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U.S. ROLE IN THE WESTERN
PACIFIC

HON. HARRY F. BYRD, JR.

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. BYRD of Virginia. Mr. President,
on February 11, the Senator from New
York (Mr. BuckLey) delivered a thought-
ful and important address concerning
the U.S. role in the Western Pacific.

Senator BuckiLEYy had just returned
from visiting many of the Asian coun-
tries with which the United States has
mutual security agreements. Besides this,
Senator BuckLEY, before coming to the
Senate, had a wide knowledge of Asia as
a businessman with an interest in that
area.

The New York Times on Tuesday, Feb-
ruary 29, published excerpts from the
Buckley speech on its editorial page with
the caption “Must We Abandon Our
Friends?”

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Extensions of Remarks the
excerpts from Senator BuckLEY's speech
as published in the Times.

Senator BuckLEYy has made a strong
impression on the Senate. He is a man of
ability, courage, and dedication. His elec-
tion as a Senator from New York on the
Conservative Party ticket is a tribute
both to him and the people of his State.

I, as an Independent Democrat from
Virginia, am pleased to have the oppor-
tunity to work closely with the Con-
servative-Republican from New York.

There being no objection, the excerpts
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

Must WE ABaANDON OUR FRIENDS?
(By JamEs L. BUCELEY)

WasHINGTON.—While there may be argu-
ments as to the extent and detalls of our in-
volvement in the problems of Asia, no one in
& position of responsibility suggests that we
can turn our backs on them. We are a Pacific
power just as we are an Atlantic power. The
control of Asia and its vast manpower and
mineral resources by a power hostile to the
United States would be as intolerable a
threat to our security as would be the
control by a hostile power of the human and
industrial resources of Western Europe, If
the rimland of eastern Asia were to fall in
hostlle hands, the threat against the island
republics extending from Indonesia around
through Japan would be palpable, and our
own continued access to vital waterways and
resources would be placed in jeopardy.
Moreover, the geographic and political isola-
tion which would follow would dangerously
reduce the alternatives which would be avail-
able to us in planning for our own defense.
This is why very American President for over
one hundred years has understood the need
to maintain an American military presence
in the Western Pacific.

At one time or another since V-J Day,
each of the peoples of eastern Aslia, with
the exception of Japan, has felt the impact
of that driving, disciplined, fanatic force
which is Communism. It is a force which
now controls the Chinese mainland and the
northern halves of Korea and Vietnam. It is
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a force which has launched direct attacks on
South Eorea and South Vietnam, and on Laos
and Cambodia; a force which has organized
and sustained guerrilla operations in Thai-
land, Burma, Malaysia, Indonesia and the
Philippines. It is a force, I might add, which
as yet has shown no signs of exhausting its
incredible energy and determination.

Almost without exception, our friends In
Asia are faced with clear and present threats
to their security. The Thais must cope with
increasingly active bands of Communist-
trained insurgents; large areas of Laos, Cam-
bodia and South Vietnam are presently oc-
cupied by Communist invaders, and South
Korea and Nationalist China must continue
to live in the shadows of well-armed, hostile
neighbors who have vowed to overwhelm
them. Our friends are prepared to do what
they can to defend themselves, but they re-
quire the military hardware with which to
match the increasingly sophisticated weap-
ons with which their enemies are being so
freely supplied. In too many cases, however,
we are falling to deliver the arms and the
support implicit in the Nixon doctrine.

This failure on our part to follow through
is giving rise to agonizing doubts as to the
ability or willingness of the United States
to sustain its role of leadership in the West~
ern Pacific.

We can and must, in our own self-interest,
restore the badly shaken morale of our
friends in Asla. We can do this most effec-
tively, in my judgment, by implementing the
Nixon doctrine, and by making it clear in
our actions abroad, and in our debates at
home, that America will continue to give
effective support to its Pacific alliances for
as long as may be required to safeguard our
mutual interests.

We must remember that if we are to main-
tain effective alliances, we must decide as a
people that ours is a long-term commitment,
and we must restore confidence in our capac-
ity as a natlon to sustain our role of leader-
ship. If we should appear to falter, to grow
weary of that role; if we appear unable to
match the tenacity of the Communists, then
the framework for regional security which
we have constructed at so great a cost will
surely fall apart.

And we must also be able to demonstrate
that we will not fall victim to our own good
nature. Because we have no aggressive de-
signs on others, we find it hard to under-
stand that others have & driving compulsion
to dominate. Because we seek peace, we as-
sume that others seek it with an equal
intensity. Because we negotiate in good faith,
we are too often tempted to place a dan-
gerous rellance on the good faith of others.
It is this streak of innocence embedded in
the American nature which may raise the
greatest question as to our ultimate capacity
to meet the responsibilities which have been
thrust upon us. I believe that we may now be
entering a point in history, both in Asia
and elsewhere, which will test whether or not
Leo Durocher stated a rule of universal ap-
plication when he sald, “Nice guys finish
last.”

VOLUNTEERS CAN TEACH READING

HON. ALBERT H. QUIE

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972
Mr. QUIE. Mr. Speaker, voluntarism

has long been a great tradition of the
American people. It is now time for

volunteers to step forward to meet a
current and pervasive problem in Ameri-
can society.

A recent survey conducted for the Na-
tional Reading Center by Louis Harris
& Associates confirmed that 21 million
Americans, a full 15 percent of the adult
public 16 years of age and over, lack
some or all of the basic functional read-
ing skills to deal successfuly with even
the most simple everyday experiences of
modern life.

In trying to find solutions to this prob-
lem, the National Reading Center has
devised a plan to train volunteer tutors
who will help improve reading skills. The
director of the Center, Dr. Donald G.
Emery, has outlined the proposal in the
guest editorial appearing in the March
1972 issue of the School Administrator,
published by the American Association of
School Administrators.

I insert this editorial at this point in
my remarks:

NATIONAL READING CENTER—AT YOUR SERVICE

One of seven American adults cannot read
well enough to understand newspaper want
ads or questions on standard application
forms. Up to 40 percent of the pupils in some
big-city school districts are well below ex-
pected reading performance levels. Up to one
quarter of the school enrollment needs more
help in reading. We do, in fact, have a sub-
stantial reading problem in this nation, and
it is time we got together to solve it. Yet
we still do not have a usable performance
definition of reading proficiency. This is no
time to berate the schools for failing to solve
the problem. Nor do we need lengthy ex-
planations of how things got this way. This
is the time to get on with some fairly obvious
and some more difficult corrective measures.

First, let us teach all teachers how to teach
reading skills, preferably before they begin
teaching, but on the job if necessary. Let us
see that classrooms and Ilibraries, public
places and homes have generous supplies of
reading materials so children and adults
can enlarge their reading skills. If parents
by intuitive motivation teach very young
children our oral language code by leaning
heavily on attention, repetition and personal
instruction, we should be able to achieve uni-
versal success with the printed code, too.

Learning to read proceeds best with direct
personal instruction. But we don't have the
teacher time or salary dollars to provide the
amount of contact time that every child
needs and deserves. A really trained volun-
teer reading tutor working under the su-
pervision of the teacher can create the needed
additional time for each child. The same
principle holds for adults learning to read.

But volunteerism, while a great American
tradition, has a bad name in some schools.
The disenchantment often results from
gratification of the volunteer's ego, lack of
teacher orientation In how to use volun-
teers, and especially lack of volunteer train-
ing, which leaves the teacher with another
problem rather than more help. At this mo-
ment, the preparation and use of trained
volunteers is one of the few areas in which
rapid improvement is possible.

The National Reading Council (NRC) has
charged the Center to ald states in generat-
ing pools of trained volun‘eer reading tutors
to help in schools where they are wanted.
The National Reading Center is now involved
in developing tutor training programs to
produce 10,000 trained tutors in each of 20
states. Next year a similar program will be
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conducted in the remaining states. The vol-
unteers are trained to provide supplementary
services to the school’s reading program. A
handbook has been prepared to guide teach-
ers in the effective use of volunteers trained
by the Reading Center. The Center’'s pro-
gram and materials have been developed by
professionals and have been tested on the
state level in Iowa, Ohio and Washington,
D.C. A cooperative effort among voluntary
organizations, the Center, local communities
and school districts can produce a new hu-
man resource to help change the current
reading scene. All responsible volunteer tutor
programs should be encouraged. Partly
through the trained tutor technique the
Right To Read can become a reality in this
decade.

The reading needs of adults require a
massive effort, too. The Center is overseeing
the development of new tutor programs di-
rected to helping the adult worker, the
dropout, the migrant worker, the Spanish-
speaking American, the prison inmate and
others.

Superintendents will be asked to assist in
local recruitment of volunteers and in plan-
ning for their productive utilization. The
Center recommends that local planning com-
mittees include school administrators, the
PTA and local voluntary service organiza-
tions. For further information about how a
single district can become part of a state's
program working with NRC, write to Volun-
teers, National Reading Center, 1776 Massa-
chusetts Avenue, N.W, Washington, D. C.
20036.

The school administrator is the key per-
son to stimulate his community to recognize
and fulfill the right of every adult and child
to learn to read. The measure of his leader-
ship will be whether he imaginatively mar-
shals community cooperation and resources—
including tralned volunteer reading tutors—
to confront both the In-school and out-of-
school facets of the problem.

JUDICIAL RESTRAINT NEEDED ON
CAPITAL PUNISHMENT

HON. LOUIS C. WYMAN

OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. WYMAN. Mr, Speaker, the Ameri-
can people are entitled to the deterrent
of capital punishment in the discretion
of their several separate State legisla-
tures. They are also entitled to judicial
decisions that do not rewrite either State
or Federal constitutions to indulge in-
dividual judicial prejudices against the
concept of capital punishment.

It is categorically impossible to estab-
lish that the prospect of death for cer-
tain deliberate killing is not a deterrent.
It is, perhaps, equally difficult to estab-
lish that it is a deterrent either.

However, the Federal and most State
constitutions expressly recognize capital
punishment by use of the phrase “in
capital eases,” and it is a palpable abuse
of the power of judicial decision to extend
to a constitutional prohibition of capital
punishment in general, the additional
constitutional enjoinder that a punish-
ment may not be cruel or unusual.

In this connection the following col-
umn by Smith Hempstone of the Wash~-
ington Star is significant:
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CALIFORNIA’S CRUEL AND UNUSUAL DECISION
(By Smith Hempstone)

By a 6-1 vote, the Supreme Court of Cali-
fornia has declared the death penalty to be
unconstitutional in that state. The immedi-
ate effect of the decision is to give (literally)
& new lease on life to 107 death row inmates,
including such luminaries as Sirhan B. Sir-
han, the assassin of Robert F. Kennedy, and
mass murderer Charles Manson.

A side effect has been the release on bail
of Angela Davis, who is charged with murder,
kidnaping and conspiracy in connection with
the Marin County Civic Center shoot-out in
which four people lost their lives. It is ear-
nestly to be hope that the authorities lay
eyes on Miss Davis agaln.

The death penalty is still permissible in
40 states, although the U.S. Supreme Court
is expected to rule soon whether executions
violate the Constitution’s 8th Amendment
prohibition against “cruel and unusual pun-
ishment.”” There have been no executions in
the United States since June 1967 and 588
men and 2 women convicted of capital of-
fenses await the decislon of the high court.

However, the U.S. Supreme Court may rule,
the California verdict will stand in that
state barring an amendment to the Cali-
fornia Constitution. The state court’s ruling
was in contravention of the frequently ex-
pressed will of the elected representatives
of the people of California, who on several
occasions in recent years have defeated In
the state legislature bills which would have
abolished capital punishment.

The California court's ruling was based
on a clause in the State Constitution vir-
tually identical to the federal charter's 8th
Amendment. Chief Justice Donald R. Wright,
speaking for the majority, partially based
his finding that execution is "cruel” on
the long time-lag between conviction and
implementation. The obvious reply to that
is that the appeal process ought to be speeded
up.

Judge Wright held that the death penalty
is “unusual” largely because of the declin-
ing number of executions in the United
States (down from a high of 199 in 1835 to
2 in 1967) and the fact that there is a
trend toward abolition throughout the world.
To which one might reply that the imposi-
tion of the death penalty in this country has
remained relatively stable (averaging about
100 annually for the past decade) and that
the problems of Britailn (for example) are
not those of the United States.

Stanford University law professor Anthony
G. Amsterdam argued the case for abolition
before bhoth the U.S. Supreme Court and the
California Supreme Court., One of his argu-
ments was that the only people who suffer
the death penalty are “the poor, black, per-
sonally ugly and socially unacceptable.”

All right. Forget Sirhan and Manson; their
cases may be so emotive that it 1s impossible
for any of us to render a balanced judgment.
Take instead the case of Ernest J. Alkens
Jr. whom Amsterdam represented before the
natlonal and state high courts.

Does anybody really believe that Alkens
was sentenced to death because he was “poor,
black, personally ugly and socially unaccept-
able?” I do not know (or care) whether he
was black or white, but I rather imagine
that the severity of his sentence had some-
thing to do with the fact that he beat,
raped and stabbed to death two women, one
of them five months pregnant, and shot to
death the driver of a car who gave him a
1ift.

In his opinion, Wright stated that the
California court's decision was “not grounded
in sympathy for those who would commit
crimes of viclence but in concern for the
soclety that diminishes itself whenever it
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takes the life of one of its members."” A noble
sentiment. But would the society of San
Quentin, let alone that of the United States
as a whole, truly be diminished by the exe-
cution of Ernest J. Alkens Jr.? More Im-
portantly, can society afford to turn men
like Alkens free after they have served 8 to
10 years, which is what a life sentence fre-
quently amounts to.

There’s the rub. What is the alternative?
To keep them caged for the remainder of
their natural lives? In Wright's eyes would
that mnot, perhaps, correctly, constitute
“cruel and unusual punishment?”

Abolitionists like to clalm that those who
favor the retention of the death penalty do
80 largely out of an atavistic thirst for ven-
geance. There may be something In that but
not much. What law-abiding people want—
and have a right to expect from their gov-
ernment—is that men like Sirhan and Man-
son and Alkens should never walk the street
again.

The U.S. Supreme Court’s decislon may not
echo that of the California court. But if it
does, Congress and the state legislature are
going to have to frame legislation which
provides decent folk with the protection to
which they are entitled In an Imperfect
society which has its share of depraved
psychopaths.

TEN COMMANDMENTS FOR WIVES

HON. TIM LEE CARTER
OF EENTUCEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. CARTER. Mr, Speaker, recently I
read a lucid dissertation from Mrs, Luey
Albright’s letter to the Glasgow Republi-

can. Although it was written by a woman
and for women, the “Ten Command-
ments for Wives” is intriguing. I trust
that all wives will enshrine all these
commandments in the innermost cham-
bers of their hearts and will obey them
in word and in spirit. I submit this ar-
ticle for the Recorp:
ApaM’s RIs

Written by a woman and for women—
“Ten Commandments For Wives.”

Defile not thy body neither with exces-
slve foods, tobacco, nor alcohol, that thy
days may be long in the house which thy
husband provideth for thee.

Put thy husband before thy mother, thy
father, thy daughter and thy son for he is
thy lifelong companion.

Thou shalt not nag.

Permit no one to tell thee that thou art
having a hard time of it; neither thy moth-
er, thy sister, nor thy nelghbor, for the judge
will not hold her gulltless who letteth
another disparage her husband.

Thou shalt not withhold affection from
thy husband for every man loveth to be loved.

Forget not the virtue of cleanliness and
modest attire.

Forgive with grace for who among us does
not need forgiveness?

Remember that the frank approval of thy
husband is worth more to thee than the
admiring glances of a hundred strangers.

Eeep thy home in good order, for out of
it cometh the joys of old age.

Honor the Lord thy God all the days of

thy life, and thy children will rise up and
call thee blessed.
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MORE FARMERS GET BIG
PAYMENTS

HON. PAUL FINDLEY

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, March 8, 1972

Mr. FINDLEY. Mr. Speaker, since I
first offered my amendment on June 6,
1963, to limit direct Government pay-
ments to farmers, support for this idea
has been growing steadily.

On August 5, 1970, the House approved
the Agricultural Act of 1970 which was
the first general farm program to contain
a limit on direct government payments.
The limit was set at $55,000 per com-
modity per person. I would have pre-
ferred a much lower limit, but recognized
that even with the higher figure, con-
siderable progress had been made in the
8 years since my first effort in this
direction.

Farmers have completed their first
year under the $55,000 limit and are now
enrolling for the 1972 crop year. Because
of farm reconstitution and a little known
clause in the cottun section of the 1970
Agricultural Act, there will be virtually
no savings to the U.S. Treasury because
of the payment limit last year.

In July of 1970, the U.S. Department of
Agriculture responded to an inquiry of
mine by forecasting that “the amount of
payment reduction” under the $55,000
limit plan, then being considered by the
House Agriculture Committee, would be
$58.2 million. During debate on the farm
program in August of that year, I ex-
pressed fear that the limitation as writ-
ten by the committee would permit
wholesale evasion and save little. The
$2.1 million saved represents less than 4
percent of what the saving should have
been.

History of direct payments shows that
more farmers are getting big payments
each years.

In 1968, a total of 5,914 farmers in the
Nation received payments in excess of
$20,000. These farmers were paid a total
of $273,333,643.

The number of farmers receiving pay-
ments in excess of $20,000 increased in
1969 to 7,795. These farmers collected a
total of $366,779,995.

Both these figures grew again in 1970
when 10,371 farmers received payments
in excess of $20,000, collecting a total of
$414,500,000.

Now the 1971 payments have been
completed and the totals have once again
grown. Last year the number of farmers
receiving $20,000 or more from the Fed-
eral Treasury was 13,7561. These farmers
were paid a total of $486,339,609. That is
an average of $35,367.57 per farmer in
this select listing of agricultural giants.

Farmers in my home State of Illinois
clearly understand the problems con-
nected with Government payments. For
several years, farmers in my district have
indicated overwhelming support for a
limit on payments at $20,000 per farmer
each year. A recent poll taken by Prairie
Farmer magazine, one of the most re-
spected farm publications in the Nation,
indicates most Illinois farmers agree on
the guestion of program payments.
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In the Prairie Farmer poll, nearly 79
percent of the farmers interviewed said
they favor reducing or eliminating com-
modity payments. Of this group, 40 per-
cent favor a limit on payments at the
$20,000 level. An additional 23.5 percent
favor setting the limit at $10,000 or less
and 14.6 percent want the payments
eliminated completely.

The $55,000 payment limit provided
in the Agricultural Act of 1970 has not
been effective. It was drafted by people
who do not believe in a payment limit,
and who accepted one only as a way out
of a deadlocked situation.

Our current farm program is in effect
for this year and next. A year from now
the House Committee on Agriculture
will seek the best program to succeed
the 1970 act. That will be an opportune
time to change the payment limit pro-
vision. Two changes are needed: a lower
level—I propose $20,000—an elimination
of loopholes.

In order that we may have an ongoing
record of farm program payments made
in excess of $20,000 in each of the recent
vears, I am placing in the Recorp today
the names of the Nation's farmers who
received payments in that category in
1971. The listing is by State and coun-
ties within those States so each Member
of the House can easily determine the
number of farmers in his district re-
ceiving these large payments.

This information has special impor-
tance because of the changing character
of these payments. With each passing
year, they represent proportionately less
resource adjustment—the retirement of
productive cropland—and more direct
support of farm family income.
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Cotton, wheat, and feed grains farmers
can plant eight different crops on their
set-aside land. This year, in addition
to these crops, feed grains farmers can
plant any crop, including soybeans, on
one-half of their set-aside acreage. The
practice of permitting livestock grazing
on such acres for 7 months during the
year also continues.

The use of acres set aside under the
Agricultural Act of 1970 for the produc-
tion of food and feed—grazing, soybeans,
and so forth—tends to weaken the re-
source adjustment goal of the programs.
It amounts to an ever growing leak in
cropland adjustment. I am not criticizing
these exceptions. Rather, I say they
should be recognized for their crop pro-
duction effect.

In signing up under the act, to a
great degree farmers are simply agree-
ing to shift land use, rather than idle
land. Taxpayers can no longer justify
big payments on the theory that they
get value received in the idling of crop-
land.

Therefore, it makes more sense than
ever for the Congress to establish a rea-
sonable and effective limit on the total
amount of direct payments a farmer may
get under the various programs.

The following table prepared from in-
formation supplied by the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture shows the extent to
which payments for set-aside vary from
one State to another. In several States
taxpayers are making payments for set-
aside which each year are larger than
the market value of the land itself. In
effect, the taxpayers buy the land over
and over without ever getting title to it.

The table follows:

SET-ASIDE COSTS IN 1971

Per acre
set-aside
payments

Value of cropland
per acre

Irrigated

P: Isasp
of cropland value

Acres set
aside per
1,000 (acres)

Dry [Irrigated Dry

Louisiana
Arkansas._
Mississippi. .
Nevada

Washington
New York_-.

Michigan.
Virginia
Kentucky . .
Nebraska .

Connecticut. ..
New Hampshir
North Dakota..
West Virginia. .
Wyoming

Footnotes at end of table.
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SET-ASIDE COSTS IN 1971—Continued

Per acre
set-aside
payments

Value of cropland
per acre

Payments as percent
Acres se. of cropland value
aside per

1,000 (acres) Irrigated

Dry Irrigated

gﬁ, 16 §150
390
@
@

1 Based on Elltes in 10 of 11 crop reporting districts.
2 Not available,

The tabulation by States of the big
payment recipients follows:

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Alabama

[Amounts in dollars]
AUTAUGA COUNTY
e 67,878

Carroll H, Rhyn il

58, 233

57, 165

55, 189

52, 943

52, 517

409, 733

44, 001

42, 284

33, 303

31,207

31,249

29, 508

25, 810

24, 456

24,154

23, 283

21, 80O

Maleolm D. Smith__
Percy D. Roy.
James T. Murfee__

Dismukes Farms. - oce-eeae- A
Autauga Farming Co.-

J. A. Ralnwater

C. W. Johnson and Son

783, 688

Total payees in county (19) -

BARBOUR COUNTY
W. L. Corcoran

Total payees in county (1)- 58, 522

40, 445
46, 935
35, 606
31,339
24,301

Young Brothers

James Brothers

J. C. GoOdBONe e e mm e Wil .
McArthur Tidwell

M. C. Murphy

Total payees in county (5) - 187, 716

BLOUNT COUNTY

53, BOT
52, 938
35, 259
21,107

Dean Pruett
Dixie Farms Inc
Durwood Gilliland
Boyd Murphree

Total payees in county (4)- 163, 111

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,0000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Alabama

BULLOCK COUNTY

Rutland Bro
J. P. Tompkins, Jr

Total payees

b7, 377
28, 189
26, 966
25, 531

CALHOUN COUNTY

53, 135
47,174
46,974
40, 388
38, 189
33, 720
33,303
20, 985
29,903
28, 431
28, 240
27, 200
26, 732
25,973
24, 525
23, 446
20, 707

558, 035

Jess Willard Lecroy
Sewell Brothers

W. T. Williams & Sons.._.

Howell C. Tucker

Robert Emory Chesnut

Ray Allen Lindsey

Sanford L. Flynt

Woodrow W. Rains

Robert E. Black

Orval Ray Singleton

Thomas Marrion Sewell

L Tin g W RS e L

Total payees in county (17)

CHILTON COUNTY
&% Robmbt O o e
C. R. Childress
Charles F. Culp
J. T. FPranklin___
Louise Eelley

57, 401
46, 532
58, 872
36, 152
25, 447

204, 404

Total payees In county (5) -

CHOCTAW COUNTY
W. H. Sparrow 25, 041
Total payees In county (1) .
COLBERT COUNTY
R. Gordon Preult__
Daniel Counts

Eugene V. Blythe

Ben Fennel, Jr

Hubert R. Stanley

J. J. Johnson

Gordon Ray Price.

J. W. Jeffreys

Howard Keeton

Herbert C. Harris, Jr___
Hollis Isbell

James M. Underwood._._
Donnle T. Brumley.

Bobbie O, Wright
Aaron Patterson

John Loouls Croom

James Franklin Minor.
Total payees {n county

879,933
CONECUH COUNTY
J. T. Ward 27,736
Total payees in county (1)~ 27,736
COVINGTON COUNTY
W. G. Foshee, Jr 52, 341

Total payees in county (1) -

52, 341

CULLMAN COUNTY
53, 849
47, 242
32, B66
23,423
21,759
payees

Total in county
5)

Borland Bros
Total payee in county (1)--

DALLAS COUNTY
Carl Henderson
J. W. Suttle
B. F. Jr. and G. R. Beers, III
Thomas J. Pope

J. C. Sheehan

W. H. Watts & Son___
James A. Minter, ITI_
Thomas E. McHugh

R. Furniss Ellis

Nelson Norris..._._..
Jewell Farms

Sommers and Rountree__
Robert Lee Sanford, Jr

Robert Culpepper
Otto E. Godwin
Cedar Creek Farms
George Wood
Robert Smith
W. J. Neighbors
R. W. Zimmerman
Edwin R. Moore
J. C. Gresham
Billy Hardy
Givhan Land CNA Cattle Co-.-- 20, 347
in county
1, 060, 210

Total payees

Hoyt Ralns
Stiles Norman Waldrop 20, 015

Total payees in county (2) - 42, 797
ELMORE COUNTY

Sherrill J. Woodfin

Henry Owen Harper

George Douglas McCartha, Jro___

James Melvin Taylor, Jr.
J. Melvin Taylor

John T, Taylor

Wood T. Dozier

State of Ala. Bd. Corr
James T. Brown
Robert W, Terry.__
James T. Brown, Jr_
Riley Mask, Jr

Fred L. Oliver.__

J. C. Collum 22, 632

Total payees
559, 956

—_—
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Excluding
loans—Alabama—~Continued

ESCAMBIA COUNTY

George Prestwood

Board of Corrections

50, 010
38, 641

Total payees in county (2) - 88, 651

ETOWAH COUNTY
Emory Johnson

FAYETTE COUNTY
J. C. Randolph

FRANKLIN COUNTY
Vernia Ganes Masterson

GREENE COUNTY

29, 066
26, 440
25, 763
23, 584
23, 581
23, 006
22,745
22, 633
22, 205

William M. Steele, Jr....
H. E. Carpenter
Curtis I. Eatman
Bayne Ethridge

Charles 8. King
J. P. Cameron, Jr
Curtis R. Taylor

Total payees In

HALE COUNTY

Marvin D, Johnson. . ______
Waller E. Wedgworth IIT__.______
Johnnie Bedsole. .. ___
Turpin Vise

Thomas C. Lewis

Henry A. Balley

Francis O. Clary

John D. Bolling, Jr

Bpencer C. Langford, Jr

Total payees in county (). 233, 181

JACKSON COUNTY

C. E. Cornelison
Winston T. Smith, Jr
Dewayne Medlock
Bob Mantooth
Lloyd Meeks._.

John H. Neal

43,171
a6, 258
26, 279
25, 100
23, 270
21, 300
Total payees in county (6). 175,378

JEFFERSON COUNTY
Jacob V. Pate

LAMAR COUNTY
W. A Austin_ - __ . 28, 333

Total payees in county (1) .- 28, 333

LAUDERDALE COUNTY

52, 290
35, 052
31, 268
29, 859
29, 327
28, 165
27, 214
28, 799
26, 004
25, 878
25, 725
25, 460
23,313
23,281
23, 007
22,718
22, 003
21, 615
20, 185

Ray McIntyre

Alfred J. Buffler
Hugh L. Rice, Jr
Harvell J. Walker

James E, Hale
Howard T. Walker.
Bonnie Burgess, JT.

Rufus W. Bratcher

Bllly D. Rhodes
Hom~r E. Liles
Q. E. Barringer

Total payees in county (19). 519, 253

_ e

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

LAWRENCE COUNTY

Albemarle Corporation

James Blythe, Jr

Dan Claborn

Samuel R. Letson

G. T. Hamilton

Benjamin A. Rose

E. F. Mauldin

W. J. Lee and Son____

D. L. Martin, Jr

W. W. Hamilton

Wheeler Farms,

Armstrong Farms

Hugh J. Pcsey

J. C. Claborn

Jack C. Davis

waylen©Oross_.-- - _____________ -
George Collins

Grody B, ROSE. . i
Guy

Wayne Hamilton. ___

Dantiel Gilchrist IV

Hood - BaTIE. JYeeaenreenrmn= =
Harold Green

Hubert Coffey_.__

O. D. Brackin___

Richard Brackin

E. H. Dewberry

V. Dewees Crockett

Lynn Croes. - oo —oeee e

J. R. Enouff__

James Blythe

O. C. Lansford

J. O. Weeks._

Oneal Rose

Thomas A. Bowles

Jack Wells Kidd

Neal Williams

Anthony Dewberry

Jorry Dewberry - o o e e =
Willis Manley

Roland Cross

Larry Parker.

Claude Dyar

Paul Henry EIrby - - - oo

Total payees in county (47) . 1, 609, 698

LEE COUNTY

Robert E. Gullatte
T. W. Collier
Leary Whatley.

Nelson Hillyer
Auburn University
Collier & Littrell oo

Total payees in county (7) -

LIMESTONE COUNTY
Thomas H. Vann

Walter B. Shaw

Joe R. Murphy

R. W. Anderson & Sons
Fred Willlam Hays

John D, Anderson

Rowe B. Sanderson
Henry Charles Baucom
Ned Johnson

Luke Pryor

Eugene Grant Lowery
Glennes V. Moore

Gene Thomas Burgreen
Pettus Menefee

Dan Atkinson._._.

Fred Atkinson.

L. V., Moore__

Robert Horace Marks_ __
Greenbrier Farms
Grover C. Lawson, Jr
Darden Bridgeforth
William Henry Stewart, Jr
Ernest P. Hargrave
Robert Hargrave

James P. Grooms

179, 384

58, 871
58, 239
55,301
55, 152
55, 051
54,919
54, 502
52, 961
49, 353
47,710
46, 520
46, 362
44, 263
44, 166
42, 240
41, 771
36, 585
36, 341
33, 604
33,419
33, 081
31,938
29, 532
29, 880
27, 408
27,408
27,258
25,390
25, 664
25, 227
25, 049
24, 351
24,238
23,3156
23,170
22,818
22,791
22,725
22,370
22,173
22,134
22,134
21,473
21, 061
20, 185
20, 086
20,011

29, 899
28, 767
25, 804
24,785
24, 537
23, 876
23, 726

58, 628
58,175
b6, 646
55, 842
53, 735
52,968
50, 080
49, 333
48, 472
48, 037
45,170
45, 066
44,949
44, 284
43,992
43, 965
42, 260
41, 603
40, 133
39,029
38,941
87,526
36, 868
36, 867
36, 408
36, 845

.Carl A. Williams
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36, 024
35,368
34,972
34, 849
34,677
34,619
34,329
33,778
33, 004
32,774
31, 236
30, 901
29, 560
29,3818
27,242
26, 466
26, 466
26, 305
25, 958
25, 161
24,568
24,379
24,2861
24, 007
23,331
22, 867
22,483
22,376
22, 360
20, 222

J. Howard Hobbs, Jr

H. E. Hargrave

Withers G. Peebles
Kenneth Carter

Anderson Farms, Ime______
Winfred Barron

James T. Sanderson._...
Lucille F, Bowles
Stanley H. Menefee
John David Lecroix
James Edward Power
Horace L. Devaney
James Morris Black
Edmond P. Garrett, Jr
James H. Garrett
Jackie W. Leonard
Vester M. Leonard

Leo Hargrave

Chesley H. Moore
Paul Black

Wesley Marks

Gilbert Johnson

Cecil Devaney

Joe D. Anderson

Donal L. Peek

James U, Devaney_.__...
M. W. Haney & Sons
Charles R. McCormack

Total payees in county (58) - 2,039, 260

LOWNDES COUNTY

George Marlow Reese, Jr-_._._... 57, 552
55, 630
55, 232
55,232
45, 83T
39, 828
31, 087
28, 811
27,404
26, 024
24, 659
20, 856

B. C. Rhyne
Harrell Hammeonds.__

Howard Payne Meadows
Fred W. Holladay
Charles 3chreiner, Jr
Caswell G. McCurdy
David M. Lyon

Total payees in county (12) -

468, 341

MACON COUNTY

A. L. Lazenby, Jr

Mrs., H. A. Torbert & Sons

Bobby Mooring

Segrest Brof. . oo e
Robert F. Walters, Jro_____ ...
PO TTROMPEOD - i — st e
Ben W. Walker__

Ray Magee..._.

54, 258
47, 655
43, 134
36,919
36,718
32,198
28, 681
24, 649
23,495
23, 230
21, 145
20,924
20,672
20, 080

John C. Carter, Jr
George P. Holt____

Total payees
431, 758

John W. MecCrary.
Ray Vandiver________
James E. Patterson, Jr
Wilburn B, Douglass_
W. Homer Tate

56, 431
55, 406
55, 000
54, 885
54,308
53,120
52,296
52,1203
486, 936
45,004
45,913
44,314
42, 611
42, 340
42,205
41,119
40, 952
40, 952
37, 088
36, 409
a5, 989

John W. Vandiver_...
Erle P. Douglass..
John W. League__
Robert L. Pickens.

Everett Jones......-.
George B. St. Clalr__
Albert Hunter

Willard Hunter____
Carlton Ikard
Samuel J, Darwin ITI_
Hubert Yell
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35, 587
34,117
33, 722
32,331
32,191
30, 868
30, 772
30, 650
30, 297
30, 163
30, 082
29, 885
29, 816
29, 677
28, 636
27,922
27, 808
27, 549
27, 460
27,011
26, 805
26, 260
25, 564
25, 342
24, 863
24, 842
24,720
23, 092
23, 9056
23, 598
23, 232
23,133
22, 731
22, 656
22, 612
22, 532
21,937
21, 736
21, 489
21, 463
21, 027
20, 549
20, 452
20, 363
20, 198
20, 006

Donald Spencer
Grady Abernathy
William H. Gray.

Claude N. Buchannan
Robert L. Taylor

Glenn Murphy-
Lila S. Moore..
Jack T. Clift
Orvlille H. Esslinger
Glenn Campbell___
Wayne M. Thorson.
Allen Bragg

N. L. Reynolds...
Ronald Vaughn._.__
Millard L. Sanderson
Wade A. Hubert
Kenneth Pike__._._
Robert M. Davis.._
Edmund Payne

J. A. Pettus
Edward Alexander.

Arthur Medley
Dennis O. Bragg-.--
William R. Rodman
A. D. Whitworth__
Wallwood Farm

W. L. Sanderson,

Sandra G. Vallely

E. H. Martin

payees In

Total county
(87 2,179, 410
MARENGO COUNTY
James W. Glass___
Allan Ramsey.._..
Ed Bobbitt
Hunter N. Brown..
William G. Rentz
Jeu, Agrl Inc. ¢/o L, E. Gilmore._ _
Abner Dunn, Jr
Steward D. McKnight

51, 360
38, 329
35, 787
28, 985
25, 906
24, 217
23, 849
20, 619
Total payees in county (8) . 249,042

MARION COUNTY

BIyWE Bobs e a s = 28, 245

Total payees in county (1) -

28, 245

MARSHALL COUNTY
Jimmy B. Miller_.

Robert L. Haynes_.

Harold Burnett

32, 551
20, 643
27, 755

89, 949

Total payees ‘n county (3) -

MONROE COUNTY

Maston & Bibb Mims
Carson House, Jr

31, 262
25, 0456

Total payees in c.unty (2).
MONTGOMERY COUNTY

.

A. J. McLemore, Jr...
G. N. Handey, Jr_____
T. W. Ollver

172, 920

Total payees In county (5) -

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

MORGAN COUNTY
Gorman M. Braswell___

Curtis Stroup
Milton Jean

43, 645
39, 267
36, 552
26, 610
25,872
24, 066
21, 946

Howard Millsap__
John B. Sewell

Total payees in county (7) - 217,958

PERRY COUNTY

93, 375

_———

Total payees in county (2)-

PICKENS COUNTY
J. A. Hanson

Jimmie C. Hood____

Abrams & Garriss_.__

W. B. Peebles Jr___

47, 788
43,294
36, 065
29, 097
24,610
24,449
23, 251
20, 215

Jamie M. Summerville_
Thomas Parker.-o-....-
Glenn Brothers__._____._________._

Total payees in county (8) - 248, 769

RUSSELL COUNTY
Ben F. Bowden
George M. Adams___
J. Wayne Mott
John T. Ingram

58, 675

286, 677

25, 144

21,275

Total payees in county (4)- 131,771
SHELBY COUNTY

D. E. Morris

John M. Thompson..

L.B.L.Ranch_...___

John D. Eidd 27, 566

Total payees in county (4) - 137, 938
ST. CLAIR COUNTY
Norris K., Waites

Total payees in county (1) .

SUMTER COUNTY
General Agriculture, Inc
George N. Aust
22,075

Total payees in county (3)- 82,112

TALLADEGA COUNTY

Robert M. Gambrell
French Junior Pruitt

40, 101
37,9817
32, 405
29, 880
27,201
25, 512
20, 661

Total payees in county (7). 213, 767

TALLAPOOSA COUNTY

121, 417

Total payees in county (4) -

TUSCALOOSA COUNTY

W. J. Chandler

W. O. Chandler

Darden D. Barton.._._._
Spiller Farms

Ala. Dept. of Mental Health
Fletcher Barnes

7827

Floyd Hughes, Jr

J. D. Jobson 20,517

Total payees in county (11). 375, 606
WASHINGTON COUNTY

Nelson Bedsole Moseley.
Edward QGarris

WILCOX COUNTY
Raymond Pharr_______
H. H. Wilkinson & Son_
Charles R. Reaves
Total payees in county (3) - 82, 410
(472) Total payees in State_15, 989, 575
1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—excluding
loans—Alaska

[Amounts in dollars]
HOMER COUNTY
Aleutian Livestk Corp

Total payees in county (1). 84, 891

Total payees in State (1).-- 34, 891
1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—excluding
loans—Arizona
[Amounts in dollars]
COCHISE COUNTY

Wicks Ranches
Alf B. Claridge
Bill Hilburn
Ernest L. White, Jr
Floyd Robbs.-.-
Edward Barnes
Charles Wade
Frank C. Hale
Montlerth Farms
W. R. Shumaker
H, J. Camphbell, Jr
Alvin E. Ratiift
Roy Lee Young
Delbert Motes

M. K. Sellers
Kinard Bros._-
Miller G. Aker_

J. C. Dunagan.
Roger A. Hale

C. E, Hilburn
Marvin Lamar Barnes....

78, 482
75, 206
68, 337
68, 032
62, 149
61, 855
60, 868
56, 592
b6, 360
56, 114
b5, 261
52,270
49, 104
48,879
47, 688
46, 215
45, 688
45, 453
38, 335
38, 231
37, 040
36, 826
36, 725
36, 692
36, 678
35,924
34, 167
33, 657
32, 689
30, 685
30, 326
29, 132
27,745
25, 549
24, 569
23, 507
22,113
21,479
20, 976
20, 698
20, 221
20, 084

Leroy Plerce_

Thomas W. Cooke, Jr
Edward E. Rivers.

