND FROM PUBLIC DEBT RECEIPT S

u eslast year $103 000000,was spent for the program ;' The
TJouse committee recomxnended'that the amount-'be out to $ 000000i000
by 3•peroent. The House of Representatives approved the reduotion to
$100 000-600, The Senate committee has' increased the amount to $1.1.0f qrt

	

000S 600j representing an increase of $7 # Op0# 000 over the amount ex*
pended last yearn without too much explanation as to why the incrdas e

' is .secommended.

uY, amendment would retain for the coming year the same
.amount which was appropriated last year . Vy amendment is not a
proposal to cut the funds of the program below the amounts used las t
years It is merely a proposal to prevent the program from costin g
more during a-period when we are faced with national defense costs o f
about &100090000 9009 1 1
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Savings : $7SO00S0006

Sources Mr . Douglass Senator ftom Illinoi s$ Congressional Records

July 26, 1951s v . 9176 9

"The program for financing farm ownerships seems incon m
sistent with the over-all credit restrictions which have been advocated
by the'government rand could be reduced $70* 000x000 . There seems
to be available private capital to make loans for this purpose if the
borrowers can establish that they can ggocessfully operate their
farms . With present farm pricess'most farmers can establish credit
with private lending institu#ons•"

Savingss $70p000s000 . `

Sources National Association of Manufacturers$ Out Non-Defense
Spending NcwO Economic F61iay Division Ser. .eso oo
ew or o

	

ruarys 1951, p• 1 *

FARM CREDIT ADMINISTR,ATUR

GENERAL

	

:

"The Farm Credit Administration has some $~00$000s= out
on interest-free loans and has permitted borrowers to invest some of
it in government bonds . This is egaivalent to a, grocer borrowing
money from a bank at interest for his YleuW rash3 lending; the money to
custorep ro in',e- test tre e $ and borrowing back from the customers a t
interest a ga' .n, r

Savings« Millions in .unmade"loans c

Sources EarJ . Be Steelo t "Holes in Our Public Purse$ Nate ìon!s
]aa ~no~ h t~ Vdla , 39, No . 2: February, 1951, p . 62 .



OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

u • .•this amendment will take only 3 percent out of the item
affecting directly the immediate office of the Secretary .

°I think it would be only good buriness to show to the gentle*,
men at the top of this vast organization of•the Department of Agricul,•
tures with more than 600000 employees that they themselves in that
immediate office must toy to do s, little economizing• I can show the
Houses,gjust where $75,x000 can easily be taken out of this item with
out harmin any way,"

° . .pit is my opinion that , the Office of the Secretary could
well operate•on a maximum of $2 ;08 2 2200 for the next fiscal year
Consequentei I am offering'an amendment to reduce the figure in the
bill from X2$157$200 by f75$1000•• .• "

"• . .Franklyp I question the advisability of the Secretary'
having] in addition to the three major positions directly under him
six-assistants to the Secretary . You would think that one assistant
to each of the top four officials would be sufficient . I also ques-
tion the 'presenoe of four agriculturists in the Land and hater Resource s
Division. Certainly it seems that we should not have to spend $124,70 0
in that particular little division in the Secretary's immediate offic e
when we have the elaborate set-ups that are in some of the major divi •
sions of the pepartmeAt ., such as Soil Conservation Service .9 which
could well handled it would seem to me$ the bulk of that work* I
question'the need far the numerous chiefs of divisions and chiefs of
sections . It makes me wonder just who really does do the works I t
would seem that perhaps there should be a division in the Secretaryl s
office devoted to examining ways and means of eliminating useless
positions in the'enti.re Department of Agriculture and also within hi s
1=,ediate office• u

Savings : $75,000.

Source : Mr. Andersen$ Representative from Minnesota$ Congressional
Re,c°„rd, ,Y' 17. 1951a Pe 55930



OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR

SALARIES AND EXPENSE S

The amount recommended for this office 4Zffice of Solicitor ,
for 19521 $2$ 2005000 is $352,100 below the amounts available for 1951
and $263x000 below its estimate for 1929 This decrease is based on
the reductions recommended in certain of the major programs of th e
Department serviced by this Offtcep including the Commodity Credi t
Corporation and the REA• "

Savings : ,;$263$000.

	

+

Source : Report of the Committee on Appropriations House o f
Representatives # 82d Congo lot Seas ;p De artme~~ t of
A iculture A ro riation ill 1952 p . .

u`
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OFFICE OF a010N

PRINTING AND BINDING

~~ . .this amendment relates to the'ippropriation offunds .
S,215,268. Ior the Agricultural Yearbook * ,• ”.

	

.

"Here is an•opportunity`for the Congroo to out ~tselfp' Ohs
I know ve ourselves do• .not"get,the books . It means nothing to us f ' .
financially,, but it is one of the prerogatives, we . haveqam;tho -opportunity
to send to our favorite constituents these agricultural yearbooks . -
Here is an opportunity for the Congress to out itpelf .Z~o $878 , 26,87
and I believe that-in so doing we shall set a good example-»a good
examples certainly$ for the country and a good example of the appli, .
cation of this principle—that during this period when it is going
to be necessary for this country to incur a deficit the Congress wil l
make cuts in appropriations for purposes which may be desirable, but
which are not absolutely essential . "

Savings : $337,000.

Source : Mry Nixon$ Senator from California$ Conpressianal Record
July 26o 1951s p . 9178 .
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FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE CORPORATION

OPERATING AND ADMINISTRATIVE EXPEME S

"The other point we would like for you to consider is that
' . a saving of about $6 million can be achieved if certain expense items

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 substantia l
savings in the crop Insurance appropriation can-be'real .ized without
hindering ox curtailing the program * %

Savings : 46s000j 00 annually.

Source : Mr. F. Wo Bensons Chairman. Special Crop Hail Conferenc e
Committee-of the National Association .of Mutual xnsurahoe
Companies, Li Hearings 'before the - Subcommittee of the
committee on Appropx attones $enate ,9 , 82d Corig,•$ lei Ses, s ' s '
Agricultural A ro riations for 1952 p.

800

u e. .aW amendments . 9would reduce the appropriation 417,949,91
to the amount the Federal Crop Insurance Corporation had for adminis-
trative expenses for the fiscal year 1950 ,[ 4,,94,570.1 t

ir ' o .it is all very well. .to say that the Corporation has

	

-
to sustain some*kind of a sound level, of operations on a sound ectuatU l
basis . However; frankly speakino~ when this Corporation has to put on
a selling drlw in order to sell the insurance to the farmers $ and when
the Corporation is up against the kind of a cancellation rate it ha s
actually experienced) it seems to me we are justified in being very
suspicious of the justification for this program and'in believing tha t
its operations are on a bad basis $ and that if we were to appropriat e
further funds for this puxposep we would be throwing good money afte r
bad.

"If the premiums the farmers are pairing are not commensurate
with the cost of doing this business-.and certainly the premiums ar e
not in keeping with the amount of indemnities whica are being paid p- ,
the arrangement is not a sound one .' t