M. D. Morgan_.__._

Gus Arzberger

Willlam EKambitch.
Buckner & Kidd. e S
W.R. Grimes__ .-

ACPC Invest Co

Jack Robinson & Sons....
Roy E. Mathews.

J. F. Bchmelzla

Western Harvestors Inc..__

Gerald P. Schoenfelder
Darrell Lee

county
1,748,671

Total payees In

COCONINO COUNTY

Red Hill Sheep Co
Sitgreaves Sheep Co

Total payees in county (2)
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1971 ASCS and Great Prafns program pay- E. Garth Lamb 53,681 John T. Bales. ____________ 29, 992
ments of $20000 or more—Ezxcluding A Tumbling T Ranch 53, 556 30,992
loans—Arizona—Continued Woodrow Lewis gg. ;lgo 39,818

SUNTY Jacob 8. Stephens . 199 39,408
e i 1. 860 Ted R. 53,097 The Taylor Co 39,458

Angel Escobedo. 41, Ted A. Pierce 53,007 Willlam W. Sutton 39, 457

Melvin R. Bryce_. 38, 867 53, 061 Cal A. Sutton 39, 457

Daley Brothers.. 28, D0& 53,058 S. J. Jennings 39, 287

Arden J. Palmer.. 27,514 53,058 Kathleen Scholtz 39, 287

Alder Bros 26,088 y.cton Farms 52,374 S. C. Jennings 89, 287

Allred Brothers_.. 24,133 jogell Turner Farms 52,208 Moore & Taylor 39, 145

Zenos Howard. ... 23,839 ;'R Tucker 52, 268 39, 046

Glen Layton._.. 22,848 p, 1 Hadley___ 52,026 L. M. Conner 38, 848

Verdell Howard 20,789 R G, Eastman__ 51,642 TLehi Palmer 38, 543

Verle Palmer 20,390  jefrrey T. Jones. 51,579 Richard Evans 38,426

T e ran Ed Ambrose_._. 51,519 Hayden Farms, Inc 38, 250

Total payees in county (10) 275, 582 50,632 Bill R. Moore 38, 063

— - Gertrude Conway-.- 50,569 M. & L. Farms, Inc___ 38, 029

GREENIIE COUNTY Phil Ladra 50,5669 Espil Sheep Co 37,801

Adrian Richins » C. L. Whitehill_ 50,197 W. P. Haggard & Son.____ 37. 663
2 F. D. Layton____ 50,069 Jack Palmer 37,470

SEARILOEA GO Deon Layton 50,069 H. L. Anderson 37, 440

Spreckels Sugar Co. 86,812 Thomas E. Walden 50,027 Mil For Farms, Inc 37,368

The NW Mut Ins. Co. 85,023 West Farms, Inc 40,731  Aja Sheep Co 37,015

Goodyear Farms 81,522 Reed J. Kerby 49,717 @G, Keith Sasser 36, 779

F. C. Layton 81,044 Sossaman Farms 49,673 Rudolph Johnson 38, 720

Chatham Farms, Inc 78, 970 40,669 Cheatham Dairy, Inc 36, 147

Earl 8. Dobson 72,144 49,142 gheep Spring Sheep Co___ 35,486

J. L. Golightly, Jr 68,296 Jerome Thompson. 48,948 1e0 C. Smith Farms 35, 234

Alan B. Melton._._ 67,373 Wayne King 48,708 Ohaco Sheep Co 35,223

Carl Weiler. 67,371 Lyle King 48, 708 35, 147

Baskett Farms, Inc__. i 66, 080 Carl G. Stevenson._ 48,283 R. B. Coplen 35,008

Joe A. Sheely 65,239 Sam Cambron__ 48, 050 a5, 049

Chas. F. Youngker 65,058 Robert L. Cook... 47,823 Bill Luke Ranches, Inc___ 34, 884

64,497 W. H. Jarnagin._. 47,689 Gorden Cameron Estate 34, 375
64,211 Jon A, Tucker 47,395 . M. 34, 140

Ben F. Youngker, Jr. 63,780 Bob L. Phillips 47, 340 a3, 730

Donald Wiechens 62,803 George Knapple ___ 47,294 sanders Farms._._. 33, 609

Davis Ranch Co.. 61,777 E. & L. Walden 46,968 1. D. Hardesty__ 33, 652

61, 046 F 46,925 1, L. Hardesty_.__ 33, 662

Ray Schnepf 60,904 J. E. 46,812 Bruce Hardesty 33, 652

Hugh Bennett 60, B8O 46,812 Charles W, Burns 33, 652

Dougherty Ranch 60, 172 46,812 George W. Hardesty 33, 652

Kenna V. Jordan 58, 497 46,812 Basilio Aja 33, 428

John M. Williams, Jr 58,180 Billman Hayes, Jr__ 46,812 Howard Lydic... 33, 851

Paul E. Perry 58,144 Martin Garcia 46,608 Robert D. Ryan 33, 038

J. L. Hodges Farming Co.. 57,752 Candelario Garcia 46,608 James Marioneaux 32,872

Leyton Woolf 57,728 Keith Walden 46,504 Robert W. Edwards. 32, 506

B. F. Youngker, Sr 57,595 J. G. Boswell Co 46,450 Norman Knox 32, 332

William Hardison 57,348 Tommy Wheelis 46, 241 31, 861

57,243 Mack Hastings 46, 165 i 31, 818
57,228 David E. Pinkham_____ 45,892 (. E. Sanders___ 31, 381
57,223 Wm. G. Brandon 45,753 J. H. Evans, Jr__ 30, 907
Harris Cattle Co_ 57,101 Robert L. Layton 45,304 Ocotillo Pms__.__ 30, 588
Holly Ranch_____ 56,9887 R. & J. Hayden 45,170 Carl Mumme. ... i e 30,473
56, 960 . 45,145 Robert E. Robertson 30, 225

Allen F. Belluzzi 56,786 Wallace Bales 45,104 Reed W. KiNgo oo cecmnnn L 30, 102

Marcia L. Wheat 56, 6566 Wayne Vandsdell 44,716 Rainbow Ranches_ 30, 059

James P. Trimble. 56,6563 Ray Vandsdell 44,716 Youngker Farms 29,919

John J. Graham. . 56,2856 Turner Ranches 44,703 (C. Dale Willis 29, 917

W. Bruce Helden. 56, 112 44,687 Wayne Weller... 29, 771

J. L, Golightly, Sr 56,071 44, 687 _ 29, 682

55, 930 ) 44, 364 29, 526
55,831 Willie C. Page________ 44, 364 7 29, 203
55,756 Myrtle N. Riggs 44, 327 : 28, 816
55,694 Hudson Farms, Inc 44, 319 28, 719
55,5611 Duane D. Schnepf 44,308 H. & R. Henry Farms 28, 693
55,484 Daniel E. Jarrell 43,900 Rala Singh 28, 664
55,484 Amos A. Jarrell 43,887 Willlam Wade__ . 28, 487
55,483 Arnold D. Jarrell 43,887 John D. Vance 28, 485
55,367 Maricopa Stake Lds 43,876 Eldon W. Cooley 28, 485
55,350 Jamcs R. Davis 43,493 R. W. Cheatham._. 28, 065
55,159 Barbra C. Walden 43,180 John Fornes 27,910
55,159 Eugene Schwertner____ 43,173 Fisher Miller Hay & Dev. Co._ 27,902

Growers Exchange, Inc 55,105 Gerald W. Mecham. ... 43,048 Philco Carter 27, 464

J. R, Lanford 55,000 Newell A. Barney 43,048 RIich & Rich 27, 455

Jack Rayner, Jr 54,969 M. & P. Getzwiller__ 42,682 Versluis Ranches 27, 109

54,842 genly Farms 42,411 Jean Arriaga 26, 183
54,842 pHenry F. Backer... 42,178 John D. Hamilton 26, 756
Robert M. Rayner__.._ 41, 055 Lloyd Martin 26, 632
Earle E. Rayner, Jr.. 41,043  ppiip Echeverria Estate 286, 092
Ronald Rayner 41,043 000 B, Neely 25, 968

H. W. Earl C. Recker, Co__ 40, 902 :
Laveen Cotton Co Ellsworth Farms 40,734 LyBO I BeX.. - 25,936

cia, Sr ; D. M. Brown 25, 892
g::?ﬂl: g:rmln. Jr. i?leer?‘m:;g :g. ;ég Dwayne E. Dobson 25, 891
Jacob Stephens III 40,232 Nichols Farms___________ sl 25, 654
Stuart L, Anderson________._____ 40,226 James M. ACCOMAZZO. 25, 675
Michael J. Moore________ e c Ty T R G - 8 1 L R e e e a5, 663
Richard 8. Walden______________ 40,022 O. E. McGinty 25, 348
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Chris Peterson_._.
Bruce B. Hardesty-

Anthony Martori...
Frank V. Condello.

Paradise Sheep Co__
Emory J. Hurley est

Geo. & Myrtle Velt__

R. D. Beebe & Sons_
W. T. Jarnagin, Sr__

Kubelsky Est

H. C. McGarity.-.
G. Ray Mayhugh
Circle One Livestock

e

James M. Shahan..
Gene E. Narramore.
Bartlett Heard Co..
Auza Sheep Co.
Rhodell Farms, Inc_
W. H. Miller

L. D, Henry..-.
Wayne A. Enloe___
Roach & Baker
Donald L. Bissinger...
V’. H. Haggard, Jr
Kenneth Burnett__

F. A. Wilden
Tamara 8. Anderson
in county

Total payees

MOHAVE COUNTY

Eldon K. Parish
Hanc Enterprise._.
John Vanderslice

Total payees in county (3)-

PIMA COUNTY

Farmers Investment Co
Growers Finance Gin_._
Herbert Eal

Ralph Wong

Bing K. Wong, Sr_.
Bing K. Wong, Jr-__
Jimmy Bowden
Warren E. Culbertson__
David Wong

Pat Tucker, Jr
Frances Chan

R. G. Buckelew

John Eal, Jr

Wallls Farms, Inc. ..
Buck Sam Chu

J. Boyd White

James B, White, Jr._._._
Eveo Farms, Inc., S8ynd
Henry A. Worthey

John H. Payne

David Anway.

James Kuen Wong.._.
Gladden Farms A Part__

25, 113
25, 102
25, 042
25, 041
24, 957
24,008
24,908
24,9003
24,903
24, 879
24,871
24,871
24, 743
24, 262
24,103
23, 983
23, 954
23,851
23, 836
23, 801
23, 534
23, 452
23, 380
23, 242
23,236
22,768
22, 736
22,714
22, 677
22, 655
22,614
22, 531
22, 060
21, 874
21,776
21,697
21, 469
21, 451
21, 238
21,130
20, 875
20, 740
20, 643
20, 640
20, 603
20, 526
20, 521
20, 217
20, 064

12, 326, 246

54, 356
53, 596
22, 480

130, 431

115, 018
68, 128
59, 090
56, 934
56, 870
55, 53¢
55, 324
55, 324
55, 097
52, 645
51,920
48, 024
46, 899
46, 642
44, 469
41,991
41, 124
40, 280
32, 771
31, 524
31,044
29, 907
28, 738
28, 485
27, 739
27, 581
27, 681
26, 182

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

25, 901
24, 340
23, 6583
22, 829
22,223
22,223
22, 194
22, 188
22,188
22,138
21, 609

Flying E Bar Cattle Co_.
Iola Cady

Total

in county
1, 534, 281

payees

PINAL COUNTY

Glla River Farms. oo oo
Ak Chin Farms

Bogle Farms, Inc

C. & V. Growers, Inc..

Eileen M. Nutt

Kirby Hughes_ .- ...
Norman C. Nupen

Frances D. Nutt

Remaldo Q. Montijo____
Arizona Farming Co_._...

367, 096
313,974
87,979
70, 260
69, 512
67, 097
67, 812
67,012
67,012
66, 683
64, 319
61, 878
61, 269
61, 116
61, 088
60, 161
60, 129
59, 679
59, 3876
59, 328
59, 164
59, 126
58, 884
58, 726
58, 704
58, 489
58, 178

Marathon

Robert D. Bechtel
Tolby & Boulais
Rex Neely Trst
Milton P. Smith, Jr.
Margie L. Hanna

C. Ray Robinson
Robert Allen Taylor

C. P. Huaeycutt
Roger Guil

Greater Ariz. Rch., Inc
Otlce Self

Guy H. McMurry Rec
Desert Growers, Inc
Charles A. Peircey
Wm. A. Stanfield

R. E. Schlittenhart
Thos. A. McCarville
Robt. E. Hamilton
Jack Nichols I'st
Noel Martin

58, 024
57, 820

Bob A. Anderson_._.
George Anderson.
K. E. Shollenbarger
John Smith

El Dorado Rnch., Inc
Picacho Lard & Cattle Co._.
Martin Talla

Daley & Bogle
Philip C. Hanson
Dan C. Palmer

Santa Crusz, Ent., Inc
L. 4 Ranches, Inc
C. B. Clark Rec

John D. Singh..
P. 8. Thompson
Leonard Anderson

F. Baldenegro..
W. Baldenegro

Donald Walnscott 55, 377

Dennis Nowlin
Frank Herrera
Bill Lewis

David Campos_...

Raymondo Montiel . ______ -
Walter Isom...

Willlam Isom..

James F. Brady.

Gary Turnbull....
Richard W, Arp..

Joseph A. Turner.
Snshn. Vly. Rnh___
Reed D. Shute, Jr_

R. J. Dillard

P. W. Vensel

Frank W. Shedd, Jr
Mills Pace

Ernest McFarland____
Cross Mtn. Sheep Co.
Eleana R. Smith
Robert W. Brooks_
Wilbur Wuertz____

Sunset Rnchs., Inc__
Harold L. Early, Sr.
Harvey Davison

Koenig Aviation, Inc.
5. C. McFarland
Buford Gladden
Charles Hill
Manterola Trust__

Diwan Ranches, Inc_
John S. Elliott.._.

T. M. Coury, Sr__.
T. M. Coury, Jr..

Mickey A, Clark
R. P. Anderson._..

Jack Ralston ...
Dr. P. F. Hartman_

Avra Plantations, Ine

Max Nichols Farms
Marty Zwillinger




7830 EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS March 9, 1972

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay- Debb Stephens 28,191 Mand V Farms 55, 000
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding Carl Tomkinson 28,093 Edward H. Taylor...._- i e 55, 000
loans—Arizona—Continued Wales Ranches Inc... 28,063 Arizona Western Ranches Ine... 55, 000

Floyd Pearson .- ———————--- o 43,220 Wales Farms Inc 28, 063 55, 000

43,156 Wayne Wuertz 27,903 54, 001

Duane Ellsworth.. 43,104 Franklin 27, 602 54,724

Isabel Singh 42,992 Dwayne B. Self 27, 481 o 54, 692

Howell Wadsworth.._._ 42,698 M. R. Nafziger 27, 464 . B, 54, 562

42,679 Charles E. Wright ___ 27,921 54, 532

Florence Farms, Inc 42,360 Ronald Miller 27, 1056 54, 147

42,175 M. C. Montgomery. 26,960 A, C. Cockrill 54, 108

Ben N. Eortsen 42,175 Frank Graham 26,836 L. P, Barkley.. 53, 671

James K. Henness 42,112 M & W Farms Inc 26,721 Ben Matthews_ 53, 363

Emory Shahan 41,950 G. Gilbert Farms, Inc 26,662 Kelly Hughes._._ 51,935

G. Robt. Ralston 41,872 Dalton H. Cole, Jr 26,649 [Keller Farms._. 50, 886

B, M. Cabanillas 41,738 . C, GOre8 . - 26,229 Clyde Curry 49, 690

Carlos Cabanillos 41,728 James F. Shedd 25,912 Hoffman Enterprises 49,328

J. A. Kellison 41,643 Thomas M. Carlton 25,5656 J.W. Ferguson 47, T80

Riftin Curtis 41,643 Wesley D. Hood 25,566 F. M. Ferguson, Jr 47, 780

Fred R. North 41,493 Chester Ethington_ .. __ 25,487 Tom Howell 47, 639

Gary L. Ralston 41,441 Herman Diwan 25,163 Wm. M. Harrison. 47, 189

Ralcot Ranches Inc 41,175 Christopher Lane 25,158 Henry Lelvas___ 46, 860

Carlton Farms Inc 41,143 Harlan Russell.. 25,0256 Earl Hughes 46, TT7

H, L. Holland 41,043 Dalton H. Cole 24,796 Charles D. Phillips 45,838

Frank Abate__ 40,913 Louls L. Johnson 24,608 Mcelhaney Farms._ 44, 789

Eldon Smith 40,856 Vnb Linda & L., Jr., Johnson 24,608 C. L. Stephens 42, 646

W. R. Skousen 40,780 C.G. Cotton FiIn Co___________ 24,604 Double Bar Ranch, Inc 42, 606

Bartlett Farms Inc 40, 604 Emmett Jobe 24,419 Jon Nickerson 41,822

Woodman Moore 40, 519 Eddle J. Farrell 24,304 2 XK 41,768

Norman Pretzer 40,225 Duane Daley B 23, 952 41, 687

Alex Pretzer 40, 225 . 'y 23,882 Archie Mellon._ 41, 317

Howard Arthur Wuertz________ 40, 084 - 23,697 W. Y. Murphey 41,204

C. W. England 39, 854 - 23,644 J. D. McCain 41, 204

Leon M. Nowell 39, 831 23,524 W.M. Wootton 40, 732

W. A, 39,479 23,339 Marcus Moore 40, 587

Grant E. Peterson = 39, 461 23,207 John and Jud Ott___ 40, 186

W.. L. Crouch.... 39,111 Earl E. Chandler_. 23, 180 38, 940

39,111 Storey Rnchs. Inc_. 23, 076 ; 38, 892
39, 021 Alvin T. Ethington 22, 818 38, 802
ag, 949 Joel England 22, 656 ag, 892
38,420 J- H. England 22, 656 . W. 38, 702
ag, 356 J- E. Robinette 22, 835 a8, 552
38, 060 . 22,348 as, 510

Barbara Erwin______ 37, 670 - - 22,162 38, 230

A. C. T. Ranches Inc. 37, 602 23,011 38, 084

Pat Abate 37,374 21, 966 37,010

Edward Y. Hooper " 37,288 21,740 Lee Consaul Co 87, 200

Nellie Rogers.__. 37, 042 21,727 Allen Marlatt 35, 096

37 042 Jim Wheelis ___ 21,621 Glen Holt 34, 360
36,503 Herman Myers.. 21, 420 34, 345
Stanley Ellis 36, 204 21, 404 23, 087
35, 493 b A 21,301 83.483

Robert M. Davis_._ 35, 4456 21,391 33, 156

Sheba I. Macey.__ 35, 388 3 20,848 Willlam Holt... 33, 156

Agnes K. Beggs___ 35, 135 James F. Duke________ 20,848 Deanny Earl Holt. 33, 166

34, 028 Oliver C. Anderson 20,848 Ralph Clayton 32,995

Echeverria Feeding Co 34,910 O V. Anderson Trst___ 20,848 Lorraine Claypool 32, 995

Thomas Stephens 34 746 C. B. Shifiet 20,780 Cibola Land & Cattle 32, 405

Bill Warren 34,334 Arthur J. Faul 20,492 D. S. Phillips 32, 388

Duncan Butler 34,171 20,424 George Bilva 31, 503

Norman Hagen 34, 166 - 20,226 Wm. Floyd Dunn 30, 855

Merlin Hamilton 34, 165 20,187 Robert Lee Dunn 30, 855

Elalne Farms Company 34,083 ——————— Wm. Thacker 30, 368

33, 635 Total payees in county David R. Gipe.. 20, 696
33, 613 (8313) oo~ 14,118,471 Btar Ranch, InCoo oo 28, 055
33,529 : =——=  Gunther & Shirley 28, 253
33, 448 YUMA COUNTY Circle Bar Farms, Inc 28, 128
32, 888 108, 752 Moenk Fletcher 28, 078
32, 861 74 507 Larry Wisby 28,073
32,179 73 054 Phil and H. D. Sibley 28, 006
32, 016 73, 054 Manuel Romo 27, 805

Vera C. McChesney 31,928 72,49¢ Clarence Phillips 27,118

Larry R. Scott 31,928 Don Andersen.______________ 70,243 Jim Naquin 27,103

Clarence Skousen..._ 880 PoOnB O e g5 716 Royce R. Richardson__ 26, 862

Thomas N. Caywood. 31,431 Kemper Brown 65,087 Robert Mountjoy. 26, 862

Robert Ellsworth.._. 31,405 Benny Simmons 65, 016 26, 103

Thayer A. White 31,370 Ben Simmons 65,016 Floyd Embree

Charles W. Rhodes 30,022 Chrismer Farms__ 61,654 Joe Hernandez

Donald Ellsworth 30,919 Robert Cockrill___ 58,764 Robert Woodhouse_

Irene McCown Waugh 30, 538 58, 502 Marion Griffin

West Coast Land & Cattle Co--_- 30,189 Arthur Blohm 57, 546

Cameron Sldes 30,023 L. E. Mauldin 5R 872 Glen Bturges ... NNt =

Clifton C. Sides 30, 023 56,872 L. W.Simmons.______________ s

Lioyd White 29,943 J. F. Barkley.___ 56.308 Burnis Williams

Janie Poonlan 29, 664 Thom Blohm 56, 267 Gila Ranch, Inc

Phil C. Hogue 29,512 Maricopa Dust Spray- 56,135 Mike Martinez, Jr

Raymond Ford 20,452 Winston Farms___ 56,011 Dillard Engler. oo eeeaeem

Chanan Singh Est 29,158 C. R. Kriminger 55,673 S. E. Musgrove

Marie White 29,018 Thomas H. McNamara._._ 55, 000 Rail X Ranch, Inc

M. H. Montgomery TST 28,992 F. C. Braden 55,000 Bill Alcalda




March 9, 1972

Clyde Gaines...._ ... O T A

B W O

Total payees In county

(118)

1971 ASCS and Grest Plains program pay-
ments of §20,000 or more—Ezrcluding
loans—Arkansas

[Amounts in dollars]
ARKANSAS COUNTY

Robblie G. Dabbs 21,768

A I LT
ASHLEY COUNTY

William B. Deyampert

Gus Pugh Sons, Inc

Billy E. Scroggins_.__

CRC Lynn, Inc

Fisher Farms, Inc

Kenneth Rice Farms, Inc

Earl Pamplin Farms, Inc

Victor Edwards

Bobby Foster

Jack Edwards, Inc__

56,511
54, 489
53, 445
52, 794
52, 500
51, 580
50, 028
46, 995
46, 870
45, 634
45, 097
456, 097
44, 040
41, 690
40, 943
38,371
38, 606
37, 549
37, 857
36, 620
35,774
34, 460
33, 284
32, 364
32, 356
31,470
31,208
29, 590
28, 406
28, 404
28, 384
27,039
25, 806
24,725
24,138
24, 026
24, 005
22,309
21,949
21, 361
20, 703
20, 697
20, 598
20, 254

James Baugh

Edith Robinson & Martha Rye. . __
Jim Young Farms, Inc

oy Earos Jnc s L L
William L. Johnson..

Guy Botsford, Inc...

E. D. Gregory Co____

William G. Norsworthy
Austin Bordeaux
Jerry Tumlinson_.__
John H. Ralph

Henry W. Burns

Bill Gibbs

Frances D. Wilson
Henry S. Morschhelmer
John B. Currie, Jr

Robert D. & Joel W. Pugh, Inc___
Felix Pugh Interests

Pugh Brothers & Co._._
McCombs Farm

Louis C. Morschheimer Jr. ex
Annette M. Gregory

M. M. Oneal Farm

Total payees in county (44) - 1, 561, 526

CHICOT COUNTY
Multiponies Inc
Jimmy R. Pylate
James W. Winters

58, 553
54, 828
53, 630

T. P. Borgognoni
Oscar L. Crowe.
Robert E. Dunavant
Nettie Handley

J and V Pleroni

Carpenter Brothers
Tom Rayder
Yellow Bayou Pit., Inc

William G. Rayder
Alvin Ford, Sr

Woodson B. Hays 30, 244
30, 185
29, 116
28, 763

A. S. Rocconi_
Billy Hunter__

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

28, 573
28, 365
28, 312
27, 848
25, 834
24, 347
23, 962
23, 304
23,237
22, 136
21,809
21,676
21,519
21,450
20, 750
20, 203
20, 086

Harvey T. Hunter
Charles W. Strecker

Dawson Brothers

J. H. Hall Farms, Inc
Harper Bros

Donald H. Major
Charles D. Crawford
T. V. Tucker

Total payees in county (38) 1,278, 308

CLARK COUNTY

Vernie D. Langley, Jreccccaaaaao
Sewel Daniell

22, 561
22,325

Total payees in county (2)- 44,886
CRAIGHEAD COUNTY

36, 026

35, 229

32,521

20, 810

25, 867

24, 601

23, 638

22, 556

C. & C. Farms, Inc_. 22, 249
Virgil 21, 721
William A. Starnes 21, 383
Robert Box_._____.-- 20,915
H. H. Blalock._._ 20, 377
20, 266

Total payees in county (14) 357, 159

CRITTENDEN COUNTY

Bruins Plng. Co.

John M. Swepston

Allen B. Helms. __

Julian L. Hardin

James W, Young, Jr

Sulcer Planting Compsany, Inc....
Charles S. Riggan

63, 224
56, 819
56, 733
56, 647
56, 131
55,915
55, 791
55, 684
55, 173
54, 970
54, 905
54,612
53, 145
51, 612
51, 257
50, 176
50,178
49, 995
47,997
47,997
47, 665
46, 634
46, 339
46,338
46, 338
46,175
45, 154
43, 167
43, 127
43, 124
43, 069
42, 521
42,521
42,521
41, 625
40, 740
41,213
Walter J, Carlson.__ 38, 920
Ralph C. Carlson 38,908
Willlam A. Carlson 38,908
38, 835
36, 141
36, 131
35, 597
35, 428
356, 246

Middle Place, InC.. - --
Paco,

Nugenco,

Allen B. Helms, Jr.

N. 8. Garrott, Jr.
O'Neal & Son, Inc
Paul Pirani

Dino Pirani

Adolph Pirani___
Milton Lubin

Baylus B. Quackenboss

Dan Springfield, Jr_.
Roy A. Bloodworth..
Joe Dale Bloodworth
Robert Eugene English
Johnny Shelton

Alpe Farms, Inc__

7831

34, 150
33, 263
33, 251
33, 184
33,004
32, 620
32, 620
31, 6587
30, 8456
30, 843
29, 750
29, 747
29,130
28, 995
28, 858
28, 583
28, 503
28, 424
28, 366
28, 366
28, 1565
27,974
27,901
27, 539
27, 526
27, 461
27, 002
26, 449
26, 108
25, 566
25, 046
24,904
24,897
24, 897
24,844
24,408
24, 403
24, 403
24,403
24,403
24, 381
24,363
24, 347
24, 147
23,304
22,239
21, 803
20, 957
20, 957
20, 601
20, 601
20, 351

H, M. Brinkley Est_
Vernon Felker.

John Angelletti
Ragland Plant, Inc.
W. H. Greene......

L. G. Byford
J. F. Rieves, Jr

Frank Handley
Marybeth K. Rieves____
Carl E. Morrison, Jr___.
William P. Morrison

E. J. Baker, Jr
Katherine W. Clarke__
E. H. Clarke, Jr
William W. Clarke_.__

Helen T. Thomds Trust___
Julia T. Kirkpatrick Trust
Marilee T. Stratford Trust.

Reginald B. Twist Trust_
Joe Baratti

Olga 8. McNeely.......
Howard Atkins

Aldo Marconi

Joe Currle

Lonnie Webster
Herbert Allen

Frank G. Fogleman....
J. F. Fogleman
Freddie N. Bollinger__._
R. K. Bollinger

Julia B. Goodwin

Total payees in county (98) . 3, 560, 885

CROSS COUNTY
John H. Johnston

W. M. Smith and Sons.
Ruston Farms ________

54, 976
49, 052
41, 333
39, 031
38, 545
38, 281
37, 876
36, 467
34, 534
20, 852
29,470
29, 281
28,273
28, 203
28, 203
8. 27,283
Gordon Morris 27, 256
Hugh B. Proctor, Jr.__ 25, 935
Wallace Martin, Inc___ 25,212
Twist Parkin Co 22, 444
22, 885
22, 380
20,997
20, 864
20, 391

Gene Thompson
Abner Clements
Leslie

Richard Twis
Cherry Farms
Paul MecCutchen

Total payees in county (25)- 778, 534

DESHA COUNTY

R. B. Stimson & Co

Reedville Farms .
P. W. Teeter & Son8 COcccccccauaa
R. A, Pickens

Baxter Land Co




7832

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Excluding
loans—Arkansas—Continued

Bickham Bros

Johnson Bros Gin, Inc.__

Mallard Flats, Inc

Gary Michael Roberts___

Clay Cross

Jimmie Mlles

C. B. Stevens Farms, Inc.

Holt Holt & Roddy

New & Lick

L. L. Boyette

H. G. Leek, Jr

Clifton L. Meador

Charles Raymond Day---

David Brooks Griffin Tr__

Grover Jones

32, 737
29, 621
28,108
27,443
27, 039
26, 955
26, 317
25, 257
25, 2563
23, 528
23, 506
23, 256
22, 555
22,318
22, 007
20, 878
20, 793
20, 606
20, 438
20, 307
20,014
Total payees In county

758, 217

55, 462
45,175
43,389
39, 149
36, 493
35, 481
33, 560
31, 088
29, 152
28, 546
26,478
25, 387
24, 548
22, 4566
21,375

Carl Pamp’in

William Bulloch
Bilgischer and Sponer
R. C. Greenway & V. Greenway----
John Mack Arnn
John W. Arnn

C. R. Russell & Son.
E. R. Lambert, Jr
Chester Tate

Donald M. Bulloch.
Charles 8. Holloway-
Rogers Trust No. 2.
Tillar Livestock Co.
Curtis Lagrone

Miles Whitaker Lowe

Total payees In county

GREENE COUNTY
Heulon Barron

JACKSON COUNTY

Andy Doyle

Burton Merc. & Gin Co
Ira Wheeler

Bell & Carson

Mack Bros., Inc____

J. D. Nicholson

Rock Island Planting Co..
Tony Walton Farm, Inc__
Jim Balley

Village Creek Planting Co

45, 361
35,110
26,718
24, 724
23, 969
23, 805
23, 629
23, 033
21, 848
21,317

Total payees In

JEFFERSON COUNTY
AR State Penal Farm
E. Hudgens Jeter Est
B. J. Altheimer Foundation
B. J. Althelmer Tstmtry Trustee__
Lake Dick Plantation, Ine
Pipkin Farm
D. Stratton,
Allen Jacobs
Peek Planting Co.

48,674
48, 626
47, 887
47,712
47,026
46, 582
44, 649
44,330
43, 426
41, 351
38, 546
36, 652
35, 828
34,994
34,904

W. W. West Co

Jimmy Blair.

Delton Edward Stratto
Leon Callaham

Earle T. Phillips

Lyons Planting Co., Inc..
James Terkeurst.

R. S. Barnett, Jr
Frank H. Lyons, Jr
R. E. Watkins, Jr
R. E. Watkins

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Clarence Dutton & Son.
Ben J. Althelmer, Jr
John Briggs, Jr

Earl Chadick & Sons
William C. Maloney, Jr.__
Lester Carter

Stone Planting Co, Inc_.
L. L. Dutton & Son
Brewer and Bryant

Sam Luckie

Adams Enterprise, Inc

E. E. Henderson

Fish Lake Farms Inc
Collins A. Andrews, Jr

L. J. Rogers, Inc

West & Orton

A, C. Freeman, Jr.

J. L. Burgess, III.__.
Flat Bayou Farms, Inc..
James Adams

Thomas O. Murchison, Jr.
Chambliss Farms

Noble Lk. Pltg. Co. Inc
Coy Earnest Scott..
Jesse Page Walt

William Shelby Jeter_
Larone Lowe, Jr

W. B. Albright____
Henderson Bros. Inc.
Thomas D, Dial

Benny J. Fratesl

Marshall Benjamin Garrett
Georglatown Farms

Rita B. Freeman

Walter Will Bryant.__
Larry Ross Hillls
William M. Redfield Trust
Morris Allred

Rob Roy Plantation, Inc
Paul Blackwell

Gray Farms, Inc

M. A. Rose and Sons, Inc-

34, 758
34, 500
34, 250
33, 807
33, 632
83,573
33, 480
32,440
31,914
31,868
30, 235
30,227
29, 282
29, 025
28, 937
28, 840
27, 687
27,619
27,427
27,008
26, 6569
26, 487
26, 481
25,874
25,018
24, 803
24,605
24, 000
23,905
23, 150
23, 065
22,832
22, 690
22, 648
22, 545
22,411
22, 087
22, 064
22, 050
21, 946
21,692
21, 650
21,204
21, 099
21, 025
20, 805
20, 499
20, 030
20,023

e =

Total payees in county (71) - 2, 855, 318

LAFAYETTE COUNTY
Lawrence E. Taylor
Troyce E. Endsley

Carl Adams, Jr

Andrew Whisenhunt____
Willlam L. Goza

Moore Properties, Inc

J. G. Allen, Jr

Horace M. Burks

James R. Murphy

Tom Brackman

Willie H. Harrist

Henry T. Willlams

Total payees In county (12) .

LEE COUNTY

Barker Farms, Inc..

Robert May

Miller Farms, Inc

McGinnis Bros. Farms, Inc_
H. T. Dillahunty

Stiles & Manley.

Elmwood Plantation, Inc___

Lindsey Farms, Inc._
Mann Farms, Inc...
Ellis Evans

C. E. Yancey & Sons
Willie E. Jones.

George L. Ballard
Whitehead Farms, Inc
Jerry P. Hicky

54, 055
48, 243
47,768
47, 617
38, 383
33, 248
30,811
28,471
27, 697
22,702
22,150
20, 966

422,111

51, 888
51,512
49, 2565
47, 857
47,571
44, 200
43, 408
42, 984
41, 692
39, 086
a8, 701
37,870
37,514
36, 362
34, 825
34, 826
34, 791
34,432
332, 735
30, 746
30, 566
30, 423

March 9,

Thomas Gist, Jr__
Flowers Brothers.

Raymond W. Stanfield______ =
W. H. Gerrard

Webb Sweet

Lockhart Sweet__

Jones Farms, Inc

Total payees

LINCOLN COUNTY
H. R. Wood & Son, Inc

C. H. Clowers & Co___

Marion F. Baugh.___

N.M. Ryall & Sons, Inc__
Bruce Norton

Enight Brothers.._.

Frizzell Farms, Inc._.
Wood Brothers_.__...
A. O. French, Jr.
Robert Edward Dreher, Jr__
Roy Baugh
Boscoe Blagg
W. H. Venable
J. L. McEntire & Sons, Inc_
Morris H. Dreher
Knox W. Bitely
Robert Edward Dreher.
B. F. McGraw
Robert Venable
Total

payees In county

1972

29, 947
29,479
28, 649
27,221
25,514
24, 609
23,576
22,110
21, 202
20,374
20,374
20, 245

—_————

LITTLE RIVER COUNTY

E. C. Lavoice & Sons
McGraw Brothers
W. L. Matteson III
8. D. Matteson

Total payees in county (4)-

LONOKE COUNTY

Charles Capps
Basel Henderso
Bobby Jones

James W. Phillips_
James C. Rollins
Bobby Gene Wright.
HOJHDN Nipps._.

Robert L. Dortch, Jr.
R. W. Morris

Elmer E, Willman.
Waylon B. Sims
Turner C. Johnson

Connie Glenn Jordan.
Anthony W. Dickinson
Thomas H.

Joy Leon Hill

Albert E. Yarbrough.
James Workman. ...
Johnnie Wallace._.
Morris F. Hallum..
Hervey L. Patterson.

Luchen Walls
Cobb Brothers & Co.

Richard Bransford
Loranzy George Crouthers.
Paul Junior Capps

Arnold Oneal

Total payees In county

29, 462
25, 836
23,771
21, 145

100, 214

54,992
54, 860
53, 091
51, 850
51, 264
48, 351
43, 138
40, 663
40, 5564
40,315
37,122
a5, 787
35, 767
32, 282
30, 031
29, 852
29,778
29, 117
28, 788
28, 783
28, 738
27, 663
26, 192
25, 808
25, 145
24,918
24,084
23, 741
22,985
22, 908
22,714
22, 285
21, 449
21, 090
20, 705
20, 203

-- 1,176, 953




March 9, 1972 EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 7833

MILLER COUNTY Ralph Bros 20,616 Robert H . MAYO - oo ee e 20, 639

48, 778 Alex Goble, Jr._ 29, 407
45, 630 29, 071
35, 166 : 29, 004 Total payees iIn oceunty
20, 711 28, 946 (12) oo i o SR

—— Charies Wildy- i 28, 812 —

Total payees in county (4)- 148,285 Elliott Farms 28, 651 OUACHITA COUNTY
Sk =i Moreland B. White 28, 283

MISSISSIPPI COUNTY Allen Metheny 28, 279
Paul Long 27,976

Wesson Farms Inc 98, 328 -
Armorel Planting Co 83:a4g (S B Craln oei 217, 630
Willis Stutts 27, 654
Lee Wilson & Co 62,262
. Vaughn L. Shownes 27, 642
Clide Barnett 61, 66 Albert Williams 27 397
John A, Edrington 61, 547 2GI 3 PHILLIPS COUNTY
Langston Gin Co. 59, 017 2 i 26' 750 Highland Lake Farm
Bobby Senter-... 58, 177 ! Hill Farms, Inc
Hays T. Sullivan 26, 755
W. T. Metzager Jr..- 05,840 James P. Sullivan a8 765, R EEteng o
Midway Farme Tac_ G B
Lowrance Bros & Co 55, 345 5 26 478
Crosthwait Gin & Merc Inc 55,000 o hort Gammill & Son. .. 26 385
Magnolla Farms 55, 000
Buford Jarrett 26, 342
W. J. Denton Est_ 54, 942 Bryce Grant 26 265
Charles W. Bowles... 53, 661 2 6' 043
R. D. Hughes Gin Co 52, 559 25' 343
51, 896 25' 282 Eljzabeth A. May_._
Rel Wilson Trust Luxora 51, 865 3 5' 220 Milton Alexander._._
R. J. Glllespie 50, 905 s 2 -l‘ P Curtis Clark
Harold Senter.. 50, 766 2 4' 864 Elizabeth H. Strang
50, 717 .
Charles Nick & Richard Rose 50, 509 : 24.332  Riverside Farm.__
M. J. Koehler 49, 739 24'225 David Hill
C. S. Standifer, Jr 48, 209 24 212 Thomas E. Young-
47, 560 y Dave Inebnit
47, 560 William H. Wyatt 23,958 golomon Bros., Inc

47 499 Otto S. Gordon 23,894 Kino wells Parm
Larry Woodard Farms, Inc 45, 956 gg i;; Ray Dawson
Keiser Planting Co. 45, 071 23' 414 Harry Stephens
Clifford Gillespie._._ 44 908 23' 230 Delta Plantation, Inc
Marie Planting Co 43, 702 23’ 195 Roy Sanderlin
McDaniel Farms 42, 662 23’ 082
* James E. Yancey--.

42,443
42 118 Murray Richardson, Jr 22,956 Winston Foster
C. C. Councille 22,920

42,006
42, 069 o, et
' 22, 672

John M. Stevens, Jrocececccccaaa 41, 699
Rel Wilson Trust Wilson 41,519 Florenden Plantation.. 22,419 joe Pillow

Total payees In ecounty

Otis W. Howe Est_

39, 733 L. B. Brannon, Jr 22,264 3 O. Wheeler..__

Eric Waddell 22,243
Amon ene Holt.__.__________ a9, 615 Buron Griffin
Pan & Choster Catawell: 0 sp FBarvars i Ele 22,175 A, F. Gregory, Jr-_-
John M. BSpeck 39, 388 22,137 peputy Place
Wayne Taylor... 37, 291 22,137 w. C. Brandon.__
Bill Taylor 22,121
C. J. Lowrance III. 22,019
Speck Bros 21, 649
C. L. Denton, Jr_. 21, 644
Nancy M. Trimue.. 21, 568
Chiles Planting Co.
Jog Dilldine

Buford Culp. Inc...
Evadale Planting Co 21.881 | M. Hornor___ ...
J. R. Whistle 21.243  chip Franklin, Jr__
Leon Brothers & Son.. Nancy O, Pairley Trust____ 21,1656 Charles Loeschner
Collie D. Lowrance 21,085 wooten Epes Company
Wilbur F. Johns Farms_ Joe Gurley 21,074 Tunney Stinnett
Wrenacres, Inc 20,999 QOneida Planting Company

Russell Simpson 20.706 ¥, W. Rohrscheib
Langston Enterprises, Inc... 20,702 pgbert F, Howe__.
Dunkin Farms 20,586 . M. Crisp
W. 8. Cockerham, Jr_ Nick Patterson, Jr 20,564 p oO. Griffin, Jr
Arthur Tusing. Larry Joe Bell 20,540 71gveless Farms, Inc
Charles R. Moore B4 Hardin - 20.509  James H. Crisp

2 i R. B. Holthouse 20,337 william Robert Moore

Jack Hale.
Thomas H. Callis 20,300 pgavid Brooks Grifin Trust
Gold Lake Farms. John Ellis 20, 097 av T0O0!

Ray Harrison R
Wilbur Wild ake Crow
W. M. 'raylof-r. Jr__ Total payees Wise Brothers.__
K. D. Main 5.143.650 sam J. Howe...
= Dean Roach____.
MONROE COUNTY
Amos Everett 44 169
Ray Fuller 43,580 J. E. iMeador
¥ Donald R. Dearing 38, 463 Caraway Bonner ..
E. T. Gurley A Lily Peter 33, 500 Ralph Bunch
Henry Battle Parker E. Johnson, Jr___._ ap gg3 Danny Bal:ley
Trice Battle Carter Clifton Company T s
Hyett E. Harrod, Jr 28,284  woodrow Reed:..
Jay Calloway and Son.... o 36,584  Granman Parms. .
Bruce Crow 26. 517 Liv Peter
MaryAnn Gl e Rudolph Calloway 26,427 pester Crawford. ...
Alvin 8. Bennett Homer Lawless 25,898 (. C. Slmmons
Hurley McEoy 24,833
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Arkansas—Continued

Total payees In county

POINSETT COUNTY

E. Ritter and Company.
Cecll H. Justus, Jr

D. V. Cravens

8. C. Chapin__._

Frank Dean..___

Clifford Clover

Fairview Farms Company
Benjamin Rowan Hyneman
Guy L. Prince.

H. C. Bradford, Jr.

Dan F. Portis

Moreland Barton.._

Bill L. Hannah____
Moon & Cash, Inc
Donald Valentine
James H. Moon...
Edward F. Ball____
Morris P. Lansdale.
Stuckey Bros, Inc

Walter H. Provost

Tommy Goldsby__ oo
Paul Earnhart

R. H. Taylor & J. C. Stuckey.
Crecdora Thompson

A. M. Weona Fms.,

Wallace George Willoughby
Herbert S. Bingham . ___
John B. Pritchett, Jr.

J. D. Fletcher

Lloyd Shelton

Citizens Gin Co., Inc_

Worthy Neal

James O. Campbell

J. W., J. F., and Jimmy Harbison__
Emrich Bros. & Sisters
Chickasaw Ofl Mill, Inc
w. G.

Dayton E. Bream

John R. Young

John E. McDermott, J
Charley G. Swindle
Robert L. Hughes, Jr
J. Melvin Young
Robert Walker

Harry Juergens
Guy C. Henderson

Total payees In county

PRAIRIE COUNTY

John D. Naill, Jr
George & Moore Farms
Total

payees In county

PULASKI COUNTY
W. A. Ratcliffe, Jr
Walter Isgrig
Sammy McGhee.
Reber McGhee..
R. S, Bredlow, Jr
Walderns Bros
Walter C. Estes
Cralg Planting CO- .- e shann
Robert Earl James
Donald Chapman
Emmett Chapman
Odis Chapman
J. B. Morgan....

39, 061
37,539
35, 564
35, 664
28, 727
27,870
27, b4
26, 367
25,572
24, 384
24,375
24,374
22, 860
22, 485
21,320
21, 068

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Total payees In county

485, 55

ST. FRANCIS COUNTY

Shannon Bros. Entp 66, 094
62, 188
60, 284
58, 450
51,739
48, 930
48, 204
47, 842
47,193
45, 704
44, 461
43, 246
432,379
41, 415
41,376
41, 0565
40, 267
40,176
39, 139
38, 008
37, 829
36, 765
36, 177
34, 882
34, 662
33,982
33, 558
33,525
32,939
32,874
32, 447
30, 566
30, 536
30, 038
28, 660
27, 580
27, 580
26, 649
26, 114
26, 004
25, 216
24, 846
24, 437
24,207
23, 855
23, 540
22, 515
21, 147
21, 649
21,244
20, 818
20, 296
20, 007

W. W. Draper, Jr___.
Miller Lumber Co
Sycamore Bend Plantrtion
Robert Brewington

Luke E, Burch, Jr., Inc
Chappell & Moore

C. J. Beasley and Son
Glindail Co., Inec

Lindsey Brothers

Red Gum Plantation

Belle Meade Plantation

B.and L. Farms, Inc_ __ . _______
Paul H. Finch

Wheatley Mill & Gin Co., Farm___

Oscie Hardy

Sweet Brothers

Joe Oswalt

Earl Dean Willilams
Charles T. Adams, Jr
Higgins Brothers, Inc
John C. Lindsey, Sr
Thomas McDaniel

C. D. Brown & Sons, Inc
R I s
Broaat Bvongh. oo S ST D O

Betty M. Stoddard
Claud Buford

0. J. Gandy, Jr
Bob K. McKenzle
Victor Beene

Rod Bryan, Jr
Freeman E. Nichols, Jr

Total payees in county (53) 1, 875, 893
WOODRUFF COUNTY
Gerald L. Morris, Jr
Gregory Farm, Inc...
Bruce Tarkington_
Gum Ridge Corp
McAdams & Stovall Farms

55, 086
45, 907
37,029
29, 743
26, 402
26, 240
24,201
23,843
23, 660

292,201

Total payees in county (9) -

YELL COUNTY

W. H. McClure Trust
Billie Vaughn

24, 204
21,7738

Total payees in county (2) - 46, 067

Total payees in State (837) _27, 872, 556

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—~California

[Amounts in dollars]
BUTTE COUNTY

Parrott Inv. Co_— .- ____- T 35, 635

March 9, 1972

Wright Lands, Inc
H. E. Nichols, Jr

Total payees In county (3) -

COLUSA COUNTY

H. & A. Andreotti_
Davis Ranches.._.
Plank & Maupin_

Total payees in county (8) -

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
Vaquero Farms, Inc

FRESNO COUNTY
Vista Del Llano Farms
Giffen, Inc

Pacific Farms Co

Mouren Farming Co

Comfort Farm, Inc.....___
Frank J. Coelho

Sumner Peck Ranch, Inc____
Redfern Ranches, Inc

Pilibos Bros., Inc

Gragnani Bros_.__

Sam & D. M, Biancucel

Goodman Traction Ranch._.._
Deavenport Ranches, Inc
William E. Glota_———— __________
Schramm Ranches, Inc. .. ____

Martin E. Mason._._

V., C. Britton Co
Kriesant Operating Co.,
Don Gragnani

Victor Gragnani

Hanson & Fortune_._
Gilustl Farms, Inc__
Robert Cardwell
Michael Giffen Ranch, Inc
Melcombs Ranch, Inc
Irby Abercrombie

Sierra Dawn Farms.__
Reuben Crosno

Enrico Farms, Inc..._—
Half Mn. Fruit & Prod
J. C. Conn, Inc
Linneman Ranches, Inc
Clarence Matheson

S & S Ranch, Inc.___
Clayton Brown

‘Terasn HarTlf. o cciiccim e et
Wm.

John A. Kochergen

Fred Rau___ i

Davis Drier & Elevator, Inc______
Pucheu Ranch

Lawrence J. Wolfsen.
Edward Azhderian....
Pappas & Co., Inc.
Rusconi TFarms
Raymond Thomas, Inc.-

Far West Farming, Inc__
Weeth Ranches, Inc
David A. Britz

Bob Wood._._.
Leslie B. Hulse
J. E. O'Neill, Inc.

28, 508

25, 186
20, 668

81, 488

32, 884
30, 758
29, 483
28, 900
26, 861

25,883
22, 068
21,350

218, 187

273,518
160,912
114,114
110, 798
106, 143
97, 460
98, 569
92, 657
01, 685
88, 950
88, 021
83,072
78,572
76, 244
72,523
71,381
71,212
70,372
70, 032
69, 644
67, 249
66,976
65, 740
64, 842
64, 262
64, 007
63, 442
60, 906
59, 808
59,368
59,368
58, 643
58, 138
57,751
57, 689
57,352
57,343
57,314
57, 216
58, 609
56, 432
56, 047
55, 946
55, 848
55, 750
55, 740
55, 690
55, 600
55, 500
65, 226
55, 187
55, 130
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O'Neill Livestock COmvmmccannnne Melvin Coelho 45,625 McEean Bros 20, 335

Vierhus Farms 45,219 J. Teore & G. Tavares_______ SSE 29, 267

Walter Willms 44 187 Jack Howard Ranch 29, 102

Diamond R Farms Inc 43910 United Packing Co__. 28, 915

Tal Hing & Co. 43,714 Miriam M. Silveira.. 28, 855

Del Testa Farms 43, 690 28, 560

C.H. & G. Farms Inc.. 43,674 Edward Wagenleitner. 28, 546

Mauz Childrens Tr___ 43,498 Carvalho Farms, Inc._ 28, 097
Five Points Ranch, Inc. Henry B. Wolfsen 43,303 28, 070
Bruno J. Marchini____ Geo. & Jn. & Walt, Orlando. 43,245 ‘Toro De Oro Farms, Inc 27, 843
Peter S. Marchini____ Mike Etcheberry 42,601 Carl C. Gunlund 27, 583
Pacific Produce Dist_ Hale Bros 42,135 John Wm. EKinnunen. a7, 457
Francis A, Orfl______. Marshall Baker 42,110 . 27,243
Frank Chounet Ranch_ Sldney E. Gordon 42,085 27, 077
Arthur J. Cuelho Vernon L. Gordon._________ 42, 082 2§, 932
Michael J. Ryan, Jr. H. L. Davidson 41, 985 26, 816
Mayo Ryan Pete A. Kochergen. . 41,935 26, 790
Eloise Arcelus.—-_-. Ernest Carvalho 41,932 26, 762
M. R. Wm. Erickson 41, 857 26, 135
Sommerville Farms, Albert Bufkin_ _________- e 41,440 Jack C. Woods._... 25, 941
Robert M. Lee Mary Fortney... 41,401 Rod Cardella 25, 753
James C. Anderson Frank R. Telles 41,388 25, 735
Billie Jo Mouren g 41,338 25,423
Alex EKochergen__- y 41, 338 25,221
Crosno Farms 41, 388 24, 789
Patrick Peck..._--- v 41,388 24, 713
Kathleen Peck 41, 388 24,704
Michael Peck 41,339 24,478
Richard E. Guenther. 40, 595 24, 452
Willson Farms, Inc___ 40, 385 24,428

Jarrott Ranch _ 40, 170 24,262
Frank C. Diener Ranch, Inc Carl Swearingen 89,716 G., Jr., and D. Ketscher 24,202

Ryan Farm Trust Frank Trammell 39,617 Britz Chemical Co 24,110
Edward F. Diener Farm Trust.. Ru Ann Dalry 39, 163 24, 055
Simonich Farm Trust Alfred Coelho & Sons 38, 088 ' 23,973
De Mera Farm Trust__ Richard Eggleston 38, 411 ¢ 23,929
Joe C. Machado____ Kenneth Peelman 38, 036 23, 883
E. Weeth & Son____ Perez Bros 37,314 : 23, 824
Vernon Swearingen Ot B0 oo e ie—inanomen e 37,209 Joe M. Lovelace 23, 824
John F. Price James W, Wilson 37,122 Mt. Whitney Farms 23, 637
Rodney H. Parichan Louls Gragnani, Jr 37.057 Joe & J. F. Zumthurn_ 23, 603
Donald E. Schramm._ . John A. Gentry Est. 36,838 Hedman Ranches 23, 434
©O. Banion Ranches Re Al Farms, Inc 36, 711 Pierre Harguindeguy.-- 23, 220
Cardella & Johnston Inc_ Barbara J. Deal 36,676 Milo Jacobsen 23, 200
Telles Ranch Inc 36,665 Jack Harris, Inc.-. 23, 185
Peter Lo Bue 36,665 Harold D Weis 23, 155
Renton & Terry 36,201 Wm. R. Bettencourt.. 22, 896
Bill & Ed Koda.. 36,191 Arthur Hector Pifferini. 22,714
D. J. Rowland Jack Bray 36,191 Paul B. Fairless 92, 714
Nichols & Wood. Des Jardins Bros 36,179 Nicolinl & Maitia 22, 568
Richard J. Yraceburu. : 35,835 P. R. Farms, Inc_.. 22, 539
Leroy Hardy Joseph L. Silva. 35,795 John Nobile 22, 246
John L. Errecart____ Gramis Bros 35, 794 A 22,2183
R e Willlam Mouren ___ 35, 760 22 166
Dodd Family Living Trust._ Howszd. Mo 85,760 John & Jim Dledrich. 22, 099
Bidegaray & Sagardia Bros Tony Coelho. ... 35,342 B. Parachou Est 21,830
Levon Azhderian Marla Ooelha - 35,842 Myrna Wolfsen 21, 697
Joe Coelho 35,842 (Giacone Ranch 21, 451
Coelho Farms 35,342 A & D. Koligian 21,376
Frank J. Mendes, Jr 34,438 Hyde Ranch 20,938
Frank Freitas 34,268 Joe Yribarren__ 20, 611
Joseph E. Yraceburu ai. 123 Garvin White___ 20, 604
d Don L. Yraceburu 34,1 Thomas Couto. 20, 454
o e s e Ernest Fordin._........-..__—._ 34,038 Stanley Willis 20, 407
Viola Matheson Richard S. Burford 33,920 Dillon Bros 20, 391
= C. R. Wilkins 33,1183 John Narbaitz & Sons_. 20, 278
32,975 Locket Bros 20, 260
Britz Fertilizer 82,813 Herman & Otto Walls 20, 258

E. J. Glovannetti 32, 584

Michael F. Matheson.
Roger C. Matheson.___
Davis & Huey Inc.

C. L. Anderson

gDStg’eﬁmi{ F?lrem Inc John B. Giovannetti 32, 584 Total payees In
0 Mueller Ronald Gilovannettl 32,584 14, 807. 106
George Butts_..____ Donald Gilovannettl 32, 584 —_—

Henry A. Wolfsen.__ Frank Ayerza 32, 543
Warren L. W:flfsen.. Eugene Nord ; 32,499
Turmer Tsiand Farr 0 ey S 82,338 O Cieen Livestock 35, 057
32,194 e - '
Getty Oil Company 31,333 Shintaffer Farms 35, 623
Harnish Five Points, In 31, 309 o
Rogers Ranches Inc.._ C. E. ;: R. B. Klepper o 31, 168 Total payees In county (3) -
Js O anpten. Walter E. Lambrecht 31, 100
Leavelle Bros Ben Rusconi 30, 899 IMPERIAL COUNTY
2 S & penm Alex Maul 80,863 Adamek & Dessert
Lrlsther Bratton Jura Farms, Inc__ 30,756 Jack Bros. & McBurney, Inc 108, 274
Maittan M Jaurena Bros 30,712 Trvine Co 105, 588
SIEALAL S arns Wayne M. Hardy Est 30,613 giennen H. Elmore 102,923
Burnett Bros Richard Swearingen 80,467 TK prspis
Motte Ranches LT, 30, 368 e ’ I630
Drew Farms Inc... Andre & E. R. Leroy §0, 500 SOCR SRR 93,
Pucheu Bros--... - Triangle Ranch____ 29, 790 F:&l m‘“ielddcé'o g‘;- ;g;
Linda Vista Farms 29, 743 eld Land O0ccouraoccoonasne A
Donald Bellando John A, Speakes 29,519 Stafford Hannon 86, 001
Frankie E. Lopes Paul W. Speakes 29,6519 Hugh Hudson Ranches 85, 480

GLENN COUNTY
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay- 42,990 Total payees Iin county
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding g 42, 870 8, 764, 302
loans—California—Continued 42, B66
85, 134 42, 505
84, 832
81, 642 42, 346
80,762 C. Alex Abattl 42, 284 . M.
Robert H. Meyer 80,086 Andrew Andreottl 42,262 g} Tejon Cattle Co____
Dwaine J. Little 79,946 W.E. Young & W. E. Young, Jr___ 41,323 A, C, Engel
Three D Cattle Co 79, 502 Dessert Seed Co. Inc 40,507 B V. Farms__________
Hausmann & House Ranches 77,257 ‘ 40,242  Tejon Ranch Co
H. B. Murphy Co 75,405 Haskell Jacobs 40,230 Michel & P Etcheverry..__ 88, 418
Kenneth Reynolds 74,684 John P. Menvielle 40,230 g A, Camp Farms Co 84,709
71,205 Francis Griset 39,319  Coberly West Co 72, 883
70, 010 39,319  Grey Gammon Corp 72, 201
68, 956 38,778 santiaga Ranch 72, 140
68, 632 W, M. Watkins__ 38,144 gijrschenmann Farms____ 71, 250
68,212 Martin Farms 38,004 1 & M. Sheep Co 70, 008
68,007 Allen B. Griffin____ 37,809 Belridge Land Co 68, 607
67,672 Robert C. Brown... 37,767 s Properties Ine_______________ 65, 435
J. N. Osterkamp Rches 67,607 Earl W. Ashurst____ 36,743 Triple J Fms Inc 63, 632
Darwin Cohee____ 66,715 Willlams & Quick___ 35,649 E. O. Mitchell Inc 62, 471
Michael D. Ayala 66,655 Dixie Ranches 35,419  porter Land Co 62, 105
Davis Beauchamp 63,125 San Pasqual L & C Co 35,369 K. McClanahan & Sons 60, 746
Don Cannon 62,548 Russell Farms 35,191  James O. Payne 59, 609
61,985 R.E. Bedwell 34, 569 59, 194
61,531 Nilson Bros 34,289 Milham Farms.. 57, 828
61,431 Harold Orfl 34,263 R, E, Ballengee__ 57,284
60, 631 34,043 Mark Ballangee. 57,284
J. Emanuelll & Sons. 60, 471 33,970  Jack Williams 57, 140
Bonanza Farms.... 60,026 Robert Harp 33, 607 57, 118
D. Arrigo Bros. Co___ 59,584 Jackson Produce Co 33, 587 56,766
Charles K. Corfman._ 59,407 House & Haskell 33, 269 56, 762
Sweetwater Feeders_ 58,091 Vessey & Co 32,718 ¢, J. Vignolo__._ 56, 746
J. M. Bryant 57,477 Perez & Morrell 32,656 vVoth Farms 56, 209
57,364 John H. Borchard 32, 593 56, 249
Hawk & Sperber_. 56,937 Nelson Correll 32,574 56, 049
Alvaro Deen 56,813 Leroy Edwards 32,116 55,974
'W. E. Young, Sr.... 56,623 Holly Sugar Co 32, 084 3 55, 776
W. E. Young, Jr 56,623 Harold Brockman 31,824 565, 775
Charles Vonderahe 56,328 C. W. Sanders 30, 932 B 55, 774
River Ranch, Inc____ 56,166 V. Borchard Land & Cattle.._. 30, 874 . H. 55, 691
Donald K, Donley..._ 56, 066 Kakoo & Rose Singh 30,838 Merkel & Neufeld 55, 558
Fleming & Jack 55,712 Stanley Gorman 30,643 3. B. Freidrich__ 55, 543
Correll Farms, Inc_.. 55,417 Sam Etchegaray 30, 492 y 55, 442
Mohinder K. Samra... 565,000 C. 8. Sandhu 30, 472 55, 385
Beulah E. Garrett 55,000 M. Huffman & L. Allen 30,309 John Antongiovanni 55, 385
Milas G. Russell 55,000 Jean Layaye 30,199 ©O. D. Portwood 55, 341
Harry Schmidt Farms. . 55,000 Charles W. Thomas Jr 30,139  Schroeder & Holtermann 55, 313
A. 54,997 Stephen H, Sturges 30, 138 55,210
Alice Denman 54,097 R. and G Ranch 30,018 A, F. Little 55, 185
Aaron E. Quick 54,058 J. W. Sanborn 20,371 H. A Hanes.___. b5, 185
Carl -. Williams 54,958 Bill Wiest 28, 492 55, 176
Green Valley Farms 54,800 Elijah Bros 28,200 Jack G. Thomson 55, 139
Jack Hannon 54,773 Brandt Bros 27,933 pD. M. Steele & Son, Inc 55, 136
J.R. & B. R. 54, 440 27,922 Frank Garone 55, 060
R. A. Lyerly 53, 779 27,203 Maple Leaf Farms__ 55, 058
Miriam Harthill 53, 510 26,950 J. L. Frederickson._. 55, 000
53, 061 26, 838 : 55. 000
52,407 Jack Rutherford____ 26, 708 . W. 55, 000
52,168 Lee Rutledge 26, 608 - o 55, 000
51,887 George Oyama 26, 608 55. 000
51, 574 Julian Castillo 26, 582 . R, 55, 000
51,559 Russell Bros., Rches., Inc__ 26, 380 ol s 5 55, 000
51,550 Hoxie Smith 26, 269
50, 146 L. L. Lyerly 25, 930 :
John Pifield__._ 50,068 F.W.Schoneman.____ 25,660 Robert Del Papa_.__
Imperial farms 49,601 Baljeet 5. Thind 24,920 Eugene Fanucchi
Lloyd Bascom Winter. 49,239 Luckey & Hellis 24,876 Angelo Fanucchi
H. E. Eelley, Sr__ . __.__ 48,072 Albert Studer, Jr 24,722 Paul Pllgrim
48, 058 Charles E. Johnson 24, 180
Maleolm Kelley.__ 48,058 Roy A, Johnson 24,180 Thomas Belluomini____
47,970 M.J.Labrucherie Rch___ 23,281 Philip J. Cerro
47,889 Frank Augusta 23,172 Howard Frick
47,529 Harry Schmidt___ 22,917 Vietor
47,520 Adolph Weinberg 22, 851
47,529 Frederick M. Young 22, 578
47,520 F.E. Burnett 22,470
45,0957 Walter R. Sager, Jr 22,237
45,263 Marlin E. Medearls 21, 860
George B. Willoughby.__ 45,239 Sam H. Robinson 21,799
George B. Willoughby II. 45,229 Denman & Schunk 21, 145
44,911 20, 206
44, 854 20,828 8. J. Balfour
44, 424 . O. 20,744 Elmo Belluomini.
43,831 Niaz Mohamed. 20,687 A. C. Belluomini
43,604 Don W. Brock.._ 20,480 Jack M. Frey
43,579 Lloyd Heger____ 20,1656 G. Belluomini
43,237 J.P.McEim 20,084 Kenneth Wegls___
Rex Wayne Farms 43,212 Harold L. Wright 20,012 R, J. Vignolo.
Raymond Lee O'Connell 42,990 Robert D. Watson

176, 659
139, 263
119,213
113, 630
110, 000
110, 000
88, 566
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Theodore R. Page———————- e 52,845 Pete Romanini Fms
Rainbow Ranch, Inc 52,836 B. S. Baldwin & Sons, Ine

L. A. Robertson Fms, Inc...-- 52,821 Vernon Blackburn

A, Neufeld Pms___ - e 52, 779
52, 768

52,712 Kenneth Twisselman.______ e
Directors Enterprises, Inc. - L. B. Groezinger 52,850 Fred Banduccl
Westside Almond Ranch 4 Gal Co. Farms 52,632 Valpredo Farming Co-_
52, 592
54,982 . 52, 592
54,982 . 52,592 Gilovannetti Farms_
54, 977 52,592 Freeborn Bros
54,977 Wm. D. Evers 52,5902 Destefani Farms, Inc
54 977 J. M. Bryan Fmly. Tr. 52,592 A. Haddad & Sons Fm., Inc
54,977 R. 52,592 Zane J. Smith
54,977 R. H. Downey, Jr 52, 592
54,9771 Wm. T. Jeffress 52, 592
54, 977 . B. 52, 692
D. Beatty 54, 977 52,473

E. Conner Granite Lnd. Co 54, 977 52,473
54, 977 52,472 W. E. & G. Delfino____

D. Bloemhof, Jr 54,976 W. 52,472 Melvin McConnell Fms_

Henry Bloemhof 54, 976 52, 468

Ted Bloemhof 54, 976 52, 468

Dave Bloemhof 54,976 52, 436

8. K. FMS 54,0687 C. L. Herrington 52, 436

H. 8. Jewett 54,897 Don M, Camp 52, 436 o B

F. & E. Mosley 54,888 Lynn Rhodes 52,095 J. G. Garrison_..

R. Torigiani 54,887 D. Derington 52,095 J. Parsons

G. Torigiani 54 871 J.A Bldart, 8r____ e 52,082 R. E. Blair Parsons Ranch

M. Torigiani 54,871 Emily Bidart 52,082 Charles Parsons

J. 1. Freldrich 54,771 B. A. Bidart, Tr.. 52,082 Larry R. Wedel

Nathaniel D. Barling___ 54,758 J. A. Bidart, Jr. Tr 52,082 Kenneth L. Wedel.

Sam Barling 54, 768 P. J. Bldart Tr 52,082 Ervin Baublitz

C.A Henson__.______ 54, 7556 Bill L. Gibson 51,865 Victor J. Krause.

John Landers 54 75656 Wm. H. Gibson 51,965 L. W. Bergman..
54,652 F. De Mareo, Jr_. 51,835 J. Kroeker Sons____
54,642 Winston F. Foster 51,878 Mary Nickel James_
54, 512 . 51,878 Sally N. Mein
54, 480 51,878 G. W. Nickel, Jr.

C. Mettler 54, 451 51,878 Johnston Farms....

Okey W. Houchin, Jr__ 54,310 . 51,878

Francis L. Houchin____ 54,204 J. B. Meek, Jr 51, 878

Clarence A. Houchin___ 54,204 S. C. Chillingworth 51,878 Double L Farms_

Allen Bottorfl 54, 215 51,878 Bob Cauzza

Baroncinl Bros. ... 54, 205 51,710 Waldrip Farms__

EM. H. Mettler & Sons.. 54, 067 . B. 51,660 Walker O. Fry

Reynold M. Mettler 54,060 Dante Bagglani_ 51,614 Kleen Seed Delinting Co., Inc____
54,060 Gino Chicca____ 51,564 Willis Snow and Son
54,004 Frank del Papa._. 51,536 Precie Farms
53,990 Mike Hankins____ 51,150 R. A. Jacobsen Est__
53,054 Joseph E. Kurtz._. 51,078 Roland M. Vallicella

Dwight R. Harmon 53,952 Romanini Bros___ 51,019 Stanley Voth

Alfred Palla, Jr 53,923 Carl Johns & Sons__ 50,890 Dennis Giannini___

Louis Ricel 53,852 Weidenbach Bros 50, 800 Deno Fanucchi
53,835 Loren S. Grant___ 50,570 Sil Lect Farms
53,534 Sterling W. Grant 50,560 Shafter Wasco Invest. Co_
53,534 Patterson & Hale 50,555 Hollis Ragsdale.
53,534 Frank Brazeel 50,506 Charles Fanucchi..__
53,53¢ H.D.Butts______ 50,380 Frank M. Fanucchi._
53, 534 Elmer Andreotti. 50,260 Joe P, Fanuechi____
53,534 James Tazioll __ 50,216 Joe G. Fanucchi____
53,534 Joe Tazloli____ 50,216 C. B. Dickey.
53,634 W.C. Walker__ 50,103 W. C. Mecham,____
53,534 . J. Parrott._ 50,103 Edward Kraft_____
53,534 Doyle Ryan_. 50,103 Five Star Ctn. Co_
53, 404 W.E. Tank.___ 50,108 K. Frickc/oBof A
53,363 50, 103 Bruno Cauzza

Joseph J. Trino. 53,329 . BLWL 50,103 E. Neuman

J. Romanini 53, 322 50,103 E. A, Yaksitch

E. L. Goodspeed 53,206 A.E. Wells____ 50,103 Lowrimore & Wood.___

Fred J. Goodspeed 53,206 Faul Arnold 50,103 Merz Farms, Inc.__.

B. J. Mettler 53, 200 Lorenzo Iturriria. 49,972 Woods Stone

Michael R. Mettler 53, 200 G, Mendiburu..._ 49,972 John Hernstedt. ...
53, 299 Robert Leppek___ 49,972 Arnold T. Cattani
53,239 K. Malofy & Son 49, 642
53, 239 Wm. B. Buerkle 49, 596
53,239 . 49,586 Jack L. Billington__
53, 197 49,209 Joseph Banducel.._._
53, 113 48, 742 Roy Henson__
53,111 48, 574

.. 48, 381

gg. g;}r F. Torrigiani 48, 371 Charles E. Cawley.
52,977 H & H Farms, Inc 48, 052 J. G. Giumarra
52, 977 Livio Palla 48,049 Larren C. Cole
52: g77 R. H. Garlow Farms__. 47,573 Richard Romanini____
52,977 Geo. Lewis Mahoney. 47,520 B. W. Duncan
52,977 Jimmie Icardo...._.. 47,386 N. L. Ritchey
52,077 XKeno Farms 47,385 Eugene Palla

Spencer Grant, Jr. 52,977 Crettol Farms..__ 47,110

Otto H. Teller____ 52,9877 Palm Farms, Inc_. 47,072

Jay G Harris 52,977 G. H. Baumgardt 46, 982
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D. Galleano
The West Ranch
Frank Franceschl._ ...
Gary Franceschi
Nell W. Purvis

M. Ferini & D. Ardantz
Stoller Bros
Saldubehere Bros
Roger Jessup Pms___
M. B. Molica

Ryan Jeffries

C. J. Shepherd & Sons
Meadow Gold Farms
B. Bagglani

Lido Isola

W. 8. Eimmel

Paul Plerucci

Clare Rexroth

James Kalpakoff
Kendrick B. King____
Derby Farms

Banduccli Farms
Carlo Scarrone

Teddy B. Olsen
Harry Banduccl

Joe Freitas, Jr
Louis Banducel
Bell Farms

W. C. Handel & Sons, Inc
Vista Farms

Louise Fox

Emry Crawford

J. R. Mozingo

D. C. Crawford
Ansolabehere Bros
Maple Ranch

8. E. Willis
John L. Willis
W. B. Camp & Sons.._.

F. L. Starrh

Micheal C. Lane__

Gene K. Holland

C. Valpredo

TR g b NS
Dan Frantz

Buttonwillow Gin Co

G. Banducei

Eugene Black___

Neffs Ranch

Dells Farms

Valley Irr. & Supply Co-

36,179
35, 689
35, 680
35, 680
35. 555
35,120
34, B31
34, 802
34, 735
84, 690
34, 440
33, 726
33, 726
33,713
33, 680
33, 402
33, 209
33, 297
33, 258
33, 258
33,125
32, 580
32,518
32, 500
32, 400
32,329
32, 2556
32, 255
31, 989
31, 888
31, 875
31,845
31, 781
31, 710
31, 637
31,483
31, 406
31, 406
31, 343
31, 343
31, 317
31,314
81,128
31,122
30, 714
30, 617
30,516
30, 420
30, 309
30, 301
29, 999
29, 989
29, 877
29, 875
29, 270
29, 205
29, 168
29, 158
29, 1568
29, 050
29, 030
28, 795
28, 656
28, 647
28,474
28, 430
28, 424
28,377
28, 354
28, 261
27, 958
27,952
27,952
27, 833
27, 8056
217, 685
27,6871
27,671
27, 620
27,573
27, 500
27, 500
27, 362
27.129
27,129
26, 863
26, 733
26, 669
26, 857

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Furman & Wilson_ .- et
Morris Bros. Farms
Bermuda Ranch

Coombs & Renfro Fms

A, M. Willis

J. A, & Adrien Eyraud & Sons
Jim Hronis

Heloise Pfierffer

Vergil Reed

Joe C. Eyraud

Richard Elrich

F. W. Handel Farm Co.-.
Schulte Farms

E. & A. Sheep Co

Orlando Torigiani

Bonanza Farms_.__________
F. E. Andrews__

R. 8. Andrews__

DB Andrews e
Tex. Cal. Land Inc

M. & I. Farms

Pandol & Sons.._.

Elo Fabbrl

Btw. Ld. & Cattle Co

John Camp Farms

R. Fanucchi Tr_
R. Mettler

Beck & Sons
Noriega Sheep Co
8. P. Land Co

H, H. Costerisan
Double M Sheep Co
R. R. Costerisan_._
L. L. Costerisan_.
Allen E. Neufeld..
James Banducci_.
Doris Walker

F. Garone, Jr___
Coleman Farms
Stenderup Farms

Albert Angus._.._

A,

John B. Cauzza, Jr..._
H. H. and J. C. Lewis_
Dan Tudor & Sons___
D. Corsaro

Arthur Icardo.._.-. e E S e
Mitchell Brothers Co
E. A. Neufeld
Poznoff Farms.._.
Jefl Reyes

Lloyd Bowman_.___
Eugene Johnson

G. Emerson Fms., Inc
Lioyd Unruh..._._.._
Clara P. Rexroth__
Mickey Hair

Curtls Hair

‘Wilbur Kruger_._._

Leroy Barnett

Wedel Farms

Otto Handel

Piramo Luchetti

Wayne EKirschenmann

Mary May Enterprises.

Alvie Snow

David Cerrina

Secondo Viarengo. .-
M. L. Rockwell_.__

Bergman & Isaac__

Martin Farms

AlPistonerl .
Donald Molatore________________

D. Antongiovanni_

H. Antonglovannl. o« oo eaaa e

Vinecent Antongiovanni

U. Antonglovanni

J. R. AlmKlov
Total

payees 1In county

26, 562
26, 422
26, 408
26, 388
26, 344
26, 103
26, 025
25, 989
25, 801
25, 768
25, 763
25, 695
25, 443
25,391
25, 375
25, 333
25, 143
25,138
25, 137
25, 050
25, 035
24 887
24, 632
24,617
24,472
24,407
24 407
24, 369
24, 344
24, 200
23, 942
23, 834
23, 653
23, 446
23, 370
23, 368
23, 363
23, 363
23, 136
23, 032
23, 032
22,979
22, 858
22, 746
22,619
22, 597
22, 488
22,339
22, 308
22,294
22,244
22,202
22,195
22, 142
22, 002
21,958
21, 897
21, 846
21, 835
21,822
21,681
21, 644
21, 576
21, 529
21,433
21, 426
21,426
21, 423
21,391
21,370
21,339
21,327
21,104
20, 047
20, 800
20, 795
20, 795
20, 610
20, 558
20, 434
20, 334
20, 325
20, 233
20,233
20, 233
20, 233
20, 150

23, 658, 694

March 9,

KINGS COUNTY

Westlake Parms. .o cccccccnee

Gllkey Farms, Inc

G. W. Nickel, Jr_
Wedderburn Bros.
Salyer Land Co_._-

R. A. Rowan & Co
James & Paul Avila________
J. G. Stone Land Co
Standard Ofl Co

South Fork Ranch, Inc
Ross Borba, Jr

Darril Borba

Rcss Borba, Sr___
Boyett Farming

L. E, Culp DBA Culp Ranches____
Wesley Hansen

C. R. Shannon._.__
Aram Kinosian, Jr___
Clifford S. Lupercio.
Jack Shannon
MNorman R. Gabor
Elbow Enterprises, Inc
Hogle Ford

James G. Shannon..

Gregory Stanton.

Oscar Ray Green
Leon L. Hall

Charles E. Rose__
Nancy Nickel_._.
James L. Nickel
Cynthia Selfridge.._.
Joan S. Selfridge_._.
L. A. Hansen

Philip D. Duvall____
Robert E. Murphy..
Philip P. Marskey
Daniel A. Newton
Thomas A, Newton
Patrick W. Newton__
Daniel F. Newton____
Louis T. Robinson__
Harp Bros, Inc

Harrlet Hansen Trustee_
Ralph Gilkey

Hazel R. Mitchell
Robert W. Anderson..._.
Cralg Anderson

Inco Farms, Inc.___
C. Elmer Spafford.._.
Couture Farms
Murray Farms, Inc_.
Willlam E. Thornton_.
Malcolm P. Powers....
Chas. Schwartz
Vernon L. Thomas. Inc_
Floyd Wisecarver

G. E. Brewster Est

B. Gonsales

Shaen Magan...

W. W. Boswell

John Hild

William T. Stone____
Lawrence M. Stone
Westfarmers A. Pts
L. W. Newton

M. G. Pickett
D. E. Hildebrand
Fabry Farms, Inc

Leroy Avila

Paul Couture.

Suzanne Couture
Stephen Couture

John A. Avila

Clarence Avila

Murray Bros. Farming__

Verburg Bros., Inc__________ il

Costa & Quintel, Inc
Donald J. Gilkey

Don Riddle

Kenyon De Vaney-__...
Double © Ranch
Franna Farms

91, 292
88, 751
70,313
68, 669
66,492
66, 085
82,335
59, 084
57, 467
56, b45
56,304
56, 304
58, 290
56, 031
85, 963
55, 843
55, 403
5,402
402
ana
402
. 402
, 402
, 402
. 202
402
136
00
980
L, 989
980

. 980

. 919

. 819

, 919

. 919
906

i BAN
1, 880
54, 830
54, 875
51,875
51,875
54,875
b4, 745
54, 729
54, 729
5%, 514
54, 307
53, 077
53, 077
52, 991
52, 964
52, 836
52, 570
51, 312
51, 167
50, 947
50,917
50, 781
50, 614
50, 614
49, 308
49, 060
47, 756
45, 979
45,979
45, 956
45, 956
44 985
44 115
43, 917
43, 904
43, 748
43, 725
43, 108
41, 400
40, 761
40, 649
40, 636
40, 636
39, 285

o

Cren e on 0

34, 861
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Alvin Odle.......

Richard M. Stuhaan. - e -
P. Hansen Ranch =
Ralph Marshall ____________ e
Earle A. Howe

L. & R. Glacomazzi

George Sego
James B. Hansen

Wesley Stanton
Barcellos & Wolfsen
Hugh V. Johns

Manuel Vieira, Jr

Larry Davis

R. L. Squire & Sons___.
Tony A. Bettencourt.__
Uselton Ranch

Tommy R. Avila
Broder Fabry

South Lake Farms

John Verboon

J. E. S8quire & Sons

M. J. & Ralph Whitmore
John Teixelra

Silva Brothers

Willlam G. Squire
Grant W. Squire
Bettencourt Bros.__

Mussel Slough Farms_
M. E. Taylor

H. E. Richards

Pete Ysusi

Total payees In county

(146)

34,712
84,612
34, 267
34, 024
33, b42
33,244
31, 270
31, 255
31, 031
31, 031
81, 081
81,031
30, 754
29, 9256
28, 963
28, 963
27, 304
27, 188
27,100
217, 026
26, 449
26, 329
26, 100
25, 890
25, 238
25, 147
25,073
24,576
24, 309
24, 254
24, 165
24,121
24,111
23, 760
23, 723
23, 589
23, 464
23, 207
23, 207
23, 207
22,968
22,832
22,301
22, 201
22, 156
22,126
21, 824
21,706
21, 520
21,519
20, 038
20, 873
20, 809
20, 726
20, 062

b A B A 6, 154,514

)

LASSEN COUNTY
Fred Welsenburger

LOS ANGELES COUNTY

John Fuson
BRI e sar s e i s e

Total payees in county (5)-

MADERA COUNTY

Forrest Clayton. ... Sois
J, A & T.R. Hawkins______

Baker & Hansen
Elmer Schuh

George E. Ross
James L. Sniffin
Triangle T Ranch

CXVIII—404—Part 6

21,142

277, 896

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

John M. Lasgolty_ - ____ W
Larry Chapman....

R. W, Hopper..-

Howard Glantz._.

Fred Toschli

Morgan Johnson...
Red Top Cotton Grws.
Floyd Williams.....

Wm., Correla....
Wm. E. Roberts.

Chas. E, Andrews.. . oo oo
Eagle Loma Farms, Inc

Delta Farms. ..
Bob Porter

Brights Nursery, Inc.

James Malorino, Jr...

Striblings Nurseries

Henry SBorg_. - e Ehr e i -
Eenneth Pm'te‘r

Favier Cattle COaan..-

Etcheverry Bros
R. Palazzo and Co., Inc

46, 069
45, 738
44,908
43, 831
43, 230
41, 459
41, 260
41, 123
40, 331
40, 331
40, 119
89, 116
38,716
37,708
37,633
37, 057
36, 556
35,241
33,518
32,915
32, 675
32,130
30, 650
30,474
29, 881
29, 897
29, 667
29, 566
20, 138
28, 442
28, 332
28, 219
27,929
217, 206
26, 733
25, 664
24, 662
24, 536
23, 840
23, 796
23,770
23,514
23, 402
22, 363
21, 923
21,434
21, 357
21,3857
20, 760
20, 636
20, 501

2, 505, 321

67, 636
66, 339
59, 207
58, 851
57,180
b7, 166
56, 574
56, 204
54, 363
54, 035
53, 366
53, 365
51,401
50, 097
49, 704
48, 625
44, 620
43, 881
39, 701
38, 240
37,214
36, 721
35, 043
33, 804
33, 601
31,536
31, 001
80, 619
29, 146
28, 721
27, 618
26, 141
25, 696
25, 186
23, 025

W. P. Sturgeon Farms.
Herman Willis
Arambarr] and IZ0CO- - - oo oo

Total payees in county (41)

MONTEREY COUNTY
Bruce Church, InCo o ...
Frank Taylor
Martinus & Martinus.
Inter Harvest, Inc
Willlam D. Crinklaw._._
William Whitney
Violini Sisters
Huntington Farms, Inc.
Harless Bros

Total payees in county (9) -

ORANGE COUNTY
Rancho Santa Ana

Total payees in county (2) .-

RIVERSIDE COUNTY

J. R Norton Co-cs s e el
Flsher Ranch._..-.-- e s e
Pl Land & Cattle Co

Sunrise Farms

Albert P. Keck Co...-
. L. Mudd, Ine.._--

Desert Ginning Co
Rummonds Bros. Ranches, Inc__.

Dale Hull._._
BEM Ranchers

George Arakelian Farms, Inc_____
W. K. Kenworthy

Henry Schindler_.

Louis Schindler

Clyde E. Smith
John B. Mailnvil

Total payees In county
(B8) =i == A

1,721,922

84, 205
486, 541
39, 007
30,333
28, 258
27, 100
25, 162
21,309
20, 989

322, 994

2,321,506
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SACRAMENTO COUNTY

SAN BENITO COUNTY
Thomas Castle Farms

John B, Meek

Jean Cubiburu
Reclaimed Island Lands_
Tanaka Farms

River Investment Co
Joe Sabbatini
Watanabe Bros

Jack Kleln Estate____
Moresco Bros. Farms._
Frank Arburua
Kaiser and Lindemsan
Augusta Bixler Farms._

Salyer Victoria, Inc 20, 457

Total payees in county (15) . 480, 899

SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY

Jackson & Reinert . ______
Miller Brothers

Frank Galalnena

Eent Hansen

Van Horn Bros

Camatta Ranch

Grayson Owen CoO....
Ernest A. Hahl

Willlam P. Wreden
Armendaris Ld. Dev. Cp-_
Nels Beck & Sons

47,135
41,780
33, 876
28, 278
28, 263
27, 802
24, 685
24, 500
23, 881
20, 058
20, 047

Total payees in county (11)- 320, 305

SANTA BARBARA COUNTY

Owen T. Rice & Son, Inc
R. L. Calhoun

Andrew T. Petersen
Sinton & Brown, Co

Del Mar Packing Co

42, 964
41, 533
34, 947
28, 200
24, 999
Total payees in county (5).- 172,643
SOLANO COUNTY

104, 754
41, 405
39,401
37,896
a5, 719
30, 671
30, 462
27,518
26, 502
24, 996
23, 736
23, 395
22,772
21, 649
21, 421
20, 649
20, 530
20, 470
20, 429
20, 402
20, 384
20, 372

Peter Cook, Jr
Anderson Brothers
Holdener & Wiegand
Giannoni Farms, Inc
Albert Carrington
Steve Shubin

Bulkley Ranch

George M. Struve, Jr
Fred H Rehrman & Son
Belli & Fahn

Solano Farms, Inc_.

Hastings Farms
Edgar Everett & Son Farms
Robert C. Schulze

Mayhood Ranches,
655, 623

Total payees in county (22).

STANISLAUS COUNTY

Patterson Land Co
Thorkelson Ranches.

Total payees in county (2)- 47, 876

———

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

SUTTER COUNTY
Newhall Land and Frmg
Hamatani Farms, Inc
Oji Bros. Farm, Inc.....

E. E. McPherrin & Son.

178, 562
34, 956
31, 354
29, 406
25,084
25,711
21,909
20, 818

Sutter Basin Corp
II. L. Sanborn and Sons
James H. Akin

Total payees in county (8) -

368, 700

TEHAMA COUNTY
The Paclfic Farms
Sutfin Bros
USP Corporation
Kalser Aetna
O. M. C. Orchards
Associated Almond Orchards
Robert E. Mills
D. L. Williams & Son
Anchordoguy & Co

87,207
30, 135
27,500
27, 500
27,409
27,499
26, 80O
23, 538
21, 664

Total payees in county (9)- 249, 342

TULARE COUNTY
Southdown MecCarthy Farms
Roberts Farms, Inc
Nichols Farms
Marion Haris
C. J. Ritchie
M. Curti & Sons
W. M. & D. L. Colson_____
Marko Zaninovich, Inc__.__
John Valov
Fisher Bros__.._
George A. Efseaff_____
Mitchellinda Ranches_
L. Raviscioni Farms___
Andy Wheat
R. A, Hildebrand.___
Richard M. Shannon
Patrick T. Shannon
Kelly Ann Shannon Tr
ik Rennebte s
Shuklian Bros., Inc
Bill Beshears.__._
Watte Brothers___
James G. Schott._.
Michael A. Schott_
Glenn J. Schott
Clyde Quillin, Jr
Sherman Land & Cattle Co
Leroy Sunderland
Gene McClure, Inc._
A. E. Panetta Farms
G. E. Paxton
Charlie Minoletti_.
Richard McCarthy.
Donald McCarthy.__
Leland MecCarthy______
Baker Bros
Doyle Ritchie____

155, 414
109, 408
83,173
75,733
63, 957
63, 222
61, 6582
60, 335
58,921
57, T41
57,419
57,129
56, 952
55, 861
55, 104
55, 000
55, 000
55, 000
54, 903
54. 769
54, 762
54, 589
54,573
54, 557
54, 557
54,554
54, 517
53, 354
53,3852
53, 224
53, 087
52, 706
52, 631
52, 615
52,615
52,170
51, 767
51, 747
51, T15
51,123
51, 008
50, 941
50, 835
50, 935
50, 819
50, 454
50, 219
49, 735
49, 617
49, T45
48, 540
48,514
47, 963
47,393
47, 062
45, 691
45, 506
44 512
43, 455
43, 3056
43, 197
43, 185
43, 185
42, 616

Guthrie Farming Co
Sam & Bill Valov
John Torrez, Jr._-
Paul Shanncon

Carl Shannon

Bill White

Clarklind Farms

Geo. C. Rising

Earl Royer

Dane Stuhaan_____ -
George Bassett, Jro___

Wilbur Ranch
Hochuli Bros

Onel C. Jackson.__

S. K. Warkentin___

A, E. Quatacker

Benson BPBrothers

James Rodarl

Loule F. Morris

Harriet L. Merritt___-
Richard W. Merritt

Mello & Martin Farming Co

March 9,

Thad Dre:ser

Ronald W. Harrls. oo
J. XK. Bettencourtc .. coocancacas

Sam Perry
H. P. Anderson III
H, P, Anderson Jr

Anthony V. Cardoza______
5. & 8. Ranches

Mary O. Cardoza._

Glenn L. Cooper

Anthony Rodrigues
Delmart Farms

Vernon Hutsell__

Darrell Taylor--.
Theodore Eberlein

Gerald Lang._____________._ i

Hash Nursery--.
Theodore Smith_
Alvin Correia..__
Joseph Correia__.
Don Jackson
Galbraith Brothers..
Val Verde Farms Inc.
Los Peliz Inv, Co.._-
Kirby Wyllie

Sam W. Bell____

A. M. Falconer
Donald R. Falconer.
Harry L. Falconer..._

Lawrence Taylor.
Don Mac™Iillan___
Wesley W. Smith_
Lesley W. Smith.
Roscoe E. Smith.
Ernest Ritchie
Richard Berry & Sons
Donald Thiesen
Vernon Thiesen__
Roy D Murray---
Nagatani Farms
Andrea B. Henninger
Reynold Bisconer Estate
David Bisconer
Raymond Bisconer..
Hillman Corportaion
J. C. Ribeiro & Sons
Manuel Martin Jr.._
Chas. Neufeld
Raymond Donaldson.
W. K. Jackson Jr....
A. T. & J. R. Villard
Clark Bros.

Lapadula Parms
Howard Trimble & Son.
Gobel Brothers
Schlitz & Twiford Farms
Uchita Bros

Robert Taggart
Hercal Corporation_.
R. Wayne Lessley....
Joe W. Ramos
Harvey Lauritzen
Ernest Menezes

Joe Menezes

T. I. Hampton
Overholt Brothers
Florence M. Doe
Manuel Picanso
Pete Lawrence

Lynn McCallister
Nickell Farms

Dub & Barbara Lusk
Russell M. Doe

Chas. E. Slaughter Farms
Jack C. Harrls

Wm. R. White

J. H. & R. J. Cowart
Gary G. Pratt
Toomey Brothers..._
Serpa & Co

Donald Bergantz._
Ira Thompson

Don G. Dollinger

J. L. Pires & Co__.
Don Eisner

C. Paul Johnson
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Nichols Living Tr
Edgar Schieler & Sons
R. W. & G. Stadden, Jr
Harold Bontrager.
Lowell Loftis

Wm. L. Goins

W. A

Bowen & Jones

T. & R. Ranches, Inc
Roy Langston

R. L. Westbrook

L. J. Chroman.._.
Louls J. Goeman
Rollis Friend
Richard Stuhaan
Gist Farms.

Correia Brothers
Sam Lessley

Garth Cobbs

Allan Jones
Francis & Paul Johnson.__
R. J.

George P. Orislo
Johnson & Johnson
Nielsen Farms

Tony Santos

Abe Wiens

Bill Faria

J. G. Fossett, Jr
Charles Wolsey____
Donald Marshall__
Guido Lombardi__
Bill Westbrook....
Spencer A. Gilbert..
Wm., & Jeif Hahesy_.
Julia De Campos..__

Ritchie & Ritchle
Frank L. Day
Ronald J, Castro
Chas. Westbrook
Ed Hanni

8. Trigueiro, Jr__
Melvin Miller

Melvin Santry & Son
Pradera Del Lago
Frank Schott & Son_._
Anton Caratan

Nika Caratan

Robert B. Engle

Total payees in

VENTURA COUNTY
Rancho Ventura

YOLA COUNTY
Heidrick Farms, Inc
G. A. Hanks & Sons
L. Wallace Ex. E. Wallace Est_____
Lloyd Eveland
E. A. and B,, Inc
E. L. Wallace & Sons
Meek and Lemaitre
River Garden Farms
Nishimura Bros
Vernon Eriksen
Edgar Jang
Layton Knaggs
Hatanaka Bros
Vernon A. Mast and Sons.

Shimada Bros

27,196
27,023
27, 006
26, 557
26, 430
26, 419
26,110
26, 028
25, 965
25,846
25, 662
25, 646
25, 559
25, 266
25,114
25, 087
25, 007
24, 935
24, 670
24,4086
24, 462
24,403
24, 381
24,114
23,802
23,885
23, 597
23, 525
23,448
23, 230
23,178
23, 149
22,780
22, 637
22,539
22, 465
22, 430
22,415
22,318
22,205
22,137
22, 096
22, 061
21,982
21,975
21,973
21, 599
21, 588
21, 517
21,490
21, 459
21, 457
21, 455
21,302
21,382
21,303
20, 959
20, 509
20, 507
20, 480
20, 245
20,174
20, 155
20, 165
20,017

143. 972
66, 224
58, 467
46, 098
44,208
41,933
41, 309
32, 196
30, 582
28, 488
26, 159
26,074
24, 9053
24, 240
24,070

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

22, 306
21, 822
21, 586
20, 945
20, 611
20, 426

Howard Correa
Scott Yamamoto
L. C. Ulrich___

Joe Gnoss, Jr_.
Joe Lopes, Jr

Total payees in county
786, 749

Total payees in State
72, 305, 073

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezxcluding
loans—Colorado

ADAMS COUNTY
[Amounts In dollars]

Kalcevic Farms, Inc

Monaghan Farms, Inc

Danford & Champlin, Ltd

Box Elder Farms, Co

Ray M. Schmidt

54, 002
53, 796
48,674
39, 515
217,330

223,317

Total payees In county (5) -

ARAPAHOE COUNTY

Robert E. Carlson
Alfred Linnebur 21,988
45, 242

Total payees in county (2) .

BACA COUNTY

R. R. Rutherford
William Greathouse
C. V. Cogburn
Bernard Neill__
F. M. Swanson
Samuel Thompson
T. F. Arbuthnot
Brownie Farms
Lewis Robbins
Wayne Orebaugh
Homsher Parms and Ranches____
Russell Loflin
John W. Moore
Total

payees in county

BENT COUNTY
George C, Camilli
Spady Brothers
Jake Broyles
G. Bwift Est

32, 686
20, 160
28, 257
23, 769

113, 872

Total payees in county (4)_

BOULDER COUNTY

Dom Echeverria 29, 404

CHEYENNE COUNTY

53, 060
45, 398
26,817
24,278
24,219
24,192
23,831
23, 529
22,348
22,768
21, 188
21, 080

John Kriss

Dale Mitchek

Enudson Ranch

Harold Rother

Archie M. Lowe & Sons____

Total payees in county (12) 332,218

CROWLEY COUNTY

Crowley Land & Dev. Co
Harold N. Hobart Jr

151, 016
—_—

Total payees In county (2) -

DELTA COUNTY

McIntyre Livestock Corp
Hotchkiss Ranches Inc

Total payees in county (2) -

ELBERT COUNTY

Butler Purdy Land and Cattle___ 21, 856

GARFIELD COUNTY
Balr Ranches

JEFFERSON COUNTY
Wilson and Co. Inec

KIOWA COUNTY

Wayne E. Tallman
Gene Schwerdfeger__
Stum & Schuler_._.
Harold Wyckofl

Bill Marx

M. E. Templer

W. Harold Tuttle.

Eddie C. Templer_._

Aubrey Shotton_...

Edwin Negley-...

B. A Brixey
William J. Weber

Wayne E. Tallman Farms Co
James S. Garvey

John A. Stavely

Jake Boehs

Total payees

KIT CARSON COUNTY

Delmer Zweygardt
Hinkhouse Bros..
Penny Ranch.___
Dannie Weaver
Anschutz Farins, Inc
Raymond Schulte._-
Don Schelerman_
Paul Gergen

Britt Bell

77,993
54, 411
50, 803
50, 146
46,318
38, 822
34,313
33, 937
33, 255
33,197
31,074
30, 257
29, 241
29, 187
27,437
26, 565
24,511
23,918
23, 356
22,821
22, 624
22, 402
22, 345
21, 596
21, 593
21,501
21,304
21, 262
21, 001
20, 436
20, 356
20, 138
20,112

Leon Silkman

Three Rivers Ranch Inc
Iron Mueller Inc

Q G Demmitt

Byron G Jarnagin
C E McCartney
Schutte Farms
Raymond Thomas Downey
Pickard Farms Iac
Lohnnie Wall____
Warren Hodge._

Jim Newcomb._.._.
George Andrews._.-.
Mae Belle Crouse
Marvin Grusing
John R Zurcher.._.
Plautz Corporation
W T Pottorfl

Neal Dorsch..
Russell Davis
Kenneth Scheierman

Total payees in county (34) . 1,083,495

LARIMER COUNTY
L Vernon French

LINCOLN COUNTY

Orval F. Parker, Inc
Harold EKuckartz
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezxcluding
loans—Colorado—Continued

C D Farms Inc

Total payees in county (3) - 20, 147

Total payees in county (3) - 76, 151

38, 809
33, 619
25, 969
20, 003

118, 490

Total payees in county (4) -

MOFFAT COUNTY
Smith Rancho, Inc
Cross Mountalin,
Two Bar Ranch Company
Visintainer Sheep Company.
H. Q. Culverwell
Papoulas Livestock Company
Gordon C. Winn Sheep Co., Inc._
L. C. Winder Company

58, 848
54, 411
34, 647
28, 470
25, 922
23, 609
21, 130
20,011

267, 138

Total payees In county (8) -

MONTROSE COUNTY
25, 152

20,245

Total payees In county (2) - 45, 397

MORGAN COUNTY

28,018
Andrew Blake. ... ccccccnnccnaaaa 26, 849

Total payees in county (2) - 53, B6T

OTERO COUNTTY

Highline Canal Co. 42, 940

27, 611
26, 747
26, 226

Deden, Inc
Schneller Farms, Inc...
Robert L. Gerk......crcccccnna eatin

Total payees in county (3) - 80, 584

49, 787

44, 819
Heath & Son & Turpin, Inc._____
C. E. Willhite 39, 493
38, 644
38,318
37, 464
36,178
30, 717
29, 805
29, 696
29, 570
29, 497
28, 787
27, 434
24,306
23, 300
23,077
21,019
20, 712
20, 181

Curtis Duvall
Sun Vue, Inc_._
Eugene Rundell

Total payees in county (21) 665, T70

R. Lewis Fillmore

42,066 -

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

RIO BLANCO COUNTY

Etchart Bros
Nick Theos

Total Payees In County (2) - 45, 375

ROUTT COUNTY
Maneotis Sheep Co

SAGUACHE COUNTY
McMahon Bullington

8AN MIGUEL COUNTY
Hughes Bros.,

SEDGWICK COUNTY
Wm. Stretesky, Inc
Ricker Farms, Inc_._
Hodges & Sons

Total payees In county (3)-

WASHINGTON COUNTY
Alfred Ward and Son

Floyd Starlin

Total payees in county (2) - 104, 725

‘WELD COUNTY

J. Burton Tuttle
Monfort Packing Company.._._

107, 167
78,178
47,128
44, 247
35,679
24, 730
22,780
20, 257
20,112
20, 004

Buckeye Land & Livestock.._
Box Elder Sheep Co
Lyle V. Cooksey.
Jean Eichheim
E. E. Foster & Sons, Inc
Albert Allison
Walter John Peters
Total

payees in county

420, 282

Leonard L. R, Dutton
Thomas Brophy__.....
Loren Dickson & Sons, Inc..
Chester Whomble. e _

40, 686
34, 622
32,036
28, 826
28, 017
23, 560
22,724
21, 606
21, 557
20, 065

Henry Wiltfang
George W. Wingfleld.

Total payees In county
273, 698
- —
Total payees 1In

5,478, 430

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Florida

ALACHUA COUNTY

A . E. & R. E. Summers

Arbank Farms, Inc
John Tiedtke
Click Farms, Inc.

49, 846
46, 321
30, 866
27,924
27,071
22,0156
20, 176

Total payees in county (8)- 282, 677

HENDRY COUNTY

M, L BISHOD-oo— . ______

1972

24, 755
23,682
21,135

March 9,

Peace Cattle Corp
Three Rs Inc
Ewell Farms.

Total payees In county (7). 1,511,444

JACKSON COUNTY
J. G. Williams

PALM BEACH COUNTY
Gulf & Western Food Prod. Co-..
Talisman Sugar Corp

Florida Sugar Corp-...

8. N. Enight Sons, Inc

Closter Farms, Inc.....

A, Duda Sons, Inc

New Hope Sugar Co..... —
715 Farms Ltd

Billy Rogers Farms

Wedgworth Farms Inc

Double D Ranch Inc..
Seminole Sugar Corp..

Trucane Sugar Corp
Eastgate Farms Inc

South Bay Growers Inc
Vandergrift WLMS FMS Inc
J. T. Boynton Farms Inc
Vinegar Bend Farms Inc...
Okeechobee Farms Co

F. W. Farms Inc

Hayes Quackenbush Inc
Harley Watson Farms

Flava Farms Inc

Stein Sugar Farms Inc
Camayen Farms

Miami Sod Co...

Chase Company

Manatee Plantations Ine____

22,925
21, 764
21, 680
21,317
20,446

W.H. Vann Inc___ ...
Hooker Jones CO-__._. e
E. L. Parker

Total payees In county (39) . 3, 542, 530

SANTA ROSA COUNTY
52, 196

Wayne Godwin
Jemes Thomas, Jr

Willle H. Jones__

Luke Golden

Adone J. Lloyd, Jr

Woodrow John Cooley-____. 21,102

Total payees In county
13

414,179
Total payees In State (69) .. 5, 792, 207

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of §20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Georgia

BAKER COUNTY

Newberry Angus Farms, Inc....__ 21, 160

BALDWIN COUNTY
Albert L. Tanner.

P. R. Smith




March 9, 1972

BARTOW COUNTY

Bobby Maxwell.
Glenn Nelson

BEN HILL COUNTY

BLECELEY COUNTY

Carlton Lawson
Four County Farming Co

Theo. Williams

J. W. and W. A. Meadows

Jerry

Allentown Warehouse Company--
Charles Willlams._ ... i
Marvin Trice

Total payees in county (9)-

Ray Delaigle
Kitchen and Land._.
R. L. "Webster

Joe C. Lewis, Jr
B, E. Anderson

Roy R. Dixon
David M. Hill...._
M. H.

Total payees in county (156) - 437,482

34, 188
31,439
27,279
25, 997
24, 551
23,944
23, 760
21, 227

251, 136

38,079

60, 634
58, 275
57,307
51,189
50, 639
50, 375
49, 254
45, T79
41,939
39, 476
37, 663
317, 639
35, 553
35,412
34, 0B4
34, 057
33, 639
32, 034
31, 965
31, 906
30, 441
28, 878
28, 835
28, 530
27,781
26,975
24, 505
23, 341
23, 127
23,780
22,137
22, 066
21,578
21,318
21,129
20,776

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

CALHOUN COUNTY
Chauncy Taylor
David Bruner
J. 8. Coward Jr
Ralph M. Jordan Jr
J. R.

43, 233
41, 715
30, 228
24, 117
21, 741

161, 034

[

Total payees in county (5) -

CARROLL COUNTI

J. R. Walker 26, 392

CLAY COUNTY

Jack Hattaway 29, 000
26, T07
Coy Isler & Sons 21,134

Total payees in county (3) - 76, 841

COLQUITT COUNTY
Samuel F. Brewer
Donald Parker
Jacob Summerlin__
Jimmy Strickland.__
Horace Parker
L. L. Tucker

34, 584
31,487
31, 436
30, 508
30, 448
29,382
26, 337
24,709
23, 922
21, 820
21,349
21, 025
20, 582

Donald Simmons.._.
William L. Whitfield.
R. L. Carr.

Total payees in county (13) - 347,589

COWETA COUNTY

CRISP COUNTY
Noel Williams
Farrow Baker
Owen Bagwell
W. H. Williams
H. E. Bridges, Jr
L. E. Williams, Jr

55, 503
52, 188
49, 062
43, 670
40, 768
317, 650
36, 868
36, 804
36, 300
82, 255
31,766
30, 472
28, 727
28, 066
27, 468
25,987
25,513
24, 801
23, 640
21, 721
20, 030

H. W. McKinney
Charles Bagwell

Harold Jackson
W.T. & L. C. Greene_.__
B. C. & M. C. McEinney_
J. R. Dowdy, Jr
Harold Collins
R. M. McKinney
Total payees in county (22). 774, 521
DODGE COUNTY
James J. Mullls. o ______
Norman Hardy
Wilton Woodard
S. C. Cadwell
Candler Farms_

65, 782
38,012
28, 455
26,672
26,475
25, 864
21, 306
20, 958

Watson Hardy
Stuckey Timberland, Inc

Total payees in county (8) -

253, 524

DOOLY COUNTY

Asbury Wright
Ralph Bowen..
Richard Doster
Madison B. Coley, Jr.

64, 478
61, 742
61, 249
61, 046

Eugene McCleskeyY--comecennuaa
Alton Draughon
J.D. Lockerman, JF- . —cceae—uea =

Warren Taylor.
Leon Broome
Tippett Peavy.
Millard Peavy--—-—-ccccecaaa el

Ossie T. Spradley, Jr-.
Ellis H. Davis

Rudolph Royal
Clarence R. Bodrey__..
W. R. Jackson, Jr.
Herbert Saliba

W. G. Jolner

Carl F, Williams

Ronnie Evridge
Marcus Evridge
Horace West.

Bamon L. Hill

Roy Noble CO.ca e MR

Marion A. Thompson

Lee Balley, Jr

Marshall Davis

Ronney Ledford. .-

Olen J. Burton

Clinton B. Thompson
Dewitt Clewls

Marion A, Thompson, Jr-...-.

John 8. Willlams
W. R. Groves

R. L. Bowen._.

L. M. Joiner_.

J. P, Deloach..
Lamar Smith.
Gary Peavy.--
Cliff West, Jr.
James Kinard.

J. O. Cross, Jr___.
Raymond E. Nutt
Claude Bowen.._._
James M. Mocre
Willlam Andrew Sparrow

P. E. Thompson
Walter Franklin Cason

J. D. Williford. ...
T. H. Robertson.
Ernest L. Taylor_.
Charles Bowen.._

Total payees in county

EARLY COUNTY
Singletary Farms

H. L. Martin

50, 695
36,333
31,451
27,519
27, 160
25,776

Total payees in county (86) . 1, 242, 905

_—

William Lloyd Horne, Jr
RHA McCleskey, Jr

59,132
58, 896

198, 934

———a

Total payees in county (6)-
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ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
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ELBERT COUNTY
133 W 4 b ¥ S O e B R 34, 090
g..ap ; 31,196
29, 402
25, 281
20, 197

Total payees in county (5)-

140, 166
EMANUEL COUNTY

John E. Whetsell
Billy Walden
H. L. Wimberly

24,774
24, 230
21, 790

70, 794

Total payees in county (3)-

FLOYD COUNTY
34, 202
25, 602
25, 351
25, 047

Jerry Looney
Lovell Bros...

Total payees in county (4)-

FRANKLIN COUNTY
Thomas H. Cheek

GLASCOCK COUNTY

John Everett Hadden
Murray Hadden

Total payees In county (2)-

GORDON COUNTY
Dwight B. Greeson

GRADY COUNTY

HANCOCK COUNTY
L. S. McDonald

L. v 46, 523
Kenneth York 24,442
Hugh D. McLane 21, 097
Charles Cheek 21,031

Total payees in county (5)- 170,303

HOUSTON COUNTY

Clinton M. Heath
Robert C. Richards
W. V. Brannen
Charlie T, Kersey..
Gunn Farms

C. T. Kersey, Jr____
Wendell J. EKersey

56, 897
38, 005
35,716
33,412
32,074
31,192
20, 328

Total payees in county (7)-

247, 624
IRWIN COUNTY
Othello Hudson

JEFF DAVIS COUNTY
Vernon Williams.

JEFFERSON COUNTY
Bryants Incorporated
G. C. and Johnny McGahee
Julian Streeter

Harry and A. P. Jones__
Lewis Alford

T. B. Eelly Estate______.
Paul and Larry Cobb___
Jimmie Hancock

P. A. Rheney

A. H. Braswell
R. M. Samples, Jr

110, 292

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Willlam J. Lamb
S. W. McNalr

Total payees in county (17) - 535, 966

—————x
JENKINS COUNTY

Charles W. Lanier
Buck Brinson

36, 743
27,248
24, 852
21,309
21, 090
Total payees In county (5) - 131, 242

JOHNSON COUNTY

Rl e e T e ] U
W.R. & J. L. Jackson____

E. L. Price, Jr

John H. Powell

44,949
33, 047
23, 868
20,419
Total payees in county (4) - 122, 273

LAURENS COUNTY
W. A. Rountree 65, 331
52,429
34, 471
31,033
30, 183
27, 137
27, 052
26, 929
23,7561
23,285
22, 606
21, 627

William Slade

B. Moorman and B. F. Watson.____
Thomas J. and Ray Walker

Ervin Lovett

Total

FPlez Hardin
Geise Usry
Wilmar Timber Corp

48, 357
23,972
20,422

Total payees In county

92, 761
MACON COUNTY

Ralph Raper

8. H. Bryan, Jr.

Don Hunsicker

B. B. Murph Estate__.__
Malatchie Farm

Hixon Guest

Walter Forsling
Gordon Sutton

Total payees in

MADISON COUNTY

Whitehead Farms

MARION COUNTY
Thomas Miller

M'DUFFIE COUNTY

George Reeves
James E, Harrlson oo oo oo

Total payees in county (2) -

MERIWETHER COUNTY

Total payees in county (3) -

March 9, 1972

MILLER COUNTY

Lonnie Wesley Tabb
Curtis Willams._ . ___________ e

52, 153

Total payees in county (3) -

MITCHELL COUNTY
Ronald Thompson
H. G. McGahee____
Norman L. Cox

Total payees in county (3)-

MORGAN COUNTY

Barnett H. Malcom

Bonny Shepherd = 52,326
E. 39,375
Eugene & Marvin Ruark 37, 5356
Bennie Malcom 32, 892
Bonnie Hawk 31,346
Brown & Wells____ 29,691
Joe Whitlock 28, 487
H. D. Thomas 20, 144

831, 017

Total payees in county (9) -

NEWTON COUNTY

Garland Kilgore
J. H. Anderson

69, 426

Total payees In county (2).

OCONEE COUNTY

F. F. Dickens, Jr
Joe D. Murrow....
Fred W. Dickens

Total payees in county (3)- 108, 957

OGLETHORPE COUNTY
Carl C. Culbertson

PEACH COUNTY

Marlon Maddox
M. A. Burnett & Son

Bateman Co., Inc 20, 258

Total payees In county (3).- T8, T08

PIKE COUNTY
R. D. Crawford

Floyd Turner

Cochran Caldwell

29, 434
21, 033
20,579

Total payees In county (3)- 71,046

POLK COUNTY
Geston Womack

PULASKI COUNTY

John W. Dawson
B. E. Dunaway
W. 8. Dunaway
R. F. Dunaway

44,393
42, 460
42, 459
35, 548
27,3848
26, 523
25,839
25, 426
23, 183
22, 643
21, 667
20, 817

J. H. Anderson..
L. V. Peavy, Sr__._

George P. Anderson
A. L. Dunaway
Doneald Gregory

433, 707

Total payees in county (13) -
QUITMAN COUNTY
Sunny View Farms.

James Riley Curry, Jr
Melvin H. Peavy
Reid Andrews

Total payees in county (6)- 140,721

———.




March 9, 1972

RICHMOND COUNTY

R. A. McCEIMUITAY, Jreccccaccmaaa
R. 5. Auldridge. . -

Total payees in county (3)- 73, 568

SCREVEN COUNTY

Paul E. Newton_ . —___
Melbourne Godhbee..
Millhaven Co.

G. L.

T V. Parker e

R. E. Ollver, Jr-...-

W. P. Sanders

32,916
30,5677
29,385
24,909
24,672
23, 127
20, 207

185, 793

Total payees in county (7) -
SEMINOLE COUNTY
Raymond Odom

STEWART COUNTY

21, 308

Total payees in county (3).

139, 048
SUMTER COUNTY

39, 826
39, 202
39, 120
34,315
26, 356
25,799
24,801
22, 079
21,119
21, 119
20, 400

J. C. Jones

Floyd J. Frazler
Newcomb Farm
John G. Frazier
Pittman Turner Farm._
Hixon Guest

W. C. Cornwell

T. E. Stephens, Jr.__
George E. Daniel___
Roy F. Daniel

Neill Hodges

Total
314, 136

TAYLOR COUNTY
D. W. Payne, Jr
Ed Richardson
R. C. Barrow

39,934
38, 626
38,222
34,338
34, 338
25, 999
24,493

236, 950

Total payees in county (7T) -

TERRELL COUNTY

67, 489
60, 647
51, 404
33, 236
32, 897
31, 717
31, 159
29, 339
27,0561
24, 751
23,958
23,572
22, 582
21, 331
21,248
20,210

Wylie McLendon, Jr
Huson Brim

Ray Christie

Alston Brothers

W. H. McLendon
Featherfield Farms Inec-
Chickasawhatchee Farm

J. Martin.___
Lavonne Speir.__

Total payees in county (16) . 522,591

THOMAS COUNTY

40, 620
36, 386
22, 895
232, 515

S. R. Bryant
C. M. Anderson
Julius Chastain

Total payees in county (4) - 122,416

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

TURNER COUNTY

32, 460
21, 537

TWIGGS COUNTY

Sam Floyd Sr
Charlie Faulk.. 25, 647
21,904

21, 050

Total payees in county
102, 887

WALTON COUNTY

53, 962
45,716
38, 358
37,319
34, 859
32,981
30, 164
26, 121
25, 079
24, 967
24,318
24, 259
24, 248
23, T04
20, 904

Carl Lemonds___.
M. W. Farmer..__

Byron Mitchem
Robbie Adcock
John Everett
Juanita Johnson.

Total payees In

WARREN COUNTY

Guy H. Shivers, Jr
Donald F. Palmer
Quality Crops, Inc
Harrison Farms. .

51, 593
40, 572
27, 878

171, 955

Total payees in county (4) -

WASHINGTON COUNTY

61, 139
43, 796
38, 956
38, 692
32, 035
24, 744
22,219
21,579
21, 497
20, 759

Washington Ginning Co..
Gllmore Bros

Olen Price

Arthur Hartley and Son
Jewell Bridges

Ernest C. Smith

G, W. Jones

WHEELER COUNTY
J. M. Johnson

WILCOX COUNTY

Cecil L. Bagwell
Willlam Worley

D. F. Veal

Marcus Reeves
Whelchel & Whelchel

149, 303

Total payees in county (5) -

WORTH COUNTY

25, 427
24, 429

Lenwood Sutton...ccaa.-- - -
J. T. Carlton

Total payees In county (6) -

Total payees In State (450) . 14, 532, 825
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Hawaii

HAWAII COUNTY

Hawailan Com. & Sugar Co
Oahu Sugar Co. Ltd
Hutchinson Sugar Co. Ltd
Pioneer Mill Co., Ltd
EKahuku Plantation Co
Lihue Plantation Co.
Kekaha Sugar Co., Ltd
Mauna Kea Sugar Co. Inc
Kohala Sugar Co
Honokaa Sugar Co
Hawallan Agricultural Co
Pepeekeo Sugar Co
Laupahoehoe Sugar Co
Grove Farm Co. Inc...
Hamakua Mill Co

Olokele Sugar Co
Wadluku Sugar Co.
McBryde Sugar Co. Ltd.
Puna Sugar Co. Ltd
Paauhau Sugar Co. Ltd
Kilauea Sugar Co. Ltd
Gay and Robinson_..._
Robert M. Yamada.._.

K. Mizuno and Sons Inc

1,277, 726
826, 333
556, 863
465, 171
458, 271
454, 140
428, 194
407, 204
378, 251
365, 742
365, 265
364, 377
338, 917
330, 444
320, 427
408, 881
296, 999
293, 908
245, 448
213, 583
201, 274
176, 527

Total payees In
(24 9, 125, 149

Total payees in State (24) __ 9, 125, 149

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Idaho

ADA COUNTY

Carl E. Nicholson and Sons

BANNOCK COUNTY

Dale Kcester
Hugh E. McGuire___
E. L. Christensen__

75, 261

Total payees in county (3) -

BEAR LAKE COUNTY
Demar Romrell

BENEWAH COUNTY
George B. Mills, Jr

BINGHAM COUNTY

J. Walt Vanderford...
D. & D. Parks Ptrshp..
Lloyd Stolworthy, Inc__
Pahl Ruff Ptrshp___
Lenard Schritter
Matsuura Bros. Co., Inc
Rsling River Ranches
Cooks Heglar Ranch

J. Stolworthy & Son..
Simplot Industries.__
Stroschein Ranches..
Wallace W. Driscoll_.
Vincent R. Benson.
Chester Wahlen___

C. Leslie Willlams._
Welland A. Hansen 21, 239

Total payees in county (16) 6516, 035

BLAINE COUNTY

Campbell Land & Livestock Co..__ a7, To4

BONNEVILLE COUNTY

Jess Croft & Son

E. Bud Johnson

Snake River Equipment Co
Earl Brown & Merle Brown.
Weeks Brothers & Sons
Clements & Jackson...
Thompson Sheep Co_-

J. R. Hays & Son, Inc._.
Elmer N. Jensen

66, 060
54, 746
44, 701
35, 300
34,376
34, 100
32, 086
28, 620
28, 094
27,274
25, 889
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
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25, 730

25, 207

24, 529

20, 7117

L. B. Holden Farm Co..

Total payees Iin county
498, 400
_————
BOUNDARY COUNTY

Tucker Farms Inc 26, 732

CANYON COUNTY

Farm Development Corp
Walter C. Russell

98, 646
40, 550
29, 8056
28, 245
2,617
27,576
25, 801
24,766
24, 486
24, 341
23, 203
22,781
21, 685
21,423
20,578

BS
Glenn Allen and David Allen._..
Nampa International, Inc
Kondo Farms, Inc
O R o st e
Kenneth Tiegs and Sons, Inc___.
Allen T Nobls o e iicanca
Lawrance V. Gray
Bkogsberg Sky Ranch
Allen I. Noble Farms, Inc
Pintler and Son
Basll Aldecoa. ...
David C. Spencer

Total payees

38, 408
22,830
20,178
20, 166

Frank Jouglard
King Creek Grazing Assn
Don C. Loosle

Total payees in county

CASSIA COUNTY

R. C. Rich Sheep Co
Heglar Ranch, Inc.___

Riviera Farms, Inc

Pickett Ranch and Sheep Co....
Anderson Bros

Raymond H, Johnson.

Cold Springs Farm.__._

Vernon Rehn

Grant Glorfield
Critchfield Land & Lvstk.
John Basterrechea.

Total

payees In county

D. V. Hagenbarth Est

Idaho Ag Experiment Statlon.__.
Laird and Jones, Inc

Cockeye Land and Lvst__

Total payees In county
(5)

ELMORE COUNTY
Simplot Livestock Co., Inc
Eugene SWenson...—-----
Hammett Livestock Co

Bill Smith_ ...

41, 130
39, 521
28, 142
27, 462
25, 896
25, 055
24, 041
23, 630

Wayne M. Hodson
F. W. Bennett and Son, Inc

i T S S
M. L. Investment Co.

Total payees in county (9). 327,248

FEANKLIN COUNTY

Evan O. Eolleraancacaaa-- e b 23, 661

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

FREMONT COUNTY
Siddoway Sheep Co., Inc
Max D, Parkinson and Son, Inc...
Farrel Black Ranches, Inc

Total payees in county (3) -

GEM COUNTY
Highland Lvstk & Land Co

GOODING COUNTY

Ralph Faulkner Land, Inc
Idaho Hereford Ranch
Arkoosh & Zidan, Inc
Jones/Sandy Livestock Co
Josephine Astorquia

Total payees in county (5). 180, 881

IDAHO COUNTY

George E. Wilson
James Green

Roy Green, Jr__._
John McBoyle
Hauger Ranches, Inc_
Norman Dean
Cornelius Baune____
T. E. Robinson

34,719
33, 704
33, 704
21,609
21,002
20, 824
20, 443
20, 002

Total payees in county (8). 206, 097

JEFFERSON COUNTY
Brownings, Inc
Wm. A. Munnell
Walker & Gneiting.__
Ball Bros
Orie W. Robison

35, 006
31, 587
27, 580
26, 846
20, 425

Total payees in county (5). 142, 344

KOOTENAI COUNTY
Drechsel Bros

Jensen Bros 21,811

Total payees in county (2).- 47,124
LEWIS COUNTY

Joe Lux

Joe Wagner.

33,273
29, 857
22,762
= 22,070
Richard Renner.....ooceea- ol 21, 366
Total payees in county (5) 120,318

LINCOLN COUNTY

Oneidas, Inc

MADISON COUNTY

Parkinson Farms, Inc
Howard and Robinson._._
Jensen Brothers

0. J. Neeley Ranch, Inc....
Summers Bros

Webster Deep Well Farm, Inc.

34, 797
30, 589
28, 580
27, 487
27, 144
25, 878
21,711
20, 458
20, 125

Val Schwendiman._
Ricks Bros

234,769

= ]

Total payees in county (9)

MINIDOEA COUNTY

55, 044
38, 958
38, 958
34, 641
33, 256
31, 950
30, 665
30, 665
28, 011
23,925
22,220

Garro Sheep Co., Inc

Gerald MOIgAN. .o ceccmcnaaa
W. H. Shillington......

Morgan Shillington Farms Co....
Wilbert H. Moller.

Warren W. Heins

March 9,

Jean P. Etcheverry - oo = -
Mack Neibaur

Total payees In county (18) -

NEZ PERCE COUNTY
Meacham Land and Cattle Co____
Stanton Becker Farms

Tom Wagner. ... et -
Herndon Farms

Happy Ridge Land Co.

Winston Mader

McGregor Farms Inc..

Van BSullivan

George Brammer

Edward Bozarth Estate_

Richard Wagner. oo
Dwaine McIntosh

Kenneth W McIntosh__

June I. McIntosh____

Wittman Farms____

Gary Schwank

Claude Webb..
E. J. McCann

Total payees In county (19) -

ONEIDA COUNTY
Jones Sheep Company...
L. C. Alder & Sons Inc_.
W. L. Baker Company..
J. F. Fredrickson Co.

Total payees in county (4)-

OWYHEE COUNTY
Spring Valley Livestock Co

PAYETTE COUNTY
American Fine Foods

POWER COUNTY

Melvin R. Funk
Jay H. Hulet
John B. McNabb

Zimmerman Brothers....... e
Fred G. Mayer & Sons.__

Dean Meadows

Lynn Thompson

Wallace Hayes

Ralphs Brothers

Neibaur & West Farms

Vern Duffin

Ferdinand Gehring
Cecil Weisenburger

- Wayne Kendell

Total payees in county

1972

22,170

412, 021

55, 438
39, 766
39,193
35, 270
28,250
28, 141
27,510
27,261
26, 442
26, 256
24, 452
23, 807

540, 953

41,736
25, 628
25, 091
21,542

113, 997

47,138
44,235
40, 836
37,618
29, 681
27,519
26, 732
25, 659
25, 107
24, 494
22, 686
21, 635
21,592
20, 569
20, 360

483, 010

TETON COUNTY

Shayne Linderman
Rammell Brothers

Total payees in county

TWIN FALLS COUNTY

Delbert Clampitt_____________ P
W. B. Bavage Ranches

NOH Sheep Co

W. T. Williams Inc-_

WASHINGTON COUNTY

Soulen Livestock Co---
Snake River Sheep Co.

31,674
23, 642
21,908
21,808
20,316

119, 348

59, 420
33,074
27, 155
25, 501
24, 785
21,015




March 9, 1972

Charles P. Eindall. ...
Total payees In county

PR T S 137, 261

Total payees in State (197)- 6, 012, 463

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Illinois

ADAMS COUNTY

Adwell Corp
Richard Wittler —cccccccacua-- e
Total payees in county (2) -

ALEXANDER COUNTY

CHRISTIAN COUNTY

Donald Linton

Donald L. Euhle 21, 287

Total payees in county (2) - 44,203

DE KALB COUNTY
©O. M. Johnson

DE WITT COUNTY
C. H. Moore Trust Est
Thorp Seed Co.

Total payees in county (2)-

FORD COUNTY
John P. Gallahue

FULTON COUNTY

Meadowlk Fms C/O I. H. Reiss__
Truax Traer Coal Co
United Elec. Coal Co.

Total payees in county (3) -

GALLATIN COUNTY
Pat Scates, Sr

GREENE COUNTY

Henry Longmerey
Hartwell Ranch

Bcully Trust

HENDERSON COUNTY
Shelby H. Romine

HENRY COUNTY
C. D. Ford & Sons, Inc

IROQUOIS COUNTY
Edward C. Sumner, Jr

KANE COUNTY
Arthur Hagemann

KANKAKEE COUNTY

Cote Farms Inc
Tallmadge Ranch Inc

Total payees in county (2) - a7, 667

ENOX COUNTY
Midland Coal Co

LAWRENCE COUNTY
Earl Minderman

CXVIII—485—Part 6

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

A. H. Nichols

LOGAN COUNTY
John L, White

Elizabeth K. Drake

Total payees in county (2) - 43, 20

M'HENRY COUNTY
Meyer & Schuring
L. O. Napler.
Getz Farms.___
Earlroy Farms

29, 828
23, 870
22,019
21, 693

- -

97,410

Total payees in county (4)-

M'LEAN COUNTY
Theo. Funk Tr

MENARD COUNTY
Duane Cullinan Trust.

MONTGOMERY COUNTY
W. D. Kilton, Est

PERRY COUNTY
Southwestern Coal Co

PIKE COUNTY
Bob Richter

Dixon Springs

Richard Pike

EANDOLPH COUNTY

Peabody Coal, Co.-

Behnken & Behnken 25, 443

Total payees in county (2)- 60,435
SANGAMON COUNTY

Dowson Bros A Ptrp 26, 566

WAYNE COUNTY

Wm. L. O'Daniel 20, 116

WHITESIDE COUNTY
Wilder Farms Inc

WINNEBAGO COUNTY

Harold E. Nelson 21,377

WOODFORD COUNTY
Martin Bros. Implement Co

Total payees In State (46)- 1,392, 607

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of §20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Indiana

BENTON COUNTY

Watland Farms Inc

Herschbach C/O Doane AG

32, 239
24, 865

Total payees In county (2)-

57, 104

DAVIESS COUNTY

Graham Farms Inc
Caphart Farms

30, 289
21, 076

Total payees in county (2) - 51, 365

GIBSON COUNTY

Princeton Mining Co
Emge Packing Co

28,014
28, 104

Total payees In county (2)- 57,018

JASPER COUNTY

Total payees in county (2) .- 48,816
ENOX COUNTY

Schenk Farms Inc

Thompson Farms Inc.

Robert Carnahan

Willlam R. Huey

32, 758
20, 763
20, 531

113, 362

Lo

Total payees In county (4) -

KOSCIUSKECO COUNTY

Crelghton Bros 30, 599

NEWTON COUNTY
Merlin EKarlock
Robert A. Churchill

45, 189
27,029

Total payees in county (2) - 72,218

PARKE COUNTY
Adams Farm Company, Inc

POSEY COUNTY

New Harmony Realty
Edward C. Culley

Total payees in county (2) - 50, 835

PULASKI COUNTY
Overmyer Farms

Arthur P. Gumz 40, 126

Total payees in county (2)-- 97, 237

ETARKE COUNTY
Richard Gumz

SULLIVAN COUNTY
John Gray Eelly

Mann Seed Farms 20, 192

Total payees In county (2)- 73, 004

VANDERBURGH COUNTY
Donald E. Eolb

James Harlan
Burch Harlan

Total payees in county (2) - 48, 180

WHITE COUNTY

Leroy Keesling..... e =
Richard W. North

Total payees in county (2) .-

Total payees in State (28)_ 860, 366

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—IJowa

AUDUBON COUNTY
Garst oo o mcccccnanaa i
Melville Farms. - cccmcccccaaa- FoLs

Total payees in county (2)-

BUCHANAN COUNTY
Charles Hoffman.....-..- st sy

CALHOUN COUNTY
F. W. Miller

Collison Bros

DES MOINES COUNTY
Robert L. Gabeline
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Excluding
loans—Iowa

FLOYD COUNTY

Beverly Land Co.

Total payees in county (2) --

49,138

FRANKLIN COUNTY

Lawrence W. Hamilton 27, 869

FREMONT COUNTY

Payne Valley Farms, Inc 53, 480

21, 717

Total payees in county (2) 75, 207

HANCOCK COUNTY
Fraser Farms, Inc

IOWA COUNTY
Amana Soclety

LEE COUNTY
William J. Pieper

LINN COUNTY
Witwer Grocer Co

LYON COUNTY
Ralph L. Eoolker

MONONA COUNTY

Charles Lakin

Franklin D. Seitzinger 24, 849

Total payees in county (2) 87,571
BAC COUNTY
Shinrone, Inc

TAYLOR COUNTY
H, Dean Beemer

WEBSTER COUNTY
Litchfield Realty Co

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezxcluding
loans—Kansas

ALLEN COUNTY

Harold Whitaker , 365

BARBER COUNTY

Fred Schupbach, Jr 27,760

Riedel Co., Inc 25, 800
22, 224
20,478

Total payees In

BARTON COUNTY

Richard C. Brining

Schartz Bros 23, 673

Total
(2)

BUTLER COUNTY
Robert F. Lowrey

CHEROKEE COUNTY
P. & M. Coal Mng. Co

CHEYENNE COUNTY
Lloyd M. Eontny Est

COFFEY COUNTY
Evans & Nee Ptr.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

COMANCHE COUNTY
Darrol W. Miller.

DICKINSON COUNTY
Roy Clemence

Laurence Clemence

Total payees in county (2) - 49, 591

EDWARDS COUNTY

Total payees in county (2) - 49,343

ELLIS COUNTY
000 o) SEIPOITII. o v e

FINNEY COUNTY

Garden Cy Company
Andrew E. Larson
Leland L. Crist

Roger Ramsey

George L. Potter
Emanuel Doll
Brookover Feed Yard, Inc_
Thomas W, Linville
Lawrence Miller
Raymond Crist
Raymond G. Morris____
John Miller

51, 724
42, 669
32, 587
30,940
28, 5568
27,227
25,244
25,217
25, 089
24,842
24,327
23,985
23, 609
22, 864
22, 431
22, 008
21, 941
21,877
21,573
20, 450
20, 284
20, 233

Clarence Gigot

Frank MeClure

Leroy F Cooley

Cyril Schiffelbein

W D Danlels. ...

Ralph A Greathouse. .. . -

Total payees in county (23) 670,432
FORD COUNTY i

Dwight E. Winger

Dale R. Steele

George Herrmann

Everett Steele

Eleanor O. Rost

34,271
31,676
28, 261
24,277
23,879

Total payees In county (5) - 142, 354

GOVE COUNTY

R. 8. Coberly 26, 634

23, 567

Total payees In county (2) - 50, 201

GRAHAM COUNTY
Lindenman Bros

GRANT COUNTY

Tuttle & Tutile & Mawhirter____
Arthur B, Williams

45,921
31,311
28, 726
28, 106
27, 850
27, 441
27, 178
22,932
22, 668
20, 754
20, 149

Higgs Farms & Carl Higgs-
Howard L. Miller

Herman Cockreham..__

C. E. Battin

Lysle Davidson

John F. Boylan
Alexander Bros

Wendell

Total
(11)

payees in county

302, 836

GRAY COUNTY

Sidney Warner
Cecil Obrate._ .. _.

40, 114
35, 682
25,084
25, 060
24,018
23,944
22, 466

George Loewen
Ingalls Feed Yard, Inc
Stephen Irsik

March 9, 1972

Lester Clark
Melvin L. Shrauner.

Total payees in county (9) -

240, 757

GREELEY COUNTY

Smith Ranch Company
L & M Steele Farms

Kleymann Brothers 47,638
Myron E. Sell 29, 767
Floyd Tuttle & Son 29,475
Ervin Schneider 28, 885
Jay A. Hoffman 24,808
L. & M. Farm & Cattle Co.__. 24, 490
J. V. Euttler 24,079
John & Edwin Floyd 22,814
Dick Holland 22, 240
21,773
21, 364
20,478
20, 350

48, 709
47, 806

George Nickelson
Garfield Ochsner
Duane F. Schneider
Total payees In
434, T75

HAMILTON COUNTY

Young & Cooper Cattle Co
Herbert E. Ramsey, Jr
Richard Plunkett

31,018
25, 200
23, 104

79,322

Total payees in county (3)-
HARPER COUNTY
ROy A 20, 52

HASKELL COUNTY
Haskell Land Co

Kirby B. Clawson
Paul J. Brown

67, 939
63, 478
49, 672
45, 803
32, 530
30, 196
29, 229
25,173
23, 607
22, 506
21, 708
21,570
20, 446

Schulz and Meier Part_.
Randall Bird
Lawrence Withers.___

Total payees in county (13). 455, 045

JEWELL COUNTY

Neil Durham
Laura Splegel and Sons

25, 544

Total payees in county (2) - 48, 325

KEARNEY COUNTY

Ethel M. Martin . _ . oco-o
Raymond Dienst, Sr

Gordon W. Crone

Vernon G. Kropp Est

Ray Rohlman

Max R. Miller

40, 768
36, 512
31,814
28,110
25,468
24, 801
24,439
23, 543
22, 739
21, 569
20, 830
20, 556

B. E. Miles
Harold Stevenson
Edward E. Wiatt
Bob L. Landon
Total payees
(12)

KIOWA COUNTY
Pleasant Valley Farm & Ranch___

LANE COUNTY

Sharp Bros. C/O Gall Sharp
Larry Huck
Eston Schwartz

Edwin A. Borell & Sons 20, 932

Total payees
104, 550




March 9, 1972

Keller Bros

V. A. & John W. James Est
J. Ernest Bertrand_-
Charles Bertrand Tr.-
Delton W. Hubert.._.
Louls Bertrand Jr.

Leon K. Stoppel

Total payees In county

Vestring Bros

M'PHERSON COUNTY
Jim Stroble.

Holmes C. Bender__
G. H. Tschudy

Total payees in county (6) -

MITCHELL COUNTY

Total payees in county (4)-

MORTON COUNTY

W. J. Light
Ralph Breeding
Otis L. Danlels
Leon Jackson

J.

John Baughman Tr
Harold Anderson
Charles Breeding

Total payees in county (8) -

NEOSHO COUNTY
Wesley Kroeker

NESS COUNTY

Frank G. Davison
R. T. McCreight

Total payees in county (2) -

OSBORNE COUNTY
Adrian Schweltzer

OTTAWA COUNTY
H. Francis Meiller
Dick Diedrick

Total payees in county (2) -

PAWNEE COUNTY

Milford Zook
Melvin Bryant

Total payees in county (2) -

PHILLIPS COUNTY

Total payees in county (3) -

POTAWATOME COUNTY
Peddicord Bros

Total payees In county (3) -

20, 653

432, 467
37, 530
25, 971
25, 793
20, 363

152, 124

34, 086
24,101
23, 447
20, 711

108, 245

32, 116
23, 504
21, 959
21,710
21, 544
21,501
21,110
20, 6562

183, 996

22, 027

42,014

22, 336

24, 882

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

RICE COUNTY
Arthur Dobrinskl

Earl Sutor.

Delmar L. Wesseler.
Floyd M. Erebs_..._
Hattendorf Bros
Felt Farms

Bernard I. Rose_._
Marion Hutchins_
Albert Savolt_._.

Total payees in

SEDGWICK COUNTY
Albert Gruenbacher & Sons

SEWARD COUNTY
Martin Bros
Hitch Lnd. Cttl. Co
Robert L. Hatcher
Donald Kane
Circle Bar Ranch._
Jack R. Massoni._
Leroy Stapleton

Total payees in county (7).

SHERIDAN COUNTY

E. A. Baalman & Sons.
John A. Hill
Bralman and Struckhoff

Total payees in county (3).-

SHERMAN COUNTY

Vernon Irvin

S. Evareit Dennis

B. E. Gannon

Golden Wheat Ranch.__

Eugene L. Hall
Robert J. Hayden..
Charles L. Silkman
Wm. A, Davis and Sons
Joe D. Gutsch

John J. Stroyek
John T. Nelson
Edward Danills
Hugh B. Armstrong
D. M.

Iron H. Mueller
Glenn O. Burk.__
Schmidt Farm
Kenneth Armstrong
Briney Farms, Inc
Dale Stephens
John H. Golden
Everett L. Craft
Marvin R. Matthews
Fred Darnauer

Total
(34

SMITH COUNTY
FPECRUE0N BIOE e e e e

182, 908

128,372

28, 237

20,348

37,118
29, 666
27,231
24,279
23, 286
21,303
20, 025

81,763

45, 558
37,919
36, 796
36,114
36, 032
85, 853
35, 503
34, 593
31, 999
30,923
30,173
30, 085
28, 639
27,578
25, 482
24, 685
24, 428
24, 393
24, 049
23, 888
23,746
23,199
23, 183
23, 086
22,845
22, 693
22, 1569
22, 025
21, 428
21, 267
21, 146
21, 127
20, 804
20, 368

933, 736

28, 792

7849

STAFFORD COUNTY

Carl McCune Sons
Meryle R. Heyen 20, 033
Total payees In county (2). 43, 486

STANTON COUNTY

Clarence Winger & Sons
G. H. J. Farms, Ltd___
Theodore J. Julian
Kans. Unlv, Endow. Assoc.
Lester

Eendrick Farms

Edna E. Colllngwood.
Gary Baker. .. .- .-coa
Charles Lucas

Robert Seger

Max Hume

J. A. Ramsay and Sons_
John Lewis.

77,079
55,972
39, 389
38, 237
37,762
37, 664
36, 369
31, 5566
30, 763
29, 951
29, 825
29, 740
28, 451
27,372
26, 886
26, 744
26, 263
25, 908
25, T13
25,432
24, 365
23, 141
23, 150
21,728
21,534
21, 092
20, T00
20, 603
20, 517
20, 211

Guy Rorick
Herbert Shironaka. .
F. G. Collingwood__
John BShore

Stanley A. Julian

Milt Graber

Plummer Hall Farm.__
Hernandez and Sons
Roger Hurst

Irvin Pauls

Plummer Irrigation Co
G. D. Troutman Est_
Sam Ashida

D. E. Cockrum

Total payees in county (30) -

STEVENS COUNTY
Carl N. Brollier
Warren Spikes.
Fred Walkemeyer & Son._
Vincent Youngren
A. E. Eramer Agt. Pelajo Prop---..
Lawrence J. Lightcap
Gerald L. Schmidt
Harry Leonard
Thurow Miller Ptnr
Charles Dudley
J. I, Cullison

Total payees in county (11)-. 3825, 048

SUMNER COUNTY
Stewart Farm Account
John L. Larsen
Robert Casner
Ralph E, Miller

42, 335
23,377
22, 881
20,075

Total payees in county (4) . 108, 668

THOMAS COUNTY

35, 258
28, 289
22,574
22, 161
21,888
21, 883
21, 565
21,506

Carl B. Stephens
Medford Farms, Inc..

Total payees in county (8) - 185,114

WALLACE
Orvile Walker_ ...
Robert McEKinney._.___
Edward M. Waugh....
Bernard S. Gradwohl.

Wm. H. Akers
R. D. Walker, Inc

Gareth J. McFadden. o ceccaaeaex
Russell I. Unruh
Vernon L. Popp, Agt.

47,725
35, 026
27,417
27,274
25, 044
24, 084
23, 346
22, 677
21, 138
20, 873
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1971 ASCS and Great Pleins program pay-
ments of £20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—HKansas—Continued

20, 503

Total payees in county (12) 315, 486

WASHINGTON COUNTY
Herman Bott. o ccereaee-- L il

WICHITA COUNTY
Jaeger Farms
Glee S. Smith
O W Zellner. .oicannmmnass T

41, 496
28, 778
26, 458
23, 687
23, 347

Total payees in county (6)- 201,531

WILSON COUNTY

Harold Plerpoint 21, 158

Total payees in State (207) - 8, 323,953

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezxcluding
loans—Kentucky

FULTON COUNTY
432,328
26, 449
25, 747
20, 824

Total payees in county (4)- 115, 348

HENDERSON COUNTY
Reynolds Metals Co

HICKEMAN COUNTY
Larkins Bros.

TRIGG COUNTY

S. D. Broadbent, Jr
Cundiff Farms

“Total payees In county (2) .- 50, 742

UNION COUNTY
W. A. Anderson

245, 247

T-tal payees in State (9).-.

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Louisiana

ACADIA PARISH

Isaac I. Richard
Ashton 8. Petitjea:
Henry Cormler
Clarence L. Richard

30, 741
28, 420
23, 457
20, 101
Total payees in parish (4)- 102, 719

ASCENSION PARISH

Lemann & Thibault, Inc

Peytavin FM Co. & Minnie, Inc__._.
Palo Alto, Inc

Sunshine Pltn. Co.

24, 896
23,009
21, 584

Total payees in parish (4)- 96, 730
ASSUMPTION PARISH

The Southcoast Corp.
Churchill & Thibaut.

Bavole Industries____

38186, 217
74, 639
51, 990
48, 950
48, 193
46, 511
33,358
29, 104
27, 880

Est E. G. Robichaux.
Dugas & Leblanc, Ltd
B. & D. Thibaut
Harang Farms, Inc...
Lillie Belle Arcement.

Total payees In parish (9). 676, 742

Pty

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

AVOYELLES PARISH
Hass Inv.Co.,, Ine__ . ____. e
John V. Coco
Darrell Lemoine...

43, 650
31, 546
26, 227
22,835
232, 617
21, 908
21, 890
21,376
20, 707
20, 068

Lloyd & Burton Newton
E. A, Townsend & F. C. Townsend.

Total payees in parish (10). 251,823

BOSSIER PARISH

54, 302
51,139
42, 180
38, 117
36, 932
30,277
28, 583
27,3897
25, 356
24,712
24,448
23, 552
23, 562
23, 552
23, 552
23,128
23,084
22,441
22,297
21, 698
21, 487

Curtis Planting Co._..
E. D. Barnett

I. W. Whittington, Jr.__.
Henry L. Cox

J. N. Averett.

Scopena Plantation
Elmer L. Spears
Franklin D, Roemer.

Randal H. Lefler.
C. E. Roemer III
T. C. Pearson, Jr.
R. T. Stinson

B. H. Snyder
Marvin MeCalman

611, 885

= aaa———

Total payees In parish (21) -

CADDO PARISH
Dalton R. Pittman
L. R. Eirby, Jr-.
Stinson Brothers...
Sam W. Smith, Jr.
Robinson Co

58, 831
57,399
57,3833
55, 499
54, 969
52,916
52,034
50, 190
50, 190
45, 906
45, 457
43, 556
42, 406
41, 049
38, 885
38, 409
35, 802
35, 537
35,113
33, 880
33, 589
33,579
33,579
33, 140
31, 425
31, 101
30,078
30, 059
30, 023
29, 800
20, T06
28, 607
28, 147
26, 880
26, 741
26,121
24, 557
23,490
23,218
22, 840
22,798
22, 6565
22,471
22, 243
21,205
21, 204
20, 544

. A. Frierson..
Dan P, Logan, Jr-.
L. S. Frierson, Jr
G. W. Van Hoose, Jr
G, W, Van Hoose, Sr
Carroll W. & Malcolm W. Felst.__
Bryan Connell..
C. M., Hutchinson, Jr
A. L. Sentell
Bruce Lynn
T. A. Tinsley
E. R. Cupples
Jack F. Shaw
Margaret L. Ingram
Underwood Farms Inc.
R. L. Nance, Jr.
Yearwood Bros..
W. L. Sibley
Paul Dominick.____
Paul Dominick, Jr
Chris Dominick
Jasper Lynn
Floyd E. & Ray Volentine
Tom P. Moore, Jr

W. M. Yarbrough

J. H. Gardner
Malcolm Dutton....._
Clifton Dodson

M. A. Robertson
Doles Farms
Wayland Carlisle
R. R. McKinney
Leo Ducote

Total payees in parish (47). 1, 654, 340

March 9,

CALDWELL PARISH
Lelon Eenney_._______.. i e

1972

48, 027
47, 683
31, 501
28, 960
28, 238
24,958
22, 580
21,932

Olan L. Rucker
Jack Keahey
Mann and Jackson. -
R. B. McClanahan.___
Chester Ellis
U. M. Youngblood
Total payees In parish (8). 253,870
CATAHOULA PARISH
Jimmy Goode
R. M. Hammons____
Gregory C. West

55, 268
54,904
54,616
54, 466
53, 256
52, 251
26,377
23, 594
21, 608
20, 768

William A. Yarbrough_
George Yarbrough
Eugene Yarbrough
Wayne Crawford
Smithland Pltg. Co

J. C. Thompson

Total payees in parish (10). 417, 106

CLATEORNE PARISH
B. G. Sanders

CONCORDIA PAIRSH
Kenneth L. Isbell
Panola Land Dev. Co.._.
Harrlss and Sons_______
B. U. Miller____
R. B. Rife, Jr_

51,678
49, 224
38, 569
26, 063
25,079
24, 287
24,129
23, 552
23, 191
22, 077
21,522
20,8%2
20, 585

Rota Quinta Pltn___._
Lucerna Planting Co._
Sam Calvert Sons Inc.

P. L. Rountree, Jr_
Martha J.
Total payees in parish (14). 427,313
DE SOTO PARISH
James E, McMullen 43, 408

EAST CARROLL PARISH

W. T. Presley_._...

F. H. Schneider, III

Pearson Farming Corp

Doris . P e it

H. H. Howington, Jr_____________

47,231
43, 541
43, 008
42,679
42, 029
41, 649
40, 955
39, 479
29, 466
38, 809
37, 220
36,302
35, 610
35, 384
34, 541
33, 454
32,603
30, 400
217, 766
a7, 765
27,101
26, 605
26,472
26,472
26, 468
26, 241
24, 887
24, 863
24, 426
23, 845
23, 808

Rodney Fortenberry.
W. H. Bullock
Blair Pltn, Inc
Philip Brown
Edward Burgess....
J. B. McPherson, Sr

Elaine C. Fortenberry..
David Harvey
Wallace N. Oliver

George R. Wise..
Howell Pippin...
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R. W. Fletcher.

Reese Coleman...

Reynold Minsky. .-
E.

20, 689

Total payees in parish (47) - 1, 671,117

EVANGELINE PARISH
Albert Campbell

FRANKLIN PARISH

Wwilllam D. Batey
Riley M. Graham.__
Carl D. Batey_-
Gilbert M. Hammons_
L. Aubrey Kincald...
C. J. Grayson

J. B. Eley Farms.__
Charlie W. Stephens.
Clovis C. Bringol__

B. C. Eimble, Jr__
M. R, Young..__

G. A. Price

W. M. Snyder, Jr.
King Swagzer, Jr_.

J. W. Ballance....
0. D. Johnson
Lucille F. Braswell..
James M. Valentine

R A T O B ) O o
H. B. Wallace____
Charles C. Feltus
Lanzt Womack______ T s s
James H. Stephens
Donnie McMurry..

GRANT PARISH
Ceres Devp., Inc
Gordon Randolph
Wallace E. Summerford_ .. _____

Total payees in parish (3)_--

IBERIA PARISH
Duhe Bros. Pltg. Co
M. A. Patout & Son, Ltd__
W. C. Lanle & Sons, Inc__
Clarence Lemaire
J. Paulin Duhe, Inec..
East Linden Farms._.._

Total payees in parish (6) ..

IBERVILLE PARISH

A. Wilberts Sons L/S Co.

J. Supples Sons Pltg. Co. Ltd.....
Wm. T. Burton Inds., Inc_ - oo
E. J. Gay P/M Co., Ltd

J. G. Rivet/Sons, Inc.

Total payees in parish (6)--

ALFAYETTE PARISH
Youngs Industries, Ine
Eugene Rosinskl
Rodney Trahan. oo

Total payees in parish (8) ..

55, 306
54, 800
b4, 128
53, 081
52, 182
51, 536
35,175
34, 476
32, 683
29, 039
25, 928
25, 501
24, 631
24,143
22,944
22, 208
22,073
21,196
21,033
20, 805
20, 799
20, 799
20, 686
20, 449
20, 089
20, 054
20,016

Total payees in parish (28) . 882,202

120, 726

38, 429
31,518
26, 461
23, 508
22,679
21, 605

164, 198

61, 259
28, 869
286,313
23, 887
21,913

162, 241

75, 953

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

LAFOURCHE PARISH

Valentine Sugars, InCo-ceeeua--
J. B. Levert Land Co...

‘Wilson Melancon

‘Webre Farms

Laurel Valley Pltn., Inc.

Arable 8. Farm

MADISON PARISH
Deltic Farm & Timber Co., Inc....
Dudley Pillow, Jr
Dudley Pillow, Sr.__.
Elton Fortenberry...
E. C. Woodyear
M. C. Sevier
Evanco, Inc
Maxwell Plantation
Albert H. Paxton

Bobby Joe Lee

L. F. MeClain

J. M. Gilfoll

Richland Foster, Inc...
Waymon Coody

Harry Barrett

Total payees in parish (19).

50, 457
35,370
26, 403

59, 883
b5, 977
55, 340
50, 308
45,318
88,478
33, 185
31, 665
31, 001
27,924
27,239
26, 8056
26, 240
24,676
22, 883
22, 544
21,618
20, 902

642, 447

MOREHOUSE PARISH
F. Earl Hogan
Davenport Bros
Duke Shackelford
Erle M. Barham
Barham, Inc
Wesley Bunch
James U. Yeldell, Jr
Conrad Stallings
James A, Brown
B. B. Hunt, Jr
J. D. McAdams

Ivan Morris, Jro
David Doles, Jr.

Neil W. Mott, Jr__

Bolin Farms. .. _______
C. L. Clark, Jr.

John M. Yeldell

J. B. Holley.

W. C. Norsworthy

C. E. Shepard__

Luther Allen Day, Jr
Henry Ferrell, Jr

Joe S, Carter, Jr
Thomas West Barham
Erle Edwards Barham
Jeff L. McCain

Carl N. Wright.
Rudie Mardis__

Johnie T, EOVAC v cccccanana

Total payees In parish (53)_ 1,737,034

NATCHITOCHES PARISH

55, 367
55, 223
55, 021
54, 868
53, T67
45, 678
44, 155
41, 684
41, 227
39, 651
38, 930
87, 950
37, 7186
36, 678
35, 509
32,3822
82,214
32,214
29, 867
28, 780
28, 177
28, 097
28, 097
27, 850
27,293
26,678
25, 248
24, 343
20,277

J. Alton Lambre._ .

J. H. Willlams

Ralph C. Ingram, Jr
Russell M. Cook..___

Bayou Camitte Plantation
0. R. Mliller, Jr.

Starlight Plantation.
James R. Stacy

Est, of H. Cohen & Sons

Est.of J.C.Carnahan._ . ___
Eenneth Prudhomme,

J. Alphonse Prudhomme, Jr______
Deloy Blewer

G. C. Messenger...

Lewis E. Jones, Jr_._

John T. Batten, Jr-____

Desiree C. Prudhomme.

Paul E. Messenger

Herman Taylor, Jr.

Henry Lemoine

Sam H. Hill & Son

Worster Anderson
Total payees in parish (29). 1, 064, 961

OUCHITA PARISH

W. A. & T. A. Calloway-
J. B. Johnston, Jr

59, 703
57,3830
49, 315
46, 138
45, 391
41,972
37,692
33,103
32, 686
30,223
29, 0564
28, 837
27,871
27, 754

A, C. Ransom & Son
Fred W. Huenefeldt.

Bruce F. Gregg--
Glen Crossley____

Shelby B. Lenard..
John H, Filhiol

Total payees in parish (24). 780, 672

POINTE COUPEE PARISH

Walter P, Hobgood..__ S
Alma Plantation Ltd.._...... R

34, 408
32, 6563

Total payees in parish (2)_- 67, 061

RAFIDES PARISH

Frank J. Dautremont.
Inglewood Ld. & Dev. Co_-
Henry C. Boone, Jr

Well Company, Inc..-..-

Lucian A, Branch, Jr--.--
Carpenter and Jackson_

Charles F. Galennie____

R. M. C. Duncan....

Woodrow W. Carter.—-oe---o -
ORI RIS s e e
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Ferdinana Vandevelde, Jro. ... 22,317
21, 088
21, 005
20, 9656

20, 443

Total payees in parish (20). 549,588

RED RIVER PARISH

Saline Lake Farms Inc
J. T. Bierden, Jr.

48, 817
44, 062
40, 743
36, 467
27, 990
25,914
25, 564
21, 440
20, 281

Paul Bundrick.-.
Creighton Webb.
Burnell Webb

Total payees In parish (9) - 281, 278
RICHLAND PARISH
C. W. Pardue Estate
K. E. McDonald, Jfececaccacaa -
Robertine R. Cobb
Goldmine Plant

44, 415
43, 506
42, 419
39,938
39, 5564
38, 422
35, 820
84, 361
34,145
33, 733
33,374
33, 263
33, 125
81, 438
29,944

W. E. Finley, Jr

Edward E. Holley

Hulen Allen

Estate of C. M. Noble, Ine
Charles D. Ware
Pennzoll Producing, Inc
C. L. Morris

J. E, Tarver

Riverbend Farms, Inc___
Claude Morgan

Franels V. Jordan

C. W. Earle Estate__._

J. B. Ratecliff

W. H. Hubbard
Geo. B. Franklin & Son, Ine....
Ralph Powell
Winston Hill

Guy C. Pardue
James F. Parrish
R. L. Bell & Sons
Roy Weston
Donald Chapman
Fred L. Cheek

J. U. Douclere
G. C. Hill Jr
Stark Properties
Pat H. Earle

21,1156
21,003
20, 887
20,412
20, 286

Total payees

ST. CHARLES PARISH
Douglas J. Arabie

ST. JAMES PARISH
Graugnard Farms
Uncle Sam Pltg Co...
Schexnayder Farms
Clarence & Carol Hymel
Charles & O. J. Gravois

Total
(5) 135, 725
ST. JOHN THE BAPTIST PARISH
Caire & Graugnard
T. Lanaux Son

56, 948
Total payees

in parish

38, 527

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Hudspeth Bros
Delano Plantation Inc
Stanley Doucet

Sam Yander,

John W. Bertrand

K. H. and R. L. Gordon Plant, Inc.
Richard Sanders

Total payees In parish
(15)

ST. MARTIN PARISH

Levert St. John, Inc
Willis Brothers....
Regis Lagrange

Total payees in parish (3) ..

ST. MARY PARISH
Bterling Sugar, Inc
hiarry L. Laws & Co., Inc
Patout Roane, Inc
Eaty Plantation
A.V. Allain & Sons, Inc
Cyremort Farms, Inc...._..
Shadyside Co., Ltd oo~
Sunrise Planting Corp..._.
The Maryland Co., Inc
P. J. DeGravelles, Inc
Frank Martin Farms, Inc

a8, 189
a7, 224
28, 029
217, 857
27, 487
25, 959
24, 065
23,179
22, 770
22,701
22, 571
20, 629
20, 519

28, 246
23,821

111, 829

478, 610

Panola Co

E. 8. Moberley

E. R. McDonald, Sr.

Frank Burnside___

G. C. Goldman....

Wade Vinson, Jr__

Cypress Grove Plin

Lake Bruin Development Corp...
Jim Huff

H. C. Miller IIT__
J. C. Crigler
R. E. Lancaster, Jr
Virginia Wilkerson
Osceola Pltn
J. R. Coor..

Monticello Plt. Co_________
Mid Delta Land Co
George Bagley

Total payees in parish

TERREBONNE PARISH

Southdown Lands Inc
Prentice Oil & Gas Co

Total payees in parish (2)._.

TUNION PARISH

WEST BATON ROUGE PARISH
Milliken & Farwell Inc
Poplar Grove Pltg./Ref. Co.
Margaret Pltn
Devall Co, Inc
Allendale Pltn

Total payees in parish (5) --

65, 412
59, 456
57, 263
51,977
45, 606
42, 322
39, 567
36, 625
33, 186
29,973
28, 632
28, 632
28,574
27,933
26, 598
26, 327
25, 157
25, 061
24, 212
23, 433
23,363
23,179
22, 551

432, 673
30, 538
22, 056
20, 338

190, 846

Mareh 9,

WEST CAROLL PARISH

Larry Crowe..__. S ——
Murray C. Crowe._._.. i
Eugene A. Harper

Claude M. Crowe..... e e e

Total payees in parish (4)__ 117, 247

WEST FELICANA PARISH
Louisiana State Penitentiary

WEBSTER PARISH
Williams & Hicks Co

Total payees
]

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of §20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Maryland

EENT COUNTY
Edwin C. Fry

I. R. Swann

Total payees In State (2) -

1971 ASUS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Michigan

CASS COUNTY
Donald McKengzie

Diehl Fields

LENAWEE COUNTY

Leland Bush & Sons
Richard Walters
Willlam Goetz

22,975
20, 040

Tot4l payees in county (38) - 687, 893

SANILAC COUNTY
Grabltz Bros

Total payees in State (10)__ 253, 596

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—excluding
loans—Minnesota

BIG STONE COUNTY

Lismore Stock Farm 20, 303

CLAY COUNTY

Paul Horn Farms, Inc
Valan Seed Farm, Inc.

Benedict Farms, Inc 21, 704

Total payees in county (3) - 73, 459

DODGE COUNTY
Owatonna Farms Co

20, 773
20, 611

FREEBORN COUNTY
R. Peter Louters
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KITTSON COUNTY James L. Stewart-.—-.--- S e 32,614 H. R. Wilson
Prairie Farms Gk 27, 288 29,9854 Tony Antlel

_______ coies 98,002 28, 976
JM:IJ}JnerBBor;:?t:r; 2 26,288 Dossett Planting Co., Inc
Willle B. McCrory--- 26,169 Austin Hester
Total payees in county (3). 72,281 W. B. Wade g;. ggg

23, 220
HALL COUNTY .
AR 21,407

Vernon J. McFarland 33,079  raurice Crow 20, 009
Art Howard 21, 749 it _—

Harry Howard.__ 21, 186
Kuznia Farms, Inc 20, 780 B . Coey

Earl Hvidsten 20, 155

BENTON COUNTY

Leak Brothers

C. F. Bryan 26, 676
MARTIN COUNTY Wyatt Thomas 21,465 James House, Jr

Merwin Moore & Sons, Ptrnshp. 21, 033 — _ Alex Belenchia__._.
Total payees in county (3)- 77, 182

Total payees in county (5)- 116,949

NORMAN COUNTY
C. H. Underlee and Sons, a part_. 27, 367 BOLIVAR COUNTY Parks Place, Inc
= Allen Gray Estate 91, 003 flharles Hicks
REDWOOD COUNTY Delta and Pine Land Co._ 65, 6509 '
John H. Reque 31,522 Charles A. Russell b8, 364
Leonard K, Wittwer. 23,330 J. A. Howarth, Jr-__. 58, 227
John Clair Larson 21,207 Denton Mfg. Co., Inc 57.592
————— Zumbro Planting Co. 56, 443
Total payees in county (3) - 76, 059 56,411
=== R. C. Malone b6, 154
RENVILLE COUNTY Maryland Plantation, Ine.. 56,003 pr & D Plant
Frank Farms, Inc 35,930 James B. McGowan 85,744 Norman Bm‘::g Co., Inc..___. ——
Frank O. Johnson. 20,681 Charles J. Wilson___ 55,506 w H. Prederick
David L. Johnson._. 20,585 Joe R. Ross 55,042 w ¢ Brown
Parks Dahlgren 20,364 Ralph W. Ray._._._ 55,000 4 5 cowart
————— Charles Speakes_. 54,738 g A, Wellman
Totay payees in county (4) - 97,560 Carr Planting Co.__. 54,607 perry L. MeCool
Allendale Planting Co 54,558 Terry D. Russell
James House 54, 544
T. E. Pemble Farms, Inc 54, 438

Sheldon Reippel___ g; é‘;’s? Rudolph Massey
J. Burton Johnson 20, 304 . H. E. McCaslin
53,582 (Cedar Ridge Dairy.__._

~ 53,320 Drajon Franks
Total payees in county (3)- 66,185 /0 )¢ Parms 53,172 Frubert Gant

Rex Morgan 53,126 w
WATONWAN COUNTY Bostick Brotnrs 52, 680 \{,.Rh_ﬁgéﬁ:?.?g_________
Tilney Farms H.B. 52,546 The Wolfe Co
Pp—— 52, 392
WEST POLK COUNTY Duke Morgan._._. 52, 005

Noel Morgan 52, 004
Kelith & Raymond Driscoll ;
Useldinger Brothers. 27,178 Shelby Farms 51, 794

Vernon Hagen 24,657 Rogers Hall 50, 942
Anderson Farms 24,612 Gerald D. Denton 50, 820

Armin Ross and Son 24,326 Jones Brothers Farms, Inc. 50, 772

James and Joe Fanfullk________. A 22,243 Don Robertson 50, 347

Leonard Driscoll & Son 2g,018 Milton E. Jefcoat 50, 289
Franels Deboer 28_ 155 Carolyn Jefcoat Martin_ 50,280 J. R. Taylor

= Jerry C. Jefcoat 50,268 L., V. Dickerson
205,800 B. E. McDearman, Jr.._. 49,839 Will Gourlay.
= _—__  Andrew R. Carr Trustee 48, 847 Pete Bramuchi
E. M. Walton 48,504 Dalton Taylor.
WILKIN COUNTY Riverland Plantation, Inc 48,119 John G. Gourlay, Jr.
James J. Walton 32,211 George B. Noland 48,034 Helen P. Gourlay
Ivan Miller. 30,586 W. E. Penteccst, Jr =~ 48,020 Virgie P, Hiter,
David Miller 22,841 W.F. and W. H. Hardin 46,885 Henry P. Hiter
——————— Rainbow Plantation, Inc 46,757 Kenneth Hood
Total payees in county (3) - B5,638 T1. & R. Plantation, Inc 46,196 4 p. Murphree, Sr__
=== [E. P. Findley 46, 071 Hugh Swindoll_ .

Allen E. Warfleld_.____
Scott Warfield

Total payees in county (8) -

Total payees In State (41) - 1.043.?35_ Clear Lake Farms, Inc. 45, 848
=———— A.D. Murphree, Jr 45 467 Willlam Peacock.-

John F. o
1971 ASCS and Great Plains Program pay- 1Lewis Barksdale, Jr 45,343 JohnF. Watls

w . B. jard ___
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding ;EA “:111”1 ns ig :gg 3 MAg;:ie
i . A. Williams . 15¢ . M. =
loans—Mississippi 44 746 M. L. Payne

ADAMS COUNTY '. ‘. 44 606 M. L. Turpin, Jr
55, 209 4 44,604 Garnett K. Scott
36, 750 44 364 Delbert Farmer..
e 44,2290 W. A, Welshans
92, 040 43,391 A. C. Wiggins____._._ R
= 4 K, Walker 42, 517 Charles W. Jones
J. R. Parkinson 42,201 Paul Jones__-
Max Dilworth 432, 068
41, 209
J. P. Skelton. 40,933 James Walker
C. Milton Smith 40,738 I. C. Rayner Jro.._..
J. B. Lowe 40,851 Lawrence Gibson
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Clayton Holder

J. B Datord. e -

Lyle Dilworth Farms..

22,860
22,047
22,732
22, 639
22,302
22, 144
21, 9656
21, 897
21,468
21,237
21,225
21,221
21,190
21,138
21,123
21,118
20, 948
20, 948
20, 946
20, 926
20,879
20,879
20, 870
20,810
20, 804
20, 804
20, 574
20,422
20, 050

C. E. Williams

Lamar Stanford

Melio Sandroni

Sue Rayner Trust
Murphree Farms, Inc._
Carlis Lyons

Raymond Sandroni
Victor J. Aguzzl

John Glorioso

Dr. D. Tuminello
W. P. Skelton

Ruth W. Bobo
Mary Adele Walters
Eleanor B. Walters
Alden Bell

Carolyn Rayner Trust

Total payees In county
6,642, 788

CALHOUN COUNTY

Grady Easley--- 46, 806
40, 400
24, 870
24, 595
W. A. Jennings 21, 166

157, 83

Total payees In county (5) -

CARROLL COUNTY

Russell Hoop
Oklahoma Farms.._
J. E. Hobgood
Ralph Redditt
Hugh Ferguson

55, 224
53, 472
45, 691
34,771
32, 5565
31,954
29, 693
28, 169
24,274
23, 638
23,413
22, 693

Total payees in

CHICEASAW COUNTY

W. J. Linn
Eenneth Coleman.

55,398
54,994
54,904
38, 307
24, 168
22,307

Total payees In county (6). 250, 258

CHOCTAW COUNTY
Rex Bwindle_.

Oren Swindle

James L., Green

31,901
26, 729

Total payees in county (3) - 79,173

CLATBORNE COUNTY
James Beesley

Wiley Hatcher

Barland Brothers

45, 695
26,916
25, 491
20,917
20, 361

Total payees in county (5) - 130, 380

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Total payees In county (2) - 53,923

COAHOMA COUNTY

Connell & Company
Oakhurst Company
J. F. Humber, Jr

J. B. McEee Estate

Leon C. Bramlett

F. B. McEee Estate

McEKee Farms Inc

Sigmon Planting Company.-
Margaret McEKee

John B. McEKee, Jr

R. W. Jones & Sons, Inc_._

Omega Planting Co

Pauline E. Sacks Est

Bobbette Kiine__________ . ______
Reva K. Marcus

John W. Nance, Jr

J. B, Laney Farms, Inc._.._

Fant Brothers

W. L. McKee

J. T. Massey, Jr

Alcorn Russell, Sr
Preston P. Bennett

Kirk Haynes

C. E. Presley, Jr

King & Anderson, Inc

J. T. Longino, Jr

R. R. Count.

R. L. Perryman

Young Farms, Inc

Robert A. Boyce

W. E. Meredith

William P. Howell

James Spagglarl_ . __
King & Anderson Ent

J. L. Stribling, Jre e

J. W. Henderson

James W. Henderson, Jr__.
Dulaney Farms, Inc

David B. Mullens

H. M. Haney Estate

Harry Flowers

Graydon Flowers, Jr

Roundaway Planting Company..._
Levingston & Sack, Inc

Nopdsl. Ine.
Ellendale Planting Co.

Carr Childrens Trust

Jennie W. Haynes_

Lea & Stone, Inc__

R. N. McWilliams____________
Weeks Plantation, Inc
Rives & Brewer.

John T. Hays & Son..
G. L, McWilliams, Sr_
E. P. Massey Corp

W. K. Anderson, Jr
John P. Pelegrin
Allen Farms, Inc
Edwin J. Mullens
Wilbur Welch_.___
Weakley Brahan..

Allen C. Evans-...
Parolll Farms, Inc
Mattie B, Boone
Rocco G. Morris

Noel D. Ogley
Robert G. Johnson
M. J. Commer

Joe Garrison Farms
W. T. Salmon

March 9,

M. C. Stovall, Inc
Louise M. Heaton

R. B. Lyon

W. C. Luckett Farms
Morris Eason

R. M. Aust._.__

J. T. Longino III__
W. 8. Heaton, Jr__
Belmont, Inc
Champion Farms, Inc
Marlon Farms
Graham Bramiett___
Dan Crumpton, Jr-_
Michael W. Curtis._

Floy J. Haney

L. B. Shipp
Elizabeth Garrett.._.
W. H. Garrett, Jr___

Beverly S. Pettey
Harry L. Black

Joe & Richard Noe....
Richard Russell

H. A. Greene

Carson Pelegrin

Renc Borgognoni
James A, Russell, Jr

L. 5. Powell Estate, Inc
Heaton Pltg, Company.

W. H. Maynard, Jr...
W. L. McKee III
Charles Monty, Jr
Malavassi

Lake Roberson, Jro____
Travis H, Taylor, Jr._

Willilam H. Mohead__.
James E. Mohead
Lent A. Ross ITT__.
Billy Campbell

H. J. McMillian

Phillip Tavoletl

Dominic Tavoleti___..
Anthony Tavoleti

Johnny Tavoletl

Mary Tavoleti

Monty Planting Co., Inc..
Tony Morris
Montgomery Farms_..._

Harry S. Anderson...

H. B. Heldelberg...
Eugene C. Allen._.__
Horace Ritch

Butler Planting Co., Inc
Berryhill Farms, Inc._.
Graydon Flowers

W. H. Rainey

Howard Smith

Kent Haney

Mike Anticl

o T - 7 e
Vito Sbhravati

Manker Pltg Co., Inc.._
Allan B.

39, 1656
39, 031
38,871
38, 010
37,578
37,308
37,89
37,388
37,388
a7, 380
37, 143
37,083
37,033
36,928
36, 607
36,478
36, 126
36, 116
35, 887
35, 731
35,570
35, 125
35, 031
34,812
34, 301
34, 230
34, 005
34, 092
33, 985
33, 859
83,446
32, 415
82,182
32,167
31,820
31, 661
31,548
31,202
30, 529
29, 857
29, 848
29, e48
29, 794
29, 759
29, 733
29,4904
29, 2567
20,231
29,231
29, 231
29, 231
20,231
28, 804
28, 831
28, 776
28, 156
27,878
27,791
27, 496
27, 238
27,215
27,2156
27,103
27,102
27, 005
26,876
26,761
26, 727
26, 593
25, 981
25,872
25, 764
25, 5356
25, 499
24,979
24, 883
24,451
23, 77
23, 646
23, 600
23, 6567
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i 28,114
A 22, 766
22, 709
22,431
22, 220
22,048
21, 850
21,407
21,412
21, 209
21,001
21, 082
20, 818
20, 402

Frank Aderholdt

Luctille & C. W. Fyfe, Jr
Raymond Franeis
Panther Lake Pltn., Inc-
W. W. Vaught & Son.___

Malcolm Mabry Farms, Inc

Total payees In county
7,383, 287

e

42,246
28, 570
28, 201
25,993

Total payees In county (4). 126,010

DESOTO COUNTY
R. 8. Jarratt
M. W. Jefcoat Estate_
Tract O Land Pltn.__
Warren W. Sullivan_

58, 277
58, 084
57, 845
67, 397
50, 334
48,437
47,033
46, 697
45, 999
42,322
42,122
42,085
40, 880
40, 880
38, 791
38, 605
37,421
36, 241
35, 043
33, 014
32,238
29, 899
29, 621
28, T72
26,679
26, 608
25, 654
24,760
21, 625
21, 055
20, 385
20, 385
20, 191

Swindoll Farms, Inc____
Richard Leatherman, Jr_
E. M. Upchurch

John Graves

Penton Planting Company.
Readus Hudson

A. A, Whitten

Milton W. Jones..

Pat Jack Farms

Walton Scott

Total payees in county (33) 1, 225,279

GRENADA COUNTY

39, 360
34,303
26, 185
24,302
28,127
22,384
22, 042
21,328
21,103
20, 061

Reginald E. Forrest..
Bobby E. Gillon

Total payees in county (10). 254,283
HANCOCK COUNTY

Palmer C. Boothby_ - ____
Chandler Ladner._____ ey i

27,3804
20,574

Total payees ‘n county (2).-- 47,873

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

HINDS COUNTY

Gaddis Farms InC. o cccoccaaooo..
Gilkens Farms Inc

B. H. Virden, Jr..... =

J. A, Tucker, Sr. Est. & J.

John Gill

67, 268
59, 800
56,264
50, 763
49, 787
45, 222
41,673
39, 587
32, 766
29, 649
28, 984
28, 242
27, 603
24, 851
24, 527
24, 520
22, 707
22,489
21,727
21,614
21,073
20, 6756
20, 386

J. 8, 8r, J. 8., Jr. & R. C. Mellon._.
Gaddls & McLaurin Inc

Ward Carraway
Tom Virden

Jimmy R. Mason
Harold Simmons
J. P. Btubbs
Ray R. Cannada
J. B. White

782, 266

58, 580
57, 206
56, 171
55, 447
55, 000
55, 000
55, 000
55, 000
55, 000
55, 000
55, 000
54, 006
54, 996
54, 883
54, 805
52,612
52, 024
51,454
50,941
50, 380
50, 229
49, 505
47,404
47, 322
44, 656
43, 880
41, 055
39, 422
39, 203
39, 107
34, 380
33, 614
33, 552
33,448
33, 442
32,475
30,473
29, 284
28, 084
28, 891
28, 861
28, 609
28, 601
28, 444
28, 287
28, 266
26, 151
25,972
25, 306
25, 208
25, 298
24, 522
24, 056
23, 877
22,801
21,944
21, 689
21, 562
21,4186

Byron B, Sharpe
J. E. Cunningham
Wayne Watkins

Pluto Planting Company.-.--
Stonewall Planting Company..__-
H. L. Nichols, Jr

Loule B. Nichols

8. J. Foose, Jr

J. T. Thomas, Sr__.__

Bardin Reddett

Donald Parrish

R. T. Hardeman._ ___

R. L. Peaster Company
A. B. Archer, Jr

J. A, Killebrew
Charley Wade =&
Bonanza Plantation

E. E. O'Reilly.

Gum Grove Planting Co

Shotwell Plantation, Inc_
J. A, Barrett_
J. E. Cunningham, Jr
H. H. Howard

B
E L
B. W. Humphrey, Jr...

T. C. Watkins
Glenn M. Brock

E. J. Hines & Son..
R. E. Oreilly
Kenneth Parrish_.__
N. B. Parrish

Total payees in county (61) -

HUMPHREYS COUNTY
Spencer H. Barret

A. B, Jones, Jr

0. B. Nerren

B. A. Holaday Company
O. J. Turner, III

Wm. L. Dillard

B.A.Planting Co_- - _—.__.__
Cotton Delta, Inc

B. W. Smith Planting Co

C. B, Aycock, Jr

B. J. Barrier IIT
T. M. Simmons, Jr.
Jones Planting Co_.

Curtis F., Johnson..

Homer Martin, Jr

T. N. Turner Farms, Inc..._
Gladstone B. Mortimer
Jack Reed

Auvergne Williams _

R, P. Hairston

R. R. Roberts Est..

G. H. Hairston, Jr

Powell Farms__.____________
Byrdie J. Faulkner

Richard D. Bearden, Jro____
J. M. Bearden

Irby Turner____

O. M. Parker, Jr-..

8. R. Pinson
James R. Walker, Jr
D. G. Rutledge

T. J. Corley

R. Y. Wright

Blue Sack Pltn., Inc
Robert Millwood

M. D. Rodgers...
Blll H. Rodgers_
James S. Reed_-
J. D. Upshaw...-
8. W. Gardner.

Lone Star Pltn., Inc
L. G. Shelton

W. A. Pearson..
Stoner Farms.
Carolyn R. Stevens.
Wesley W. Hester-_
Tom Hill & Sons__

Nettie B. Willlams
Maurice T. Reed, Jr
Mildred H. Reed
Agnes D. Reed._.
T. L. Reed III.__
Calvin Crawford
Hilton Crawford
Dave Bobbitt...-

Total payees in county (39) -

2,872, 0656

58, 848
58, 553
58, 771
56, 655
56, 356
58, 123
55, 683
55, 683
55, 651
55,325
55,272
55, 236
55, 110
55, 089
54, 532
54, 307
54,201
53, 684
53, 252
52, 6564
52, 460
44, 598
44, 149
43, 864
42, 489
41,012
40,011
39, 432
38, 580
38, 328
38, 227
37, 745
37,363
37,363
37, 359
36, 807
36, 558
386, 427
35, 130
34, 680
34,473
34, 244
33,925
33, 493
32, 408
32, 240
32, 043
32,043
31, 666
31, 632
31, 069
30, T92
30, 516
30, 462
29, 620
39, 001
28, 885
27, 766
27,181
26, 611
26, 047
' 25,461
26, 443
24,943
24,743
24,532
24,175

23, 753
23, 639
23, 477
23,477
23,477
23, 477

2,973, 267

—
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ISSAQUENA COUNTY

W. T. Touchberry

Glenn Poole

56, 863
55, 124
54, 684
54, 684
50,316
49,913
49, 689
49, 689
47, 032
40, 176
38, 637
35, 061
28, 217
27,382
26, 233
24, 404
22, 825
22, 261

H. Marshall Herman, Jr

Ferrel Heigle
W. C. Woodrufl
W. I. Robertson

W. E. Fleeman, Jr
Charles Leon Delaney..
Esperenza Plt

Harold D. Heigle

Total in county

payees

ITAWAMBA COUNTY
Jimmy Pearce

LAFAYETTE COUNTY

27,375
26,309
23,707
20,611

D. H. Surrette
Donald A. Waller__
Walker E. Downs

Total payees in county (5)- 133, 523

LAMAR COUNTY
Bass PecAn OO0l ceennammem - =

LEAKE COUNTY

Glen Allen

Joseph W. Langford..
John H. Evans
Jimmie D. Arthur

Total payees in county (4)-

LEE COUNTY

H. R. Morgan 30, 304
Earl N. Loftin 26, 957
W:-yne Griffin 23, 538
Joe 20, 920

20, 100

Total payees in county (5)- 121,819

LEFLORE COUNTY

Race Track Plantation

Ed Hunter Steele___.

Ray Tribble

Jef L. Cole

Whittington Planting Co., Inc___-
Sturdivant & Bishop

L. W. Wade Farms, Inc

58, 166
57, 461
57, 098
56, 859
56, 516
56,472
56, 386
56, 247
56,170
56, 126
55, 915
55, 833
55, 503
55, 513
55,446
55, 187
54, 999
54, 8564
54, 854
54, 764
54, 764
54, 760
54, 599
54, 599
53, 895
53, 883
53, 305
52, 709
52, 565

J. Wayne Bush
W. P. Brown III
D. E. Reynolds, Jr.._
W. J. Roberson

Hobson Gary

M. C. Tillman

Miller Bush

Equen Planting Co., Inc
Jack Shaw Farms, Inc._.
Rufus Wier Farms, Inc..

Aven Whittington

W. M. Whittington

Dale Barham Bratton

Lake Henry Plantation. ..o
I. T. McIntyre III...

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

F. J. Poindexter
B. G. McGeary
Elizabeth N. Barham

L and H Farms, Inc._.
Albert R. King

Joseph 8. King

Mallory C. Davis, Sr

Shoe String Plantation, Inc.
Julius E. Howard

MBG Farms, Inc

W. D. Bradford
Wingfield B. Jones
Caralisa B. Pollard
W. G. Somerville
Kathryn B. Pond

Ed Jones Bledsoe

W. H. Morgan

W. H. Morgan, Jr.
Robert L. Pillow....
Hayward Jacks

James Morgan, Jr...
Hugh A. Warren III.

Lock Eleven

Mary W. Davenport

Sam Balkin Trust Estate.___
Walter Pillow III

Hunter Chitton and Co., Inc
E. D. Strain, Jr.

Derwood Strain

Lakeview Plantation....
Fort Loring Plantation._

F. L. Whittington

Fred R. Metcalfe

Carrie P. Avent & Jones.
Walter Walt

L. W. Wade Planting Co
Leo Murphree

D. C. Branham, Jr__
H. B. Hawkins

Frank H. Coleman__
Loyce Makamson
Lamar Makamson
John Ellis Williams, Jr.
Est of J. M McIntyre...-
C. G. Nichols, Jr., est___
Kenneth Creswell

L. E. Rowland

H. C. Pleasants

James R. Eent

Eimble Makamson._._
James Stowers

E. B. Smith, Jr

T. U. Black, Jr

Mickey E. Black
Timothy Thimmes
Kathryn Ryan

W. P. Kimbrough, Jr

J. E. Gwin, Jr

Jesse Stockton

H. Y. Praiser, Jr_.
Betty Hughes Gwin
Lenora M. Fraiser.
Lakeland Farms, Inc
August Lape

Tom J.

Margaret 5. Gary
Rebecca Gary

N. W. Carver, Jr___
Watson Pillow....
Harold Coleman.
R ©. Colvin...
Clifton Bishop-

J. J. Walker___

L. L. Walker, Jr
Elizabeth G. Saunders
Cecil M. Boland

b1, 480
51,439
50, 767
50, 239
50, 089
48, 442
48, 442
48, 206
47, 336
47,132
47, 064
46, 809
45, 593
44, 544
44, 459
43, 653
43, 649
43, 284
43,283
43, 283
42, 786
42, 786
42, 351
42,221
41,944
41,379
41, 354
41,329
40, B09
40, 224
40, 148
39, 809
39, 143
38,5675
38, 405
38, 186
38, 0756
37, 606
37,176
36, 584
36, 573
36,573
34, 968
34, 964
34, 308
34, 067
32,743
32, 7056
32,209
31,419
31, 167
31,018
31,012
30, 998
30,908
30, B77
30, 287
30, 217
30, 166
30, 022
29, 980
29,908
28, 858
28, 8568
28, 856
28, 856
28, 735
28, 029
27,933
27,933
27,871
27, 695
27,409
27,3803
27,107
26, 304
26, 221
26, 208
26, 208
26, 208
26, 208
26, 206
25,970
25, 530
25,482
25,176
25, 108
25, 108
24, 972
24, 841
24, 233

y 1972

23, 580
23, 500
23, 4256
23, 426
22,920
22,813
22, 686
22, 544
22,210
21, 541
21, 536
21, 481
21, 468
21, 033
20, 898
20, 598
20, 466
20,374
20,374
20, 369
20, 366
20, 361
20, 092

W. H. Gillon, Jr
Don Corley

Rex Makamson..
A. J. Wilson

Morris Johnson._.__.
Reese Makamson.._._
Jack Massey

E, L. Gilliland
Robert M. Morton.__
Robert W. Powell___
John Bariola

C. J. Hammond._.__
Melza Wilson

John F. Bratton
Cottonland Pltn., Ine..
Edgar B. Cannon
David R. Glllon
Rufus P. Stainback
Homer T. Vining

James H. Simpson....
Lem D. Mahoney

Total payees
) 5,325,032

C. C. Clark 37,002
LOWNDES COUNTY
James C. Richards

Gilmer Plantation

Leon Kesler

Saunders B. Carson

Virgll Hanson

Gene D. Holliman

E. L. Robinson

Tommy Spruill__

B. E. Aldridge

37, 208
34,470
30, 861
29, 955
26, 216
26,128
24, 6563
20, 762
20, 537

Total payees in county

MADISON COUNTY
P. W. Boseman

Sim C. Dulaney

Dudley R. Bozeman

Ben H. Stribling.__

Billy McMullen

M. B. Cox, Jr-.

J. D. Rankin._._

James Stewart_.__
Charlie Willlams_
E. E. Bardin

Thomas L. James_

A. B. & W. Mansell_
J. 8. Harris, Jr___
Julius Edgar__

A.W., 8r, Jr. & M. W. Hardy
W. 8. Patrick
Henry M, Waldrop

Billy Ray Stribling..
Donald J. Powell____
L. A. Millsaps, Jr_._.
New Paragon Gin Co
G. H., Moore, Jr

Ruby H. Moore.___
William L. Moore.
Carl P. Murphy.___
Robert Endris

Total payees in county (31) -

MARSHALL COUNTY

Byron Hurdle_ ......
Jack McClatchy

Charles McClatehy....-.
John L, Loftin
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Hugh McClateh¥oceoaa-aaa- i
Russell G. Houston - v ccceeaa

Everett Bdlin. . ccce.. e e
J. W. Cocke

Raymond Patrick._

Jobe Whaley

Edgar Lee Bolden
John R. McDermott.--

Wayne Hurdle_ ... e e
Marvin StJohn

Egbert Jones

Total payees in county (30)

MONROE COUNTY

Bid T. Sanders
Frank R. Millender..

Richard S. Cole
Thomas E, Millender
Dennis R. Self

Carlos A. Thompson
Riley Dabbs
Lee H. Harrington. « cccaaa.

M. V. Burks

Total payees in county (14)

MONTGOMERY COUNTY

Total payees in
county (3)

NOXUBEE COUNTY

Harrison Evans
ALTE

Ralph Spurgeon, Jr__
Valley Farm

Circle M Ranch, Inc.
A. B. Stevens, Jr.

The Deerbrook Co.
Paula M. Roberston Estate

Total payees in
county (9)

PANOLA COUNTY

W. 8. Taylor, Jr

Derryal Glen Gates

F. F. Lunceford Farms, Inc.
Robert McMillan._ .. ___ e S
Hays Bros. & Hall

Crenshaw Bros, INCuuececceccccana
Donald Bartlett

Whitworth Farms, Ine.

M. H. Sumner or C. N. Sumner__
W.

Estate of Pred Taylor, Sracccanaa
Raymond Birdsong.

Short Brothers

Maury R. Harris & Sons, Inc......
Evander Smith

916, 281

51, 369
42, 066
36, 881
35, 994
33, 400
33,421
31, 856
30, 1056
22, 633
21,945
21,097
21,035
20, 506
20, 206

422, 104

57,313
55, 525
55,214
54,376
53, 584
43, 695
41, 209
37,616
36, 688
35, 782
35,209
33, 046
31, B57
31, 359
31, 027
30, 650
30, 483
29, 451
27, 795
27,512
27, 000
26,773
26, 365
25, 604
25, 176
23,913

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Taylor Bros

23, 6562
23,231
23, 057
21,328
21, 305
20, 796
20, 635

Total payees In county (33) - 1,088, 315

 —

PERL EIVER COUNTY

Louls Carmadelle
Willlam A. Powe
s O o s -

La Row Investment Co_.._
Total payees in county (5) -

PONTOTOC COUNTY
W. G. Hodges

FRENTISS COUNTY
A. B. & B. C. Arnold

QUITMAN COUNTY

Richard Shellman

E. H. Anderson.__

Cotton Dixie, Inc_.__

B, W. Wadlington, Jr,

Ben S. Yandell ... ...

W. M. Yandell, Jr

Noel Wilborn

Clifton Planting Co

Shannon Planting Co.

F. Raynor Starr.

Thomas A. Harris__

James A. Tedford.__

Michael G. Harris..

T. €. HMOY e e mrmmmmmmmm L
e Ty e A
Miss. Penitentiary Board.

R. A. Carson

James D. Peterson, Jr

C. B. Sigler

Gerald W. Tedford.

Perry Balley

Longstreet Pltg. Co..

B.

Crenshaw Planting Co., Inc
James A. Jackson

Hubert Haynes

Cuatro Corporation

H. W. Howze, Jr

Smith Planting Company..-.....
Paul Malatesta

Mrs. Linda V. Henry.
J. E. Furr, Jr.

I. L. Henry---
Gordon Farms

Ed Benson
Herbert R. Wilson
E. B. Smith

38, 000
27, 700
27, 499
26, 780
22, 601

142, 480

32,848

23, 050

55,979
55, 330
65, 299
55, 000
52,473
51, 246
50, 439
50, 439
50,377
40, 429
49, 254
47, 582
46, 274
46, 216
44,778
44,778
44, 778
44 778
44,778
43,018
41, 769
41,611
40, 702
40, 433
39, 807
39, 752
39, 752
38,937
38, 360
37, 747
37,176
317, 1656
36, 963
36, 907
36, 573
36, 464
35, 853
33, 439
33,037
32,280
32,153
31, 2568
30, 804
30, 617
30, 276
30, 003
29, 797
29, 701
29,472
28, 871
28, 529
28, 217
28, 165
27, 684
27, 588
27,013
26, 890
26, 558
26, 355
25, 845
25, 620
25, 534
25, 360

Hubert L. Respes

Mrs. Lillian G. Carsoll - e ec e
Norris W. Faust

T, S. Hale, Jr

V. A Purr, Jr.__.

O. A, Davis, Jr_.

Victor Balley.__.

N. H. Sutton
Mark N. Ham.__
Mrs, Josie Starr_..

7857

25, 135
24,17
23, 004
22, 486
22,188
21,933
21,353
21, 100
20, 989
20, 790
20, 694
20, 136
20, 134
20, 062

Total payees In county (77) 2, 894, 793

RANKIN COUNTY

J. W. Patrick, Jr
J. B. Willlamson._.
Paul Cross

F. C. Lawrence._..
John R. Chafiin._.__
Ray Gordon

J. D. McEKay

Total payees In county (7)-

Dan R. Boyce

SHARKEY COUNTY

Powers Company, Inc

Fields Planting Corporation
Evanna Plantation, Inc
Helena Pltn., Inc

Lynndale Planting Co., Inc......
Murphy Jones

G. C. Cortright

Baconia Plantation, Inec
James A. Boykin

Thomas Bruton

Reality Plantation, Inc

June F. Grundfest. ... e
Norris E. Hill

J. H. Hill, Jr...

Hiram W. Hill..

J. H. Hill, Br

Estate of Capltola M. Dean
Greer, Incorporated

Keyho, Inc____._ e

Council Bend,

Darden Company, Ine.
W. R. Rodgers.cca---
Ben Lamensdorf

Charles Kline
Patton Planting CO.ccccauaa
W. H. Hoonette e e e e o m———

James Hand, Jr___.

Rives C. Carter.

Mary V. Watson.____

Jere B. Nash, Jro - T
Jere B. Nash =
James Hand IIT.___

Robert H. Moses
W.A.Chase_____.__. —
Raymond Brown

A. B. Williams, Jr
Grosvenor Farms, Inc.
Geraldine R. Dean__.__
Pat R. Dunaway.. ...
Mabel D. Whitfleld___
s s L1 TR
Capitola D. Edmondson
Miriam D. Heard
McKinney and Son
Clinkscales Bros.
Martin Planting Co. Inc
James R. Carter
Laurence W. Carter

32, 993
32, 780
32, 441
31,2656
30, 195
20, 417
20, 315

200, 396

36, 703
35, 996
35, 736
35, 663
35, 643
35,003
35,002
35, 093
35, 093
35, 093
35, 093
33, 166
32,199
32,078
32,078
31,918
31, 707
31,271
31, 089
30,415
29, 277
28, 685
28, 685
28, 562
28, 334
28, 230
27, 827
27,819
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay- J. C. Robertson 48, 707
ments of $20,000 or wmore—Excluding W. T. Robertson.._. 48, 707
loans—Mississippi—Continued Leroy Anthony 48, 525
Wallace Carter, Jr_._. 27,819 Black Bayou Plin, Inc_ 47,878
S. W. Bennett 27, 402 47,868
Catherine O. West 26,809 J. A. 47, 683
Carol D, Sterling Estate. 26, 809 47, 230
A, B, Williams 2g, 771 Ted J. Stingley 486, 707
25,861 Dyche Plantation, Inc 46,246 Howard L. Grittman, Jr
25,852 Lucy B. Hill 46,042 James E. Reed
25,371 BlueLake, InC. oo 45,907 James L. Beckham.
Carl Dunaway, Inc 25,330 <John Brewer Reed 45, 629
James Charles Askew. .- 23,762 W. O. Shurden, Inc 45, 405
Sujamax, Inc.__ 23,627 L. K. Johnson 45, 068
23,228 W. A, Price, Jr._. 44, 087
Charles Huff 90,120 Sidney Shurden_. 43, 630
—r  JoimncDoan 43, 529
Total payees in county (71) - 2,769, 653 . 43, 086
—_— M. Pickett Myers III 42,962
STONE COUNTY W. E. Jefcoat 42, 871
J. B. Parker, Jr.... 42,825 W.E.Lamastus, Jr--
C. H. McClatchy.- 42,644 Nannie S. Parks est.
20, 802 42,433 Ted Borodofsky___.
— — — Ethel Lyon 42,229 Edward M. Lyon_._..-
Total payees in county (2)- 45,197 R, M. McClatchy- 42,131 A. C. Tidmore, Sr
Carl T. Harkins____ 41, 820
SUNFLOWER COUNTY E. E. Shurden _ 41, 677
76,221 Charles E. Clark___ 41,676
63,832 Thomas J. Baird. 41, 583
57, 206 41,570
56,837 George E. Balrd, Jr_ 41, 563
56,5156 Sidney Levingston__ 41,604 C. B. Fisackerly
56,336 Herman Guest... 41,457 Norman Pentecost
56,257 Sylvia L. Sklar 41,434
56,187 Alfred A. Levingston 41,425
56,067 L. A.Davidson 40,298 A. E. B. Britt
Allen & Brashier Pltg. Co-- 55, 794 i 30,508 R. J. Vanlandingham
Kelly R. Mahan 55, 719 3 39,408 B, N. Marlow est
Joseph A. Oglesby, Jr 55, 877 39,108
N. H. McMath__ 55, 644 38,971
W. T. Skelton.. 55, 2560 38, 646
W. E, Austin 55, 184 a8, 292
Frank T. Brumfield 55, 144 38, 138
Bruce Brumfield 55, 143 38,127
Edwin L. Parker III 55, 143 . > 38, 080
J. C. Allen, Jran-.. 55, 000 37,827 Charles E. Boyer, Jr.
Rodgers Brashier__ 55,000 @G. C. Billups, Jr.... 37,927 W. C. Hendon
Thomas J. Mahan__ 54,097 Grace R. Billups..._ a7, 927
54,093 Irene Billups 87,927
54,991 C. A. McGregor 37,9016
54,966 Maxwell Murtagh Farms Inc 37,876
Millard P. Austin_ 54,062 Fletcher Clark 37, 676
George A. Rice_.__ 54,019 J. W. Stowers & Co__ 36,991 Stacy & Baughman
54,847 Hugh Medders.._.___ —— 36,8081 Albert R. Holeman
54,846 B & L Farm Inc 36,838 Earl W. Plttman
54,790 Dar Bayou Pltg. Co. 36,260 James Simpson_.__._
Leslie R. Fletcher.. 54,772 7 36, 062
‘W. B. Fletcher, Jr-. 54,772 v 35, 963
54, 646 35,829 Odell Mustain
54, 508 35,780 Ellwood 8. Bright
54, 402 35,698 W. J. Jones
54, 388 35,651 Robert C. Pratt
54,284 35,586 sSusan E. Terney
Philip Fratesi J. T. McGregor 35,483 Tommy Ellis
53,876 James Bradshaw 35,320 John Burrell
H. T. Miller, Pitg. Co., Inc 53, 674 i 35, 050
David Eeith 34,768
53,266 W. D. Patterson.._.. 34,718
53,208 W. D. Patterson, Jr 34, 708 Total payees In
E. Leonard Patterson 34, 708 {AaT) =2 e L 8, 915, 227
J. R. Dockery 34, 679
Goose Hollow Pltg. Co 34, 658
George C. Scroggins____ Berryhill Bros. Pltg. Co., Inc 34, 433 TALLAHAROHIE [ OODHXYE
Calvin W. Montgomery . D. 34, 380 59, 587
J. M. Montgomery, Jr. i McWilliams & Pyron.-_ 34,113 gg g;g
Benford Brown 56,334
Triple M Planting Co. 56, 038
33, 429 55, 810
33,364 A. A. Mabus 55, 511
S. B. Johnson 33,086 R. W. Mabry 55, 452
John J. Hall, Jro.. v 32, 577 Murphey & Hardy, Inc 55, 272
J. G. Prichard 32,478 55, 000
W. L. Prichard__._____ : - 32,478 - 54, 096
[ 31, 865 ol o5 54,002
Roy Manning, Jr._ 31, 697 54, 936
Hugh G. Fisher_..... S Sterling Dugger.... 31, 692 b4, 652
Will Green Poindexter. 31, 692 : E 54, 652
30, 948 54, 568
Topanga Farms, Inc.. 30,948 b4, 153
L T A S George W. Bowles - o -coce oo 30, 939 54, 117
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Phil Thornton, Jr--

Phil Thornton III._

J. C. Wilbourn

J. B. Baker, Jr

Dry Bayou Planting Co_—______ 2
Elizabeth Falls Munro

Ralph T, Hand, Jr
John W. Sherman

Greenfield Pltg. Co
Murphey Plantation

Paul Melton

William Tribble-

C. 8. Rankin___.

Glendora, Inc

B. & S, Planting Co., Inc____
Wesley Wolfe

Herbert Rice.
Bteve Worley____
W. A. Worsham_
R. E. Beawrlght

J. J. Webb, Jr.
Billy Heath
Balley Brake Farm

Casburn PBrothers
Don Allison...-- e A e o
Margaret M. Norman.

Bilbo Pennington
Joe T, Wolfe
Turner Brothers

Frank Sayle___.__ =
Mikoma Farms, Inc
J. A,

Jim Pennington
David B. Sayle...

William Cox.-_
J. W. Fennell

Maggie W. McLellan
Mikoma Grain, Inc
Ernest Brasher, Jr

Linda P. Hill e

Ellett Sandifer Farms

William H. Morrow.

Tom RIOH. oo - el
James H. Morrow

A. O Chatham___________ et

Strider Bros

Total payees in county
(108) ccacca-

53, 693
53,011
52, 950
52, 769
52, 769
52,323
52,323
51,880
51, 680
51,416
50, 603
50, 603
50, 603
50, 603
50, 103
49, 830
49,410
49, 303
40, 393
49, 393
49, 393
49, 110
48,111
46, 863
48, 503
45, 695
44,874
44, 835
44, 663
44, 663
43, 956
43, 791
43, 561
43, 209
42,234
41, 030
40, 434
38, 106
37, 848
37,748
37,4083
37,2089
36, 646
36, 505
36,378
35, 2686
34,232
34,103
33, 764
33, 604
33, 080
33,043
32,407
32,125
31, 608
30, 758
30, 322
29,379
28, 107
2@, 803
26, 398
26, 052
25, 942
25, 786
25, 691
25, 452
24, 602
24,436
24,412
23, 903
23, 896
23, 745
23, 260
22,864
22, 845
22,324
21, 866
21,781
21, 781
21,593
21,382
21, 263
20, 662
20, 230

20, 028

4, 148, 614

e
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57,017
49, 273
46, 165
43,359
41,713
41, 507
32,340
28, 602
28,320
27,838
27,088
25, 060
23,248
21, 678
21,392
21, 243
20, 998
20, 625
20, 209

J. C. Sides, Sr
Harry B. House_...

Tom Wilson
R. G. Rosenborough, Sr., Bst......

Thomas E. Smith, Jr_
James C. Rhodes
David B, Tyer

Willilam R. Moore
Robert P. Thompson.-
Louise M. McKellar___

Cecll Howell

Total payees in county (19). 587, 765
TIPPAH COUNTY
Marlin Childs
Hines Graves
Bonnie Mauney

Total payees in county (3)-

TISHOMINGO COUNTY

Scottie E. Dean
Charles Hammock

70, 811

Total payees In county (2). 46, 485

TUNICA COUNTY
Arnold Farms, Inc

8. A, Arnold, Jr__.

D. C. Parker

Indian Creek Planting Co
McClintock Farms, Inc
Sterling W. Owen III

Will W. Owen

John W. Owen

Oaklawn Plantation, Inc

8. C. Wilson & Son

C. H. Block & Co

Bibb Inc

M. L. Earnheart Co., Inc
Abbay and Leatherman, Inc
Irwin Company Inc

Hood Farms Inc

T. O. Earnheart Co., Inc._.
Austin Brothers
James Byrd

Jerry Estop¥occ-ccao-- S
A. 8. Perry & Sons, Inc

Richard Hussey

Richard Watson

Youngblood Company

Whiteoak Farms, Inc.

39,571
39, 569
38,774
37,777
37, 130
37,029
35, 157
34, 703
34, 703
33,073
31, 903

Alterra Planting Company
Clyde J. Perry

John Canon

Bonnie Blue Plant, Inc
Johnson & Frank

James D. Boyd

Francis C. Boyd...

A. C. Caperton_____ SIS
Jack W. Perry & Co., Inc

7859

30, 999
30, 725
28, 985
28,714
28,375
28,375
28, 156
27, 246
26, 853
26, 610
26, 168
26, 076
25, 719
24,333
24,232
23,573
23, 565
23,430
22,915
22, 764
22,311
22,233
22, 160
21, 861
21, 559
20, 685
20, 452
20, 289
20,278

¥
Willlam Godbold
Wayne McDonald_____ e
A, T. Earnheart

Hansom A, Myers
Milton Boyd

James Pegram

B. M. Martin, Jr________
Thomas E. Swindoll....
R. C. Smith

D. R. Houpt
Roger Johnson_________
J. E. Sides & Son, Inc__

Pea Patch Plantation, Inc.__
Two Sisters Flant
Walter D. Wills, Jr___
Billy Pegram
W. H. Houston, Jr
payees In county

3,136, 729

]

Total
(

TUNION COUNTY

31,078
27, 894
27, 264
22, 320
23, 084
20, 333
20, 107
Total payees in county (7). 171, 080
—_———=
WARREN COUNTY

Martin Lombard Burns
W. H. Johnson
Bernard Aden

Louls Aden

Jeryl T. Johnson

B, N. Simrall and Son, Inc..
H. A. Downey, Jr.

Ferris Farms,

Newell Simrall IIT
Crosby S. Simmons

E. R. McKnight

56, 584
54, 304
54,254
54, 2564
53, 828
43,917
432, 350
26, 699
26, 214
24,822
23, 865

Total payees in county (11). 460, 681
WASHINGTON COUNTY
60, 998
60, 404
58, 139
57, 625
56, 729
56, 184
56, 062
55, 980
55,844
55,617
55, 495
55, 490
55,476
55, 463
55, 463
55, 463
55, 388
55, 350
55, 231
55, 133
55, 093
55,011
55, 000
55, 000
55, 000
54, 957
54, 817

Torrey Wood and Son
Edward Shackleford
Walker Farms, Inc

M. H. Rich, Jr.

Trail Lake Planting Co
Klondike Plant Co
Glen Crowe.

John Hendon....----- o Pt pres
Harry M. Eey--

Ben Walker, Jr_____._ e e e, -
J. Pete Fisher, Jr

Edward P. Vieh

Arcola Plantation, Ine...

Barton INgram. . oo
R. A. Ingram
Stevens Brothers
Leota Farms, Inc
Cope and Neff
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay- 35, 238 WINSTON COUNTY
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding 35, 204 T. Estes. 21,718
loans—Mississippi—Continued . W. 34, 889
34, 859
.88 o 47,014
34 504 S-C.&E. 45, 741
34 573 - 43,279
34, 485 39,814
34,437 : ' 28, 708
33, 448 : 37, 593
33 164 A. R.Ingram 22, 950
32, 755 Edward F. Wooten___ 22, 608
Guido Palasini__ 32,143 Robert Hatchet Willlams 21,126
Louis F. Fratesi_ 31, 693 Charlie M. Shaw 20, 535
Jack A, Potter, Bst. .- 31, 647 —
R Edward Trotter St oy
Vabiels A SmIay- ; Laverne Hyer... 30, 432
o i William E. Avis 30, 348
Robert F. Percy--------- - g oy 0. 282 : _
E. A. Currey, Jr__ R. A. Montgomery 30, 135 56, 749
s A T A S Homer Jones 29, 776 55,772
Joseph Maurice Brown 50,717 V. 20, 741 55, Y77
J. P. Wilkerson 50, 484 29, 545 54, 993
50,473 29, 230 b4, B6T
Wright Planting Co., Inc.. 50, 472 ; 28, 678 54, 854
Raymond Clark 50, 118 28, 657 54, 291
50, 065 4 28,505 W. T. Clark, Jr 53, 904
Edward Blowers 49, 868 28,493 James E. Coleman, Inc 53, 533
Willlam Johnston 49,868 James Cornelius 28,327 Eldorado Planting Co___ 52,116
Steve Brown 49,868 John Stephens____ 27, 891 52, 003
E. A. Lafoe, Jr 49,520 Don R. Baker 27, 591 50, 778
W. E. Taylor__ 49, 501 Camille M. Baker__ 27,591 50, 778
C. A. Tate, Jr. 49,332 George F. Stock 27,444 Jerry B. Barrier 49, 338
James A, Petty-- 49, 074 Harley Metcalfe, Jr 26,949 D. H. Dew, Jr-_______ 46, 976
Rex Livingston.___ 49 030 W.T. Weathers 26,949 John S. Howle 45, 039
48,602 W. O. Hester 26,752 Barrler Farms, Inc___. 42, 211
David B. Flanagan 48,498 Perrin Grissom 26,390 Morrison Farms, Inc._ 41, 251
A, G. Mahalite 47,216 W. C. Skates, Sr 25,434 1. M. Phillips 39, 752
Chester Kellems._. 46,791 W. C. Skates, Jr 25,434 H. T. Barrier, Jr______ : 39, 720
D. E. MoITow---- 3 48, T01 25,348 Clayton Swayze IT____ 49, 715
Eeith Mitchell 46, 634 . 25,074 S. C. Coleman 39,103
C. D. Verner. 45,422 24,783 Delta Company 38,411
John M, Dean. 44,902 Marvin Jennings 24,729 Quiet Shades Plantation, Inc 37, 786
Elmo Gerald._ 44,863 H. W. Branton 24,652 R. E. Coleman 37,768
44,569 Dan T. Branton.._. 24,662 D.H. 37, 218
John T. Dillard 44,560 W. A. Dunaway. ... ——————— 24,159 J. N. 36, 841
Ross Underwood 44 464 Lawrence W, Dunnaway 24,159 36, 726
Ell James Ganler, Jr 44,386 R. N. Aldridge, Jr 24, 009 35, 808
44 3g¢ John Adam Aldridge - 24,009 34,612
44, 267 Marguerite Aldridge___ 24,009 34, 164
T. W. Hays_.__ 43,942 Collier Pltn 23, 898 T i 33, 579
John W. Potter._ 43 go4 Chester P. Smith 23, 862 33, 443
Randy Journeay.. 43,454 James W. Kiker 23, 811 ! 32, 003
Rodney D. Reed_._ 43,454 Jerry B. Miller 23,781 T, R. Coleman 31,883
43,454 Est. Mrs. Eloise W, Kretschmar__. 23,701 W.T. Hegman, Jr 31, 568
Gus Pleralisi.__ 43,009 E. E. Griffith 23,547 Cedar Grove Plantation______ g 31,489
42,072 23,187 Norway Plantation, Inc 31, 202
41,903 22,803 Ruby Walker 30, 557
40, 520 22,68¢ Sam S. Fisher, Jr 30, 031
39' 700 B-R. 22,487 E. E. 29, 729
30,668 J- A. 22,487 Burdette Boyd 29, 267
39 623 Malvina Pltn Inc... 22,317 Mary Russell Seward 29, 014
30,532 Chalmers E. Hobart._ 22,308 B. R. 29, 008
30, 048 Gene Clements 22,181 Martin Farms, 28, 640
38,977 Marcus Treadway 22,071 James L. Dixon 28, 503
38 977 Lando and Charlie E. Fratesi 21,664 F. W. Sharbrough 28, 288
38,801 J. A. Oglesby 21,516 Hogue & Hogue 28, 185
38, 891 Mike W. McLaurin.___ 21, 186 Leon W. Rice 27, 569
Southern Ornage & Const, Co____ 3g, 785 Joseph L. McLaurin 21,185 H. R. Crowder, Jr. 27,318
Thomas A. Hollingsworth 38,722 Mrs. R, 5. Doolittle and Sons 21,080 Jack F. Phillips 27, 142
Hampton Collier 38, 580 Jack Middleton 20,996 R. M. Bridgforth & Sons 26, 921
David T. Cochran.__ 3g, 408 Charlie L. Fratesi 20,798 Robert H. Cato 26, 480
H. T. Cochran 38,408 John Allen Collier 20,700 W. R. Coleman 26, 180
Richard W. Kellems._ 37, 637 ————— R. D. Herren.___ 26, 097
Stylon Proctor 37. 628 Total payees In Ray Scroggins_._ 25, 697
Floyd Wayne Reed 37, 345 W. F. Cresswell 25, 619
Delta Experiment Station 37, 255 Barney Ray Scroggins ... 25, 220
Leo P. Williams, Sr 87.311 \ 25, 220
Leo F. Williams, Jr__ 37, 169 . B 25, 035
Jane W. Simmons 37, 189 33, 120 24,778
James Middleton 37, 155 25,901 E. T. Jordan, Jr____ 24, 778
36, 658 - 23,483 Charles A, Jordan 24, 778
36, 422 22, 892 E.T. Jordan, Sr____ 24, T78
36, 355 ———— John W.Jordan_.___________ 24, 778
36, 209 Total payees in county Hamel Farms, Inc 24, 048
Fredrick J. Smythe_ 36, 029 144,776 Travis Fouche 24, 030
Max Phillips 35, 694 — B, E. Nixon, Jr 23, 548
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ENOX COUNTY James O. Taylor - e e 31, 506

Frances McSorley Orton and TotoN..o--.. 31, 188

Billy C. Palmer 31,017

LEWIS COUNTY Ansel Underwood.___________ P, 29,377

Ben Casebler, Jr Gene Wingfleld______________ L 20, 347

28, 493

27,776

Roy B. Quinn - 27, 367

26,915

MISSISSIPPI COUNTY 26, 892

H. R. Crowder, Sr 26, 639
Marshall Lands, 4

Nolan H. O'Rellly - et b 53 545 John R. Franklin 25,973

- A Wolf Island Farms 43, 769 L. A. Riddick 25, 884

Kirkland, Inc Bryant Farms, Inc 42, 555 Gary Bruton 25, 844

Roy L. Plunkett, Jr Burke Bros. & Giltz, Inc 41,803 Ruby B. Monan 25, 382

—— H. & D. Duenne Farms 38,251 James T. Streete_- 24,171

Total payees In county Blg Oak Farms 37,787 Boyd McCrary.. 23, 900

(84) Choate Farms, Inc 30, 473 23, 628

Sam G. Jones____ 26, 439 Eneibert Stillman 22,996

Total payees in te Carl Simpkins. 25.214 Stillman and Bean Fr 22, 458

(1,835) 68, 584, T83 Babb & Deline_ 23, 167 George T. Killion 22,291

=———— Moxley Farms 22, 085 Talmadge Burgess. 22,129

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay- Stallings Bros 21,480 W. W. Burlison____ 22, 038

ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding Rolwing Bros 21,031 W.E. Smith, Jr 21, 691

loans—Missouri 20, 354 Lawrence W. Barnes 21, 609

ATCHISON  COTNTY E 20,249 Clarence Gurley 21, 338

Haggard Farms___ 21, 205
Donald Wolf or Orville Wolf 27, 981 = e i by 21, 064

Charles C. Martin 23, 526 20, 680
Scamman and Co 20, 533 Total payees In county 20, 404

569,897 Herbert Rone___ 20, 367
= Witt Smith 20, 303

Royal Sanders. 20, 256
BOONE COUNTYg NEW MADRID COUNTY Y. 20, 233

Dorsey M. Bass 23, 098 E. B. Gee, Jr 61, 468 L

Charles Pikey & Son 59,119
Byars Orton 49, 013 Total payees in county (44}. 1.§a. 8_2:1

BUCHANAN COUNTY =
F. 8. Hunter.. 44,482 ¥
Sonnenmoser Bros 22,088 Ayubra Wrather___ 44 851 PERRY COUNTY

Ernest Carpenter_ 43,576 ©O. F. Gremaud
BUTLER COUNTY 38,693 N.H, Bruckerhofl.

21,620 Collls Maltbia 37, 536
Raymond Ashley 35,119 Total payees in county (2)- 75, 230
Nesselroot and Campbell.. 34,763 e 7T

28 408 David Barton 32, 781

. Lorwood Plantation 32,204 Pike Grain Co 25, 675

26, 287

23 gog DBert Latham 31,135 ————
B & C Harvesting Co. 29, 536 RAY COUNTY

Total payees in county (3). 78,207 DarTy Richardson 28,285 Green Top Farms, Inc 36, 587

Total payees in county (3) - 72, 040

Max Holloman 28, 134

. 27, 060
CHARITON COUNTY S0 087 SALINE COUNTY
X Eugene Elson

Quinn Bros 60, 6564 26, 748
=0 Coy Fowler 26, 469 Jim Franklin 31,712
Charles Barnett 25, 150

32, 599 24, 063

30, 784 g 3: g:: SCOTT COUNTY
28, 657 24 334 E.P. Coleman, Jr 54, 084

28, 056
97,853 Paul Bradley 24, 153 Wm. B. Moore Farm 32,241

Bond Rouse._ 24,666 Oren Ross 23, 900 g:'fﬁ
H. W. Droke.... 23, 821 ; 28, 594 3 20, 618

Hart Gin Co 23, 297 23, 440 S0l 0
F. L. Bynum 22,532 Nolley Farms Inc. 22, 725 '
Audle Grisham 22 427 Tommy Branum.._._ 22, 469 : T
Matthews Agency Account.._. 22 141 Lavalle Farms ggggg Total payees in:couniy:(6) ‘__”5' 425
Loyd Robertson 21, 769 s
Charles Pelts 21,573 James L. Doster___ 22, 035 ST. CHARLES COUNTY
Thomas Wilkins 20,3564 Robert McCoy 21, 080 Saale Bros, Farm & Grain Co
—  Heno Ashley. 21, T34
Total payees 21, 447 STE. GENEVIEVE COUNTY
350, 529 . A = 21, 296
—_— 20, 970
HOLT COUNTY C. J. Stancil 20, 739

. J. N 11 20, 633
Patterson Farms, Inc 55, 000 gar‘:nelcxceweu 20,352

Donald E. Morris 36, 471
Welton Ideker 22, 087
: Total s
Jack Windle 22, 230 ey oy 1,256, 853

Total payees in county (2) - 84, 352

Samuel Alberson
R. O. Plerce 59,666 Taylor Brothers
O. H. Acom Farms Inc. 58,870 H. A. Recker
30,569 Howard Fike 44,232 Claude Keasl
= James 8. Bruton.. 42,044
Mehrle Farms 38, 817
50, 148 Dolphin Land Company 37, 859
24,513 Coy Wilson__... e L P Latl -ty 37, 181 Total payees in county (8) -
—  _  Watkins Farms Inc.. 35, 148 —
Total payees In county (2) - 74,661 Cleo Brents 34, 746 Total payees in State (162) . 4, 882,924
=————=—=  Sherley Lovins 382, 243 _—

Total payees in county (4)_- 136, 688 e T

HOWARD COUNTY
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1971 ASCS and Creat Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—ezcluding
loans—Montana

BEAVERHEAD COUNTY
20, 511
27, 760
24, 436
23,114

Total payees In county (4). 104,821

BIG HORN COUNTY
Campbell Farming
Pryor Land Company.__-
Floyd Warren, In¢

Robert Formanack.-.
Torske Farm, Inc

Total payees in county (5). 202, 556
BLAINE COUNTY

Rasmussen Farming Corp
James R. Billmayer

Total payees in county (2)- 56, 335
BROADWATER COUNTY
42, 235
21, 7656
20, 562

Total payees in county (3) -

B4, 552

CARTER COUNTY

Adolph Fix__..... e e
Ralph Bruski

25, 6563

Total payees in county (2) - 50, 822

CASCADE COUNTY

R. & C. Farming Co____
R, 8. Oday

Walter Gruel & Sons, Inc.
Donald Bowman
Zoller Farms

Malvin Merja

J. Edwin Lassila
Everett Bumgarner...
Andersen & Hoviand._.__
L. Johnson, Inc

Clayton Sweeney

Carl J. Eantorowicz...
McEamey Ranch

55, 000
49, 885
34, 027
32, 569
27, 685
25,318
25,282
23, 883
23, 567
23, 266
22, 204
21, 508
21, 431

385, 8056

Total payees in county (13)

CHOUTEAU COUNTY

b3, 536
41, 451
37, 6567
37,477
37, 449
36, 943
36,672
35, 352
34,217
31,189
31,009
29, 960
29, 698
28, 664
28, 508
28, 480
27, 830
27, 521
286,476
26, 295
26,271
26, 264
28, 180
25, 314
24,423
24,417
24,324
23, 824
23, 663
23, 190
22,918

Oscar A. Kalgaard
Ronald M. Upham
Eillilon Farms
Wyley P. Good

Witt Ranch
Raymond Romain_
Morris B. Stewart
Loran A. Perry
Forrest Charlson
Wharram Ranch Co., Inc.._.
Wishman Brothers
MacDonald Farms, Inc
Birkeland & Son, Inc
Donald 8. Gray

Paul Onstad

Royce Applegate.
Andrew Trunk___
Helland Land Co.
Rossmiller FParms..
Molinario Farms...
Deeper Land Co__

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Jack E. Lang

Harold & Charles Knudson
Lawrence Romalin
Herman F. Mauer

Charles Banreuther
George A. Stevens

M. & K. Farm, Inc

22,534
22,110
21,963
20, 624
20, 531
20, 333
20,214

Total payees in county (38) 1,085,371

CUSTER COUNTY

L. J. Green & Sons, Inc

H. N. Land & Livestock 21, 636

Total payees in county (3)- 78, 998

DANIELS COUNTY
State of Montana

Hellickson Brothers
Chas. L. J. & N. L. Fouhy
Dewayne Linder

Carl Jaglello

Stanton Danelson
Total payees in county (8) -

DAWSON COUNTY

EKenneth Edwards
‘Wolff and Sons, Inc..

40, T44
34, 955
22,376
22,019
21,014

141, 108

—— —.a

Total payees In county (5) -

FALLON COUNTY
Darrell Johnson
Sikorski & Sons, Inc_.
Moblle Pellet Co
Schweigert Ranch

24,001
21, 842
21, 462

Total payees In county (4). 88,367

FERGUS COUNTY
Robert-Gerald Barber

Deerfield Ranch Col

Total payees
3)

FLATHEAD COUNTY
Grosswiler Dairy, Inc

GALLATIIN COUNTY

Henry Dehaan
Wilbur Dyk Ranches, Inc
Total

payees In county

Gerald Gibbs

Total payees In county

GLACIER COUNTY

Warren Swenson
J. W. & Bob Smith_

Total payees In county

Leo M. Kraft

Spicher Brothers

Ray W. Headrick
Bernard E. Hardy.--
Lineweaver Farms -
Miller Brothers
Marlin Spicher & Sons

March 9, 1972

Leif W, Kapperud

Kraft & Martin

Dees Brothers ..

Hilldale Colony

Jack Swinney =

D. O. Eoefod, Agent.._..... Gdlas
Borlaug Brothers ___

Dow Brothers

Eenneth G. Axvig

John McIntosh ...

Lloyd W. Kaercher.
Harold R. Wanke
Rodney Spicher & Sons.
Herbert G. Bitz.

Total payees in county

JUDITH JASIN COUNTY
Roger Petersen
Robert Wigen

Total payees In county (2).

LEWIS AND CLARK COUNTY
Milford Colony, Inc
Diehl Ranch Co

Total pa;eee in county (2)-

LIBERTY COUNTY

O, M. Skari & Sons, Inc
John Wanken

Galen Kolstad. .

Carl

Skierka Brothers

Hi Line Farms

Violett Farms, Inc

Meissner Ranches, Inc

Gordon or John Kammerzell_._._
Leonard Staudacher, Jr..._..

Ole Jensen

Raymond Pritz ___
Willlam H, Earl, Jr

MeClellan Farms, Inc
Bert W. Alley

Total payees in county (26) -

MADISON COUNTY
Gllbert Lvstk COocceeeno o

R. C. Rice
Heart L Ranch

Total payees in county (3)-_

M'CONE COUNTY
Otis S. Waters
Haglund Ranch Inc
Dreyer Bros Inc
Wayne Pawlowski
Harley C. Berry
Kudrna & Witte, Inc
Melvin P. Johnson
Bodray Hagestad. - —ceeeoo oo

Total payees In county (8) -

29, 745
27,386
27,279
26, 166
25, 194
24, 767
23,413

21,251
21,128
20, 881
20, 6519
20,374

649, 270

28, 679
60, 936

52, 003
41,319
35, 648
35, 138
34,9019
34, 195
29, 709
27, 994
27, 549
27,325
27, 160
26, 220
25,928
25, 064
24,812
24,234

722, 448

87,913

35, 838
23, 609
22, 652
22, 576
22, 549
22,201
21, 376
20, 455

191, 346

_ —

MEAGHER COUNTY

Springdale Colony
Wellington D. Rankin estate
Russell Manger.

Total payees in county (3) -

33,871
32, 637
23, 400

89, 508
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PHILLIPS COUNTY
Matador Ranch, INC. . cccccamcana

Bimonson

Stanford Boothe... .. .... i

Total payees in county (3) -

PONDERA COUNTY

John Keil & Sons, Inc
Loren Warwick

Tom McCracken._...
New Miami Colony-

Birch Creek Colony-

Thomas W. Boucher.

Russell Wikstrom

Anderson Lahr land and cattle._.
8. T. McFarland

Eliz Seifert.

Eell Ranch, Inc

Bjelland & Robinson

Total payees in county (14) -

RICHLAND COUNTY

Allen Verschoot._._
Floyd Willlams.___
Henry Nollymeyer
Waldo Pust

Total payees in county (5)-

ROOSEVELT COUNTY
»

A A Werner Est__
Louis Toavs

Total payees in county (7)-

ROSEBUD COUNTY

Cherry Creek Sheep Co Inc
Cliff Wright Ranch Inc
Dahlman Ranch Inec

Total payees in county (3) -

SHERIDAN COUNTY

Nash Brothers
Richard McCarty

Total payees in county (2)-

STILLWATER COUNTY

Total payees In county (2) -

SWEET GRASS COUNTY
Donna J. Cremer

Leo J, Cremer, Jr
Huidekoper Vet Res. Sta

Total payees in county (3) -

TETON COUNTY
Van Horn Ranch Co

Miller Colony, Inc

Robert Stephens

New Rockport Colony

Rockport Colony.-..-
Eugene W. Johnson_
Christman Ranch..__

Total payees in county (10)

29,083
22,107
20, 681

72,771

48, 237
44,925
35, 087
32, 642
28, 560
28, 085
24, 560
24,383
23, 029
22, 797
21, 756
21, 620
20, 645
20, 260

396, 586

_ =

35, 829
26, 331
20, 627
20, 451
20, 086

123,324

43, 867
31,720
27,462
22,715
22,571
22, 281
21,115

191, 731

45, 884
23, 764
20, 508

90, 156

54,544

84, 665

2b, 436
21,272

48, 707

26, 518
22, 956

70, 208

31, 447
25, 261
25, 146
23, 768
23, 624
22,623
20, 836
20, 643
20, 440
20, 027

233, 815

e

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

TOOLE

8. A. Adaskavich
Bill McCarter-.
Eenneth Leck._._
Hellinger Bros._
Westermark Bros.
David Ratzburg-._-
Robert Sisk, Jr..._
Dale Kinyon_.__._
Wigen Bros

John MeCarter._ .
Miles Burd
Boxwell Farms.__
Lloyd McLean.._

55, 000
55, 000
84, 699
27,469
26, 120
25,926
24, 796
24, 500
24, 484
24,014
23, 344
22, 138
21,877
21, 658
21,197
21, 062
20, 524
20,479
20, 381

Total payees in county (19) 514, 667
P
TREASURE COUNTY
Ted Kallen
Harold Zent

25, 129

23, 201

Total payees in county (2)- 48, 330
VALLEY COUNTY

Robert Westland

Morgan Ranch, Inc

8. Enkerud Pres. Witt Gr. Assn._._

81, 108
22, 664
22, 506
21, 660
20, 799

118, 737

Total payees in county (5) -

WHEATLAND COUNTY

Stone Gaugler Ranch Co
Martinsdale Colony

23, T44
20, 808

Total payees in county (2)- 44,552

YELLOWSTONE COUNTY

Pearlie Lee & Co
Orville or Edith Lane__

27,133
24,349
22,720
22, 600

Total payees in county (4)- 96,811

Total payees in State (249) . 7, 351, 697

B

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezxcluding
loans—Nebrasko

ADAMS COUNTY

Ruth Hunt..... i s e e I

Mary Lanning Hosp TR

Total payees In county (2) - 67,9877
BOONE COUNTY
Dobson Brothers C/0O R Dobson._.
Choat & Sons Inc

21, 055

Total payees in county (2)- 41, 260

BOX BUTTE COUNTY
Lawrence R. Grabher.

Harry Cullan

Robert R. Elliott

Garland Fisher

104, 42

Total payees in county (4) -

BURT COUNTY
Hundahl Farms
John Tobin & Sons
Mariane Tobin
Tobin Ranch
Total payees in county (4)- 136, 698

AUTLER COUNTY

CHASE COUNTY

Total payees in county (5) -

CHEYENNE COUNTY
Raymond Jessen
CLAY COUNTY
Woods Bros. & Ells
Ray Phelps
HJY Bros. Co—A Hajny
Kiss, F. D. Lts—R. Kissinger,

Total payees in county (4)-

7863

51, 552
27, 540
25, 440
20, 418
20, 194

145, 144

31,246

27,078
25,372
23, 345
21, 186

96, 981

COLFAX COUNTY
F. J. Higgins Farm Inc

CUMING COUNTY
Albers Dehy Co

DAKOTA COUNTY

=———————a

DAWES COUNTY

Harold C. Bowen
Eugene Stewart

Pepper Creek Ranch, Inc

DAWSON COUNTY
Total payees in county (4) -

Dawson County Feed Prod. Inc.--
W. M. Rickertsen
Central Alfalfa, Inc

Total payees in county (3)-

21, 660
21, 150
20, 857

89,303

21,377
20, 645
20, 528

62, 550

-

DEUEL COUNTY

W. H. Palser Farms, Inc
Grace Land and Cattle Co__
Kjeldgaard Farm, Inc

Bailey Partnership

Total payees in county (4) -

DODGE COUNTY

Harland S. Milligan
Donald Flamme________ e ————

Total payees in county (2) -

FILLMORE COUNTY
Blegert Brothers
Alf’s Imp. & Well Drig. Co..
Schelkopf Enterprise
William K. Brinkman....... it
Robert D. Lovegrove
Robert Bettger.
Bruce Nedrow...
Keith Burt

Total payees in county (8) -
FRANKLIN COUNTY

Wayﬁe Ziebarth___._
John Gardels

Total payees in county (3) -

FRONTIER COUNTY
Kenneth Bellamy-.meeeeeea-- iy

FURNAS COUNTY
Johnson Bros. & Jones.

Ten Bensel & Sons
Lueking Farm & Ranch Corp

Total payees in county (38)-

40, 709
38, 206
28, 131
26, 495

138, 541

57, 237

32,079
25, 178
23, 965
22,928
22, 546
21,801

191, 481
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of £20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Nebraska—Continued

GAGE COUNTY
28, 118
21, 370
Total payees in county (2) - 40, 488

GARDEN COUNTY

James H. Dugan

HALL COUNTY

Leo F. Thelen
Ralph Mettenbrink
Dobesh Farms Inc

21,590

63, 401

Total payees in county (3)-

HAMILTON COUNTY

Kreutz Bros., Inc

Farm, Inc., W. Wilcynski, presi-
dent

Archie Roberts

Harold Vogt

45, 331

25, 400
22,512
20,912

Total payees in county (4). 114,155

HARLAN COUNTY

Bernard Lueking 20, 481

HAYES COUNTY
Earl Smith

HOLT COUNTY

Fred Horne, Jr
Wm. A. Curry

Total payees in county (2) -

JEFFERSON COUNTY

A, L. Rosener & Sons
Stanley A. Snyder

67, 905

ey

Total payees in county (2)-

KEARNEY COUNTY
Eermit Felzien

MecGinley Schilz Co
Milford Erajewskl
Palser & Palser
Rankin Prochaska Inc
Walter Armstrong
Lester O. Rhodes

24, 648
23, 216
21 .750
21, 696
21, 307

Total payees in county (6) - 168, 095

KIMBALL COUNTY
Wayne Kennedy.
LINCOLN COUNTY

24,013

Miron Moore

Walter Hasenauer.
Btewart H. Evans
Kenneth Brosius

31, 561
22,226
21, 436
20,976

Total payees in county (4) - 96, 199

MERRICK COUNTY
Dinsdale Bros., Inc

Lloyd Wagner 20, 6875

Total payees in county (2) - 52, 736

MORRILL COUNTY

Edward Jelinek
Jessen Farms, Inc
Abel Investment Co

37, 770
21, 865
21, 783

Total payees In county (3) -

81,418

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

NEMAHA COUNTY
A. B. Ritchie, Jr

OTOE COUNTY
James Partnership

FERKINS COUNTY

Svoboda & Hannah
Gerald Krajewski
Box 436

Total payees in county (3). 110, 169

PHELPS COUNTY

Roy W. Pearson
Sam T. Schrock, Jr

Total payees in county (2) - 49,573

POLE COUNTY
K. D. Strong

RED WILLOW COUNTY

Mpyers Bros
Friehe Farms, Inc....
Driftwood Farms, Inc

Total payees in county (3) _ 71, 990

RICHARDSON COUNTY

Stalder Cattle Co
Nemaha Realty Co., Inc

Total payees in county (2). 53, 027

SALINE COUNTY
Mahloch Farms, Inc

BAUNDERS COUNTY

Consolidated Blenders
Walter E. Adams

Total payees in county (4). 123,375

THAYER COUNTY

Verland Tietjen

Total payees In county (2)_- 44, 192
THURSTON COUNTY
Willis Leinart

WASHINGTON COUNTY
Tyson Farms, Inc

WEBSTER COUNTY
Delbert Lewis

27,681
21,445
21, 001

Total payees in county (4). 100,572

Total payees in State (116) - 3, 203,353

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of £20,000 or more—ezcluding
loans—Nevada

HUMBOLDT COUNTY

Orovada, Inc

NYE COUNTY

Mizpah Ranch
Tim Hafen Ranches, Inc

54, 300
61, 072

March 9, 1972

21,388
20,976

Gordon Mason
Glenn C. Brady———oo—vem- ez

Total payees in county (4)- 147,736

PERSHING COUNTY

Herman Dennler
Brinkerhoff Ranch, Inc.._.
Improved Beef Feeders

Total payees in county (3)- 142,773
—_——— =

Total payees In State (8)-.-. 326,579

1971 ASCS and Great FPlains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—New Mezxico

CATRON COUNTY

Frank A. Hubbell Co

CHAVES COUNTY

Hal Bogle
Flying H Ranch.._

Lineoln County Livestock Co__.
Willard Watson

Bill Bogle

Jack Patterson

Bonham Farms, Inc

Melvin Pearson

James Norris

Clardy Farms, Inc

James Grassie

Rosendo Casarez..

Fletcher Brothers_

Herbert M. Corn_.

Jimmy Pack

Barney E. Green, Jr

Jennings and Jennings____

A. W. Langenegger.

Inez F. Bogle

Kap D. Kelley

Delbert M. Robinson

James G. Langenegger— .- ~ A1
Ross R. Langenegger- - - -ccceea-
Marley & Whitney___

Malone Farms, Inc

30, 050
29, 322
28, 107
27, 967
27,321
26,574
26, 488
26, 413
25, 599
24,813
24,813
24,774
24,361
24, 049
22, 642
22,331
21,778
21, 698
21, 541
21, 346
20, 887
20, 851
20, 658
20, 142

R, and B. Co., ¢/o Bronson Corn.
Penasco River Ranch. - -
Fred Corn and Sons

Berry F. Heine, Jr
Noling and Noling

B. F. Crawford

Total
1,126,923

John Garrett, Jr
Lockmiller and Son

C. Elton Green_._ . e i
O. H. Pattison
Dale Elllott.._._._

The Hecht Company

Crest Agro, Inc., c/o D. Turner__
=1 G Fe] 4 BRI S L Lo &,
C. E. Cristian

Leslie Pattiron.._.

Virgle Harrison 38,174
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L. R. Talley, Bat.. ccacccicnciaa
R. Wayne Leonard....ccccaccaw-
M, M, Snell, Est

Frank Blackburn_._______ L
J. L. Wall

Eldon Blackburn Farms,

Marlen Inman

Harold House

Archie Baker

J. W. Graham.____

D. D. Myrick...-

Haney Tate

J. R. Shumate, Jr

Frank Wicks
Elbert Mitchell
Eldon Blackburn-.
Francis L. Decker.
Calvin Stout
Russell Downey
Edgar Campbell
Waymon Mitchell

Paul P. Harrison.
Willle O. Wall_._.
Bobby Wilhite__._
Hershel L. Hughes
J. G. Palmateer
Ronnie Mitchell
Max L. Eelso.
Dudley Balley

L. E. Davis

N. E. Thompkins___
Robert K. Goar

Ray E. Castleberry.
Mark M, Liethen____
Joe Byron Burford.
John W. McIntosh__

Ronald Minyen. .
Gorman Hand___
Gilbert Smith___

Phillip Tate

Clinton C. Burnett._
Eldon Jones________
J. C. Eshleman
Billy Meeks

Wayne Martin, Jr_

L. Conrad Pippin
Jimmy J. Wallace

DE BACA COUNTY
Ramon Perez Ranch, Inc

DONA ANA COUNTY
0. L. Hilburn
John R. Tomlin
Ralph R. Hackey
J. E,. Nakayama & Sons
Chelten Farms Op. Co. Ine._____.

86, 833
36, 479
36, 431
35,378
35, 288
35, 234
35, 084
33, 709
33, 629
33, 408
33, 160
32,889
32, 850
32, 550
31, 869
31,312
31,205
30,917
30, 399
30, 047
29, 537
29,123
28, 065
27, 956
27,672
27,438
27,331
27,182
27,043
27, 000
26, 818
26, 667
26, 336
26, 148
25, 460
25, 419
24,633
24,338
24, 127
24, 009
23, 966
23, 782
23, 747
23,739
23, 609
23, 603
23,345
23,217
23, 216
23, 027
22,786
22, 657
22, 633
22, 525
22, 503
22, 466
22, 346
22, 247
22, 068
21,883
21,822
21, 667
21,536
21,313
21,283
21,022
20,912
20, 894
20, 721
20, 633
20, 479
20, 194
20, 1656
20, 157

35, 608
34, 802
32, 004
30, 185

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

28, 505
25,802
25, 082
24,875
24, 641
24, 536
24,512
23,183
22,912
22, 864
22,788
22, 596
21, 695
21, 550
20, 922
20, 597
20, 548
20,337

Robert 8. Hayner Est
Enrigue Acosta
Clyde Simpson

Will Holt

John L, Sykes

P. R. Kuykendall

C. C. Woodward.-
Manuel Morales__
W. E. Esslinger

J. F. Apodaca Farms Co., Inc
William F. Hayner
Tony Salopek..._.
Carl Wiley.-._.
Thomas S. White

Fred L. Franzoy & Sons
Brady B. Porter
Ernest Harris

Total payees in county (23) . 605, 554

EDDY COUNTY

Ray Howard

Bob Morgan

Roy Ingram Co., Inc
Draper Brantley

W. I. Johnson

44,818
44, 253
38, 364
a3, 237
31,337
31,119
30, 725
29, 894
28,113
23,950
23, 581
23, 537
23, 322
23, 247
22, 798
22,261
22,172
20,915
20, 435

J. O. Bratcher
Bowman & Son
Henry H. Grandi
Frank Runyan
Quentin Rogers
James Thigpen

Menefee Bros
Floyd Howard
J. 8. Waldrip
James C. Ogden

Total payees in county (20) . 594,881

GUADALUPE COUNTY
Eugenio Perez Ranch

HIDALGO COUNTY

Bill Veck

Harry Turner
Richins Brothers,
Leo J. Ruzicka
R. H. Wamel.____
A. G. Ramos_.._.
Massey Farms._._
Sidney O. Wright

49,192
43, 429
40, 338
29, 674
24, 016
23, 598

Total payees in county(8) - 292, 730

LEA COUNTY

78, 371
b6, 632
47, 225
36, 701
36, 262
33, 604
33,073
31, 126
27,883
27,473
25, 187
24, 522
22,234
21,779
21, 721
20, 808

Emma Lawrence . __.
Elvis Jones

J. V. Burdett

Hawthorne Bros

Brady Lowe

John Richardson.________
Yarbros, Inc

Taylor & Heidel, Inc__
Norman Thetford____
W. G. Turnipseed._...
Joe C. McKown

McClish Farms

C. E. Alexander & Sons_.
G. Bradford Feed Pens._
Berry Lee Hobbs______

J. W. Spears

Total payees in county(16) . 544, 611

LINCOLN COUNTY

X Bar Ranch, Inc

Block Dot Sheep Company
George Clements

W. R. Lovelace Livestock Co..____

40, 327
22, 867
21,912
21, 842

Total payees in county (4). 106,948

7865

LUNA COUNTY
Jerry Lynn Hilburn
L. G. Guaderrama.____
Edward Ray Hooper___
William B. Green.__
H. 8, Jackson
Jerry Zachek.____
Keeler Bros
Leo W. Koenig
Teddy Zachek..._
Hal B. Keeler
W. R. Johnson & Son._

109, 804
65, 808
54, 030
53,204
49, 097
35, 550
34, 380
31, 218
29,872
26, 842
24, 585
23,852

James W. Donaldson 20,333

Total payees in county
558, 745

OTERO COUNTY
Valon W. Roach

42,077
39, 523
39,071
34, 601
32,283
30, 045
286, 161
26, 109
22, 634
21,364
20, 788
20, 535

Charles Roy Best
D. F. McCasland._
Ivan Rush

Akin & Akin Corp
Jennings Bros

Total payees in

Harvey L. and Ava L. Balko
Brown and Brown

Claudie W. Reeves____
Glenn W. Thompson._
Johnnie B. Gammill

Total payees In

SIERRA COUNTY
Price Black Farms, Inc

SOCORRO COUNTY
Brawley Bros

T m o
UNION COUNTY
Arthur Jernigan

Total payees

7, 794, 359

1971 ASCS and Greatl Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or Mcre—Ezxcluding
Loans—New York

GENESEE COUNTY

My T Acres

MONROE COUNTY
John Halpin Sons

NIAGARA COUNTY
Holman O. Connor

Total payees in State (3) -__
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-

ments
loans—North Carolina

ANSON COUNTY
Edwin J. Wall
Norwood E. Teal
G. Manley Thomas
George P. Capel___
John Robinson

Total payees in county (5) -

BEAUFORT COUNTY
J.

CLEVELAND COUNTY
Morgan & Co., Inc

Edwin Y. Harrill, Jr__
Roy Cochran

Billy Wilson

Robert R. Hamrick
James A. Blalock

Oras Biggerstaff _____ Sl T
Total payees in county (10)

CURRITUCK COUNTY
James H. Ferebee and Son

EDGECOMBE COUNTY
M. C. Braswell Farms
R. R. Brake, Jr_____ s o L
W. 8. Clark & Sons, Inc.

Total payees In county (5) .

HALIFAX COUNTY
Carolina Peanut Company
L. H. Kitchin
Benjamin B. Everett, Jr.
Betty 8. Whitehead
Bill Pickette
Cecil Moone
Jack Fleming
Charles H. Smith, Jr.

Dundarrach Trading Co
James D. McGougan
Earl Hendrix

J. K. McNeill Farms
John E, McGougan
Edward Hayes

Agnes U. Johnson
Alfred K. Leach______ i

Total payees In county

Jesse Thomas
R, W. Norman

Total payees In county
(2) K

of $20,000 or more—Excluding

30, 309
28, 734
25, 435
23,683
22, 180

130, 431

42,903
36, 261
32, 038
31,834
286, 585
25, 346
25, 208
21,134
21, 064

319, 270

29, 517
28, 609
24,271
21,234

137, 242

43, 138
29, 957
29, 557
22, 387
21, 676
20, 604
20, 665
20, 539
20, 230

30, 162

60, 737

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

MONTGOMERY COUNTY

Robert Chappell
Mack Chappell

Total payees in county (2) .-

NORTHAMPTON COUNTY

Willlam R. Johnston
J. C. Edwards, Jr

59, 866

42,36
42, 579
31,079
24, 787
24, 369

Total payees In county (5)- 165, .50

RICHMOND COUNTY

Cecll BIROB. o o S
Myers Waddell

Total payees In county (2)-

ROBESON COUNTY
Wakulla Farms, Inc
Midway Farms, Inc ol
Waccamaw Bank and Trust Co__
Allen M. Shook
Maxton Supply Co
D. D. McColl
William A. Davis.
Neil Watson
Arthur Norman Emanuel
Bassil Gentry
Tom McRimmon._

B. C. McIntyre

Lewis R. McNeill & Davis_
W. B, Townsend Farms...
David Dunn, Jr

Pates Supply Co., Inc

Total payees In county

SAMPSON COUNTY
Bank of NCNA

SCOTLAND COUNTY
Baker Enterprise, Inc
A. R, McMillan, Jr
J. T. John Co., Inc_...
John Carmichael
James R. McEenzie____
Evans Brothers
J. N. Gibson, Jr
Edwin Snead

Hansford Gentry...

Blue Investment Co

P. B. and J. M. McGregor___._ (e
Richard Tatum

Myrtle 5. Snead
Sam R. McCormick

Total payees

b7,774

===

72, 463
66, 768
61, 129
60, 287
59, 320

March 9, 1972

D. L. Eimbrell
Wade H. Howey, Jr.

Total payees In county (2).
Total

payees In State

3, 467, 545

21,929
20, 815

42, 844

1971 ASCS and Great Plains Program Pay-

ments of $20,000 or
Loans—North Dakota

ADAMS COUNTY

BARNES COUNTY
Paul Bjornson

BENSON COUNTY
Leo Studness

BOTTINEAU COUNTY

Ballantyne Brothers

The Wittenman Company.
Willis Glinz.

Norman Gling

Pearson Bros

Total payees in county (5) ..

BOWMAN COUNTY

Total payees in county (2).

Wm. & Geo. Sinner/E, Breshnahan
Geo, C. Howe, Jr
Orten Brodshaug

Total payees in county (3) --

DIVIDE COUNTY

Lawrence Hagen
David Jensen

Total payees in county (2) .

FOSTER COUNTY
Louls 8. Reimers

GOLDEN VALLEY COUNTY
Lloyd Weinreis
Donald Eittelson._____________ s
Floyd Bosserman.__._._......... S

Total payees in county (3) .

GEAND FORKS COUNTY
Ryan Farms. oo Pt etk
Elk Valley Farms

J. A. Cronquist

Art Greenberg

John W, Scott.

Don & Nordis Lindholm

Drees Farming Association

Jack A. Halverson..__..___..

More—Ezcluding

30, 960
25, 350
24 660
20, 047

144, 628

21,104

47, 951

37, 092
26, 404
23, 367

86,953




March 9, 1972

1871 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-

ments
loans—North Dakota

Miton HertE. . e e e mme =

Fred J. Hoherz___.
Arthur Schalble___

Jos, P. Grundhauser._
Raymond K. Bieber

Total payees in county (12) -

KIDDER COUNTY
Ward Whitman

Harold Dahl

Peter A. Nygaard._
Lester Wisness.__..
Joe Gudbranson...
Roger L. Sanders

Total payees in county (5)-

M'LEAN COUNTY

MORTON COUNTY
‘Wachter Ranch

MOUNTRAIL COUNTY
Otto Engen
Abrahamson Bros
Total payees in county (2)-

PEMBINA COUNTY

J. G. Hall and Sons
Bert Johnson

Schulz Moquist Illing
Bert Olson and Sons

Hector Wallighem
Tucker & Green

Total payees in county (11) -

RAMSEY COUNTY
Herman Dimmiler

SARGENT COUNTY
Eenneth E. Nepstad

BIOUX COUNTY
Peter Sittner. - P o i

Frank Dilse

Maurice O'Connell
Harold Brooks & Sons_
Stuber Ranch
Thomas G. Powell

Neil Erinke

Total payees in county (8) -

of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding

42, 690
36, 501
33, 978
28, 4256
22,917
22,720
22, 657
21, 762
20, 131

407, 709

29, 796
26, 217
26, 097
20, 898

154, 336

29, 066
28, 583
286, 160
25, 959
23, 361
23,103
22,977
22,926
22,074
20, 500

279, 799

31, 340
26, 1567
25, 668
23, 680
22,400
20, 501
20, 422

225, 400

SETUTSMAN COUNTY

Eddy Farms
Hoggarth Brothers. oo e

David Glinz
Freddie Mutschler.

Kropp Farms
Carl Frey

Total payees in county (7) -

42, 386
41,314
40, 887
39, 614
81,372
22, 220
21, 360

239, 153

ey

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

TOWNER COUNTY
W. A. Schmidt

TRAILL COUNTT
John S. Dalrymple, Jr

WALSH COUNTY

Total payees In county (5) -

28, 402
25, 849
25, 602

148, 158

e

WARD COUNTY

Earl Schwartz Co.
C. Morris Anderson. .
Henry Neshem, Jr.

Total payees In county (3) -

Weckerly Bros

WILLIAMS COUNTY
Earl Bauste
George & Thomas Layon

Total payees in county (2) -

85,476

27, 687

25, 028
23, 786

48,814

Total payes in State (95) -- 2,733, 203

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding

loans—Ohio
CLINTON COUNTY

Midwest Farms John Goings.

FRANELIN COUNTY
Darby Dan Farm Co

GREENE COUNTY
Trelawny South

HARDIN COUNTY
Donnel L. Dangler

LICKING COUNTY
Lobdell Drainage Assn

Total payees in county (2) -

MADISON COUNTY

AG Lands C. E. Finney
Sawyer F. M. ¢/o Orelton F. M____

Total payees in county (3) -

MARION COUNTY

Ward Walton and Asso. Inc
Dekalb Agri Research Inc
W. 8. Guthery & Sons Inc

Total payees in county (3) -

PICEAWAY COUNTY

William J, Richards
Jean Clow Crites

Artie Cain
Total payees in State (16)-

23, 435

57, 743

119, 008

133, 769

403,486

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-

ments
loans—Oklahoma
BECKEHAM COUNTY

A.W.Phillips._. . . ____ e e i e
Bobby Ray Reeves

of $20,000 or more—excluding

Lee D. White
B E oM. e S ety e

Total payees in county (5).

BREYAN COUNTY

G. E. Eelly
Alvie Grossman, Jr.

Total payees in county (2).
CADDO COUNTY
5. G. Stevens
Jewell Propps.
O. M. Ulery.__..
Forest Dolan__
Louils W, Briscoe.______. =

Total payees in county (5)-

49, 161

CANADIAN COUNTY
Margaret Petree

Nelson A. Davison

Everett Feddersen__._.__.__._
Doyal Selvidge

Total payees in county (4).

CIMARRON COUNTY
L. J. and Clovis Stafford
Billy R. Gowdy
Dayle M. Oyler
Clifford Hinds

Total payees in county (6).-

Total payees in county (3).

CUSTER COUNTY
J. G. Stratton, Sr
George Fransen.......
J. R. Martin

Roy Shepherd._
Strong Trust._._
Bob Carpenter
Gary Donley.
Donald Carpenter

Total payees in county (10) -

DEWEY COUNTY
H. L. Christensen, Jr

Eddie Zaloudek..._..._.
H. C. Groendyke__._
Louis Zaloudek._..
F. W. Zaloudek_...._

Total payees in county (5)-

GRADY COUNTY

Total payees in county

C. W. Leforce and Son

GREER COUNTY
Clinton Nesmith
State of Okla
Milton Vaughan

110, 353

74, 175

49, 243

20, 140

281, 147

34, 619
23, 443
23, 363
20, 147

140, 387
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-

ments
loans—Oklahoma—Continued

Total in county

payees

166, 328

F. E. Motley
Paul & Chas, Horton..
Shelby & Kirby

Elmo Jones

David Rath

Regle Lewis
Beanland & Sons..
Clay Whorton

Lee Roy Crawford-
Arlis Motley

R. A. Lotspeich

HASKELL COUNTY

JACKSON COUNTY
Robert Robbins
Murray R. Willlams._
Harold Worrell
Glenn Southall___
Monroe B. Karcher.
Brewer Bros
Willlam C. Southall_
Chris Columbus

Clayton Tinney
Rodney Hughes...
Harvey R. Petzold
Samuel C. Schultz
Mock Brothers
Pill Hulett

Joseph C. Talbot__
Earl E. Abernathy.
Laverne A. Fessenden___
John McLeod
Hopson E. Pickett

Charles D. Felty

Sam & Harold Vinyard..
E.E. & J. P, Weber
Thurman Gregg

Harlan Tabb
B. L. Dean & Son PTR
Robert M. Kerr

Total payees in eounty

Total payees in county (2) .

EINGFISHER COUNTY

Total payees in county (2).

of $20,000 or more—Ezrxcluding

45, 776
45, 257
35, 188
34, 161
30, 755
28, 199
28, 165
25,320
25, 127
25, 041
24,432
23, 551
22, 487
21, 263
20,971
20,912

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

KIOWA COUNTY

Glenn and Sam Pfenning Ptnrs__
Charles & Gayl Portwood Ptrs....

35, 786
32, 300
29, 307
28, 934
28, 005
26, 201
21, 154
20, 600

222,377

Total payees In county (8) -

M’'CLAIN COUNTY
Freeny Hopkins
Harry S. Phillips____
Billy P. Adkins.

24,915
23, 185
21, 766

Total payees In county (3) - 69, 866

M'CURTAIN COUNTY

Mike Columbus
Barney Ward, Jr
Cloverdale Planting Co

35, 748
29, 467
24,300

126, 667

Total payees in county (4) -

MUSKOGEE COUNTY

Charles R. Sheffield
Pearson Bros

Total payees in county (2) -

NOBLE COUNTY
Burdette Garvie

47, 930
42,9564
41,572
37,062
82,358
29,571
26, 735
28, 720
26, 459
26, 300
22,303
21,603
20, 611
20, 346

Long Brothers
Worth Jeffus

G. G.

Dillon Caddell

Walter Anderson Estate
Fred R. Sweet

Pischer Brothers
Jimmie L. Draper___

Joyce H. Gray
Roy Mitchell
Total payees In county
517,895

TILLMAN COUNTY

Dewayne Stout

John Wade EKent____
Harvey Farm and Ranch
H. W. Campbell

Galen P. Briggs

John M. Kinder
Charles Hill

EKenneth Eimmel__

58, 726
44, 420
43,433
37, 661
36, 597
35,317
33, 250
33, 065
32, 054
29,419
27, 525
26, 821
26, 743
2F, 8156
24,398
24, 300
23,948
22, 633
22, 388
22,128
2i, 542
21,536
21, 410
21,264
21, 242

Roy N. Laney.

Rodney Fillmore

Ralph Keith

W. W. Purdy

Smith Land Co

J. W. Dysart

Max L. Waldrop

William Perry Spraggins
Johnny R. McElroy

March 9, 1972

21,137
21, 085
20, 632
20,370

Leroy D. Lett.
Edd Einder,

Total payees In county
(29)

WAGONER COUNTY
Fred Metzger

21, Taa
Francis M. Chesbro.

21,483

Total payees In county (2)_ 43, 215
Ridling Brothers T
Othal L. Bond

WASHITA COUNTY
J. L. Celsor

Total payees in county (3)_ 91, 561

WOODS COUNTY
Bouzlden Brothers 59, 522

Total payees in State (177) - 5, 162,_35_4-
1971 ASCS and Great Plains Program Pay-

ments of 20000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Oregon

GILLIAM COUNTY

29, 462
28, 161
24, 670
23, 186
22, 459
22, 182
21, 457
21, 189

R. W. Potter & Sons Est__
Vernon Mikkalo.
Chester W. Dyer
Roy Philippi, Jr

Total payees in county (8) -
JEFFERSON COUNTY

Haycreek Range and Cattle
Kenneth Binder

192,716

ELAMATH
O’Connor Livestock Co
MALHEUR COUNTY

Hyline Farma ©0--co-ooovoouoo_
Fine Sheep Co....____
Skyline Farms

COUNTY

50, 570
34,619
21, 666
157, 598

Total payees In county (4) _

MORROW COUNTY
Ralph S. Crum

Shirley Rugg

Frank Anderson

Krebs Bros., Inc

Jack Sumner

40, 125
35, 148
34,308
33, 655
23, 426
27, 862
25, 239
24, 943
22, 094
21,993
21,343
20, 495

Harvey Smith

Amanda S. Duvall

Porter Peringer, Inc...

Patrick Cutsforth

Fairview Ranch, Inc.__

Nelson & Tucker

Total payees In county (12) 340, 631

POLK COUNTY

R. L. Walker Farms, Inc

SHERMAN COUNTY
Powell Goodin Farms
W. F. Wallace
F. L. Watkins

25, 311
21, 657
20,498

Total payees in county (4) - 95,394
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UMATILLA COUNTY
Cunningham Sheep Co
B. L. Davis Ranch, Inc.
Robert G. Bafus

62, 862
56, 162
55, 237
40, 940
40, 877
40, 668
33,429
33,414
30,333
30, 068
29, 384
28, 156
26, 768
26, 233
25, 689
24,313
24, 063
23,728
23, 472
23,310
22,611
Engdahl Ranches_. 22, 488

R. & T. Ranches__.. 22, 484
V. R. 22,206

22, 005
21, 856
21, 649
21,495
21, 469
21,269
20, 632
20, 200
20, 061

Glenn Thorne
Barnett Rugg, Inc...-

Hawkins Co., Inc

Martin H. Buchanan

Joe P. Doherty Sheep Ranch, Inc..
Coppinger & Son Ranches

H. T. Rea, Inc

Don A. Woodward Farms. Inc

0. L. Straughan & Sons

Hoeft Ranches, Inc__ .-

T. M. Campbell

Raymond & Son, Inc..

Richard Hampton
Price & Ledbetter_.
8. E. Brogoittl
Lieuallen Ranch Inc.

Total payees in county (33) 959, 581

UNION COUNTY

Sylvan Rasmussen
Acala Storage Co
Stanley Weishaar 20, 087

Total payees in county (3) -

63, 001

WASCO COUNTY

The Miller Ranch Co
Underhill Ranch

38, 758
24, 566

Total payees in county (2)- 61, 324

Tota’ payees in State (70) - 2, 010, 438

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program
payments of $20,000 or more—excluding
loans—Pennsylvania

LEHIGH COUNTY

James DeLong

NORTHAMPTON COUNTY

Schoeneck Farms, Inc.
Howard Seiple

Total payees in county (2)- 73,973

Total payees in State (3)-- 106, 805

1971 ASCS and Great Plainsg program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—=South Carolina

ABBEVILLE COUNTY

21,112

Total payees in county (2) -

51, 659

AIKEN COUNTY
Milton Stack
H, C. Coward & Son
Robert E. Scott

Garvin Brothers....
Mackey Scott & SoNS.cvcccccaeaa
John Anderson

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

22, 049
21, 722
21, 401
20, 300

Mackey Scott, Jr._... deaiis ——

Total payees

375, 597

ALLENDALE COUNTY

J. E. Kirkland, Jr.. 50, 589
54, 839
33, 408
32,514
29,473
26, 485
24,771
23,333
22, 930
22, 538
21, 451
21,332
21,135
20, 6567

W. Ben Oswald..
N. B. Loadholt_.

John 8. Oswald

B. H. Loadholdt__.______

C. O. Handberry

B R e

Total
(14

payees in county

Lee Dobbins
W M. Bolt
Total

payees in county

George Cogburn
Henry F. Bamberg ITI

Francis M. Kearse
Otto Boltin

Total payees In

BARNWELL COUNTY

Harold R. Lott

J. B. Weeks, Jr.

J. David Bodiford

W. H. Hutto, Jr

Birt and Keel

Ted W. Craig

Hagood and Richardson
Bruce O, Bates_.
Thomas E. Greene

51, 771
36, 553
34, 957
31, 880
29, 431
25, 031
21, 028
20, 650
20, 650
20, 338
20, 180

Total payees

BERKELEY COUNTY

Robert F. Marion
R. M. and R. C. Dennis, Ex

Total county

payees in

CALHOUN COUNTY
W. W. Wannamaker Seed Farms._.

Felkel and Hungerpiller

F. M. Wannamaker, Jr

. M. Wannamaker, Sr

W. Wesley Stabler
Blackwoods Farm..
Raymond B. Ayers

L. B. Wannamaker Seed Co

John C. Bickley
J. Hubert Robinson......

7869

31, 897
26, 985
26, 207
25, 640
24, 637
21, 649
20, 520
20, 346

Edward M. Rast_________
Lang Syne Farm._ ...

Total payees in county(23) . 804, 766

CHEROKEE COUNTY

Robert G. Scruggs 35,334

—_—
CHESTER COUNTY

H. H. Robinson

John H. Neely, Jr.

J. H, Chappell....

Robert W. Lee__

John H. Neely__..._

James C. Wilson

55, 203
36, 940
28, 047
25, 134
20, 826
20, 392

187, 442

- — - =
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY

Benjamin L. Norwood
King Farms, Inc
Burr Farms
James C. Phillips
J. Calvin Rivers Farms, Inc

Total payees in county (6) -

52, 987
42, 990
41, 851
26, 245
25,729
23, 964
23,172
22, 586
22,411
21,434
21,389
21, 300
20, 368

Thomas R. EKing
Hazel Z. Mills
G. E. Eing, Jr

Total payees in county (13) - 366, 426

CLARENDON COUNTY

H. Fox Tindal

Samuel E. Durant
James B. Tidwell

Tarheel Coals, Inc.._.
Charles N. Plowden..__
Durant Brothers

D. Leslie Tindal

Paul Burke.

D. C. Elliott

Ralph Bell, Jr

Jack Witherspoon Farms, Inc
R. V. Elliott

Felder Farms, Inc
Rickenbaker and Sconye!

62,873
59, 464
51,209
46, 592
43, 833
43, 330
41, 710
38, 638
37, 127
32,926
32, 608
31, 157
30, 796
30, 348
28, 891
28, 648
26, 912
26, 195
25, 970
25, 738
25, 182
24,983
22,503
22, 469
22,329
21, 760
20, 935
20, 667
20, 591
20,513

S. Bethea Floyd
W. J. Rawlinson....

Total payees in county (30) 966, 987

DARLINGTON COUNTY

Cokers Ped Seed Co.
William Howard, Jr-__
Gary E. Byrd, Jr
Rollins Culpepper-..-




7870

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—South Carolina—Continued

22, 925
22,5673
21, 473
21, 422
21,118
20, 339

602, 779

Total payees in county (18)

58,017
53, 147
51,614
486, 099
35, 896
34, 550
33, 506
32, 097
31, 339
30, 677

R. L. McLaurin & Sons
Brown & Marion R. McCallum.
L. 8. McColl, Jr
Henry C. Quick, Jr___
H. F. Price & Sons...
Neil D. McLaurin
Bruce Price
Pee Dee Growers Inc
D. L. Coleman & Sons
Lloyd Page & Sons

DILLON COUNTY
25, 603
25, 156
23, 776
20, 543

Myrtle G. Howell
Nell J. McCrimmon
Grady Jones

Total
(14)

payees In county

502, 020

DORCHESTER COUNTY
W. 8. and J. D. Canaday

EDGEFIELD COUNTY
Cecll Yonce, Jr
Bennie H. Willing___
J. M. Smith, Jr

R. W. & Rembert C. Dubose
G. C. Holmes & Sons

Total payees
(6)

Total payees in county

GREENVILLE COUNTY
Allen M. Enight

Total payees in county (2)- 61,498
e e———
HAMPTON COUNTY

Hugh
C. P. Barn

David McEenzie__
20, 032
Total payees in county (7). 242,894

———
EERSHAW COUNTY

Lugoff Farms, Inc 58, 083

33, 168

Total payees in county (2)- 92,141

LAURENS COUNTY
Billy Deshields

J. T. Hollingsworth...._
John M. Simmons

46, 796
35, 664
23, 381

Total payees in county (8)- 105, 731

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

61, 527
59, 341
58, 226
58, 204
58, 166
57,874
56, 970
56, 832
56, 259
56,192

C. B. Player, Jr
Marion J, Barnes______
Mayesville Parms, Inc__

McCutchen, F. M., Trading Co.,
Inc

Clyburn Bros. & Son

Lee County Farms

E. B. McCutchen

John Wesley Woodham, Jr

H. B. Turner

56, 065
58, 064
b6, 012
55, 815
54, 994
53, 651
51, 509
50, 045
48, 003
47, 238
45, 404
44,974
43, 690
41, 927
40, 969
39, 503
39, 004
38, 7565
37, 845
37, 691
36, 608
35, 6as
35,111
31, 521
29,212
28, 336
27,882
26, 606
25, 288
23, 805
23,277
21, 780
21, 165
20, 844
20, 844
20, 663
20, 141

Manning Richardson._._
H. W. Shaw & Son
James W. Scott, Jr
Don R. McDanlel

B. K. Phillips

Calvin Joyner
Annette C. Tiller.
Hamilton Corbett

L. M. Chewning
Katherine P. Stokes
Wyman O. McDaniel
E. Henry Goza
Mason R. Mathis
D. D. Grant & Son.
Don D. Grant
James K, Alexander._
R. V. Segars, Jr.
Dale W. Player

H. L. Johnson

Wallace Deschamps
H. R. Colclough

Total payees In county

1,967, 269

30, 024

29,319
27,352

Total payees in county (3)- 86, 605

MARION COUNTY

E. J. Wiggins, Jr., Estate 31, 887

MARLBORO COUNTY

Claude P. Polston, Jr
J. Frank McLaurin, Jr....

64, 075
60, 544
57, 639
55, 629
54, 870
54,417
53, 146
52, 649
52, 414
51,217
47,011
47,011
44, 968
44, 740
44, 036
432, 628
41,747
41,239
39, 175
39,015
88,766
37,148
38, 600

Thomas A. O'Neal, Jr
David E. Lynch
Charles E. Lynch

A. L. Calhoun, Jr., Co.

Marlboro Farms, Inc
B. Gilbert Floyd
Charles A. O'Neal
Marion F. Wright

D. H. McQuage, Jr
Frank B. Rogers, Jr
Frank R. Quick
John W, Liles

John F. Everett

March 9, 1972

86,448
85,011
84, 356
34,240
34,238
33, 629
32, 566
32, 400
31,722
30, 305
29, 989
28,243
27, 501
25,791
25,078
24, 866
24, 542
24,492
24,029
23, 167
22,779
22, 689
22,419
22,4168
20, 537

J. G. Hubbard
Hugh Driggers
Noah A. Usher, Jr
Leon Driggers
George B, Kerr, Inc
W. Alex Hinson

William P. Wallace
Jimmie C. Baker
Julian M. Drake
William C. Covington
Ralph Usher.

Jimmy P. Wallace

D. M. Cottingham, Jr
Robert Stillwell
Jimmy B, Hinson, Jr

Dorris W. Floyd
Lawrence S. Norton

Joseph P. Hodges
Leroy M. Stanton
Angus G. Newton
Clemon Kimrey.

payees in county

Total
(48) 1,804, 146

M'CORMICK COUNTY

Fred E, Anderson

ORANGEBURG COUNTY

J. W. Williamson Co.
Vallentines

E. 5. Bonnett, Jr.
Woodford Gin Co., Inc

Norman V. Hughes
M, L. MclIver.

24, 422
24,332
R. L, Zeigler, Jr 23, 720
W. D. Culler
Harvey M. Bates

Robert B. Shuler.

114,207

_—

Total payees In county (8) -

BALUDA COUNTY

Total payees in county (3). 101,420

—_——
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SPARTANBURG COUNTY

James W. Cox
Edward Antley
Gary Brockman
Donald L. Dillard

50, 848
28,278
23,142
20, 560

Total payees In county (4) -

122,828

SUMTER COUNTY

J. F. Bland, Jr
Scape Ore Farms, Inc..

61, 136
60, 028
59,353
59,317
59,317
55, 000
45, 922
44,472
43, 452
40, 944
37,345
33, 626
33, 603
32, 488
30, 840
29, 843
26,816
25, 948
24,331
24,016
23, 163
23, 500
22, 663
21,954
20,835

Booth Farms,

H. D. Barnett Etal
J. M. Edens and Son
Charles A.

Sammie L. Yarborough, Jr..
Riverdale Farms, Inc
Clayton Lowder

John M. Shiver..

Frances I. Davis

J. H. Montgomery, Jr

E. 8. Godbold

Ralph W. Bleasedale

8. A, Harvin

Total payees in county (25). 940,512

WILLIAMSBURG COUNTY
55, 897
48,073
36, 782
29,645
24, 417
23,963
21, 856

Total payees in county(7)-. 184,746

Total payees In State (361) -12, 499, 034

1871 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezxcluding
loans—South Dakota

BENNETT COUNTY

Elkhorn Farm

John Hippen

John F. Enecht

317, 945
23, 417
20, 280

Total payees in county (3) - 81, 642

BROWN COUNTY

Clark Bros. Inc 40, 997

BUFFALO COUNTY
James S. Brown

BUTTE COUNTY
McLeod Smith Ranches & Farms._ -
Goeringer Farm

Earl W. Clarkson Co., Inc.

Total payees in county (3) -- 107, 491

CORSON COUNTY
Young Inc 20,779

DAY COUNTY

Hansmeler & Son, In¢
Peterson, Inc

30, 094
20,926

Total payees in county (2)- 51, 020

DEWEY COUNTY
Almond D. Hunt

CXVII——496—Part 6

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

EDMUNDS COUNTY

Plainview Hutterian Assn
Petersen Farms, Inc

26, 274
22, 597

48, 871

Total payees in county (2) -

FAULK COUNTY
State of S. Dak
Lloyd Harmon
Fred G. Boysen
Total payees In county (3) -

HAAKON COUNTY

W. A,
Total payees in county (3)-

HUGHES COUNTY
Leon Crain

Clyde Colson

Guy F. Barnes, Inc._

37,592

26, T00

23, 529

20,475

Total payees in county (4) - 108, 296
JONES COUNTY

Daum Brothers

24, 686
24, 660
23,117
20,415

Rex C. Brogn._.__
Gary Halvorson

92, 878

Total payees in county (4) -

MARSHALL COUNTY
Ray S. Jarrett

Dalton Docter

Total payees in county (2) . 58, 380

MEADE COUNTY
William Simons

PENNINGTON COUNTY
Leonel M. Jensen

PERKINS COUNTY

0. Theo Beckman
Christman Bros

Ham Bros,, Inc 21, 850
Total payees in county (3)- 72, 833

POTTER COUNTY

28, 090
25, 735
24, 043
23, 868
22,413
22,311
21, 950

Dakota Cattle Co

Sherman Neal Jesse Rausch P____
Daniel Cronin

Robert Houck

Total payees In county (7)- 168, 410

SANBORN COUNTY
Vernon Amick

SHANNON COUNTY

Orville Schwarting

R. W. will 28,346

Total payees In county (2)- 50, 530

SPINK COUNTY
Glendale Colony 41, 080
23,823

22,121

Total payees in county (3) - 87, 024

—_————

STANLEY COUNTY
E. Vernon Sivage

SULLY COUNTY

Kinkler Farms, Inc_.__
Dean Nelson

D. L. Anderson Corp-.-.
Stanley Asmussen
Jerome J. Welnheimer_
Een R. Huse

Minder Brothers_.___
Elton Eller

John W. MeSpadden.__.
Lyle W. Ebert

Total payees in county (18) .

68, 784
53, 154
47, 995
47 857
46 749
46, 662
38, 080
36, T41
29, 835
28, 876
24,228
24,136
20,998

514, 093

TRIFF COUNTY
Bartley Mills
Van Collins.

TURNER COUNTY
Bones Hereford Ranch, Inc

Total payees In State (68)_-- 1,908, 781

1971 ASCS and Great Plains

program

payments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding

loans—Tennessee
CARROLL COUNTY

Total payees in county (2) -

CHESTER COUNTY
Talley & Talley.

CROCKETT COUNTY
James F. Jordan
Steve Harper_._
C. D. Cooke___
Donny Cooke._

Eli Young.

Max Cates.___
J. B, Bealrd.__.
Billy Spence..
Farrow Enox

Total payees

DYER COUNTY

Charles & Elvin Miller
Carlos Johns

20, 933

48, B4T

L. J. & J. A. Willlams._
H. H, Farley

Gordon Tomlin

Allien M. Dunn

Jimmy Kilby, Jr.

Howard Carpenter..
Rhea V. Taylor, Jruccccccccacena
Cooper BSkelton -

55, 958
51, 150
42,355

40, 065
37,209
36, 804
35, 767
35, 259
82,573
31, 610
30, 453
25, 722
24, 892
24, 469
23,648
23, 560
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Tennessee—Continued

Willlamm B. Cowan, Jr
C. F. Redfearn

Willlam M. Tomlin
Thomas H. McNeiill

J. M. Sullivan, Jr
Longtown Supply Co., Ine

22,975
21, 497
21, 264
21,017
20, 838
20, 200
in county

679, 265

Total payees

FREANKLIN COUNTY
Emmett Owens

David R. Owens.._

O. R. Collins, Jr 41, 081

154, 0189

Total payees in county (3) -

GIBSON COUNTY

Bobby Harper
Kermit Cates

45, 095
32, 645
30,377
22,542
21, 540
20, 830
20, 519

Willle T. Crocker
H. L. Tracy.-_-

Total payees in county (7) - 193, 548

GILES COUNTY
White & Witt
HARDEMAN COUNTY
J. L. Chambers
Jimmie Ervin__
J. W. Bishop..._
G. B. Ervin
Harlan Wooten. .
O. E. Harrils, Jr__

27, 267
27, 097
25,719
25, 676
25, 119

Total payees in county (6)-

HARDIN COUNTY

HAYWOOD COUNTY
Tommy B. Willis
Charles Haynes.
Glenn Lonon
Billy Frank Morris
Caudell Coburn._.___
James Coffman. .

John W. Moses III.
Allen King

Robert A. Mann, Jr
Floyd Qualls

Billy Solomon...._
Foncie Morris

Total payees in county

LAKE COUNTY

W. T. Jamison, Jr
Tipton Bros. and Sullivan
Bruce D. Wyatt
William E. Lindamood
Charles R. Patterson
W. E. & Bruce Dunlap
George Dial

Leonard Fisher._

Nard Shull______

Joe Dale Barker____
Frank T. Markham_
Margaret Jackson__
Wm. E. Paschall

Lymon Barker
Joe Schenk

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Jack Flelds
Wade Lannom 20, 142

Total payees in county

LAUDERDALE COUNTY
George Lawsown Elder
Ft. Pillow State Farm
William H. Moore

45, 070
38, 938
34,711
34,711
34, 621
27,899
26, 423
25,293
24,197
22,872
21,222
20, 6855

Clyde Younger._._
Dunrovin Farms____
Fullen Farm Inc

Albert Leland Jennings.
Robert J. Reviere
Jammie P. Elder____
Henderson Bros

Total payees In county (12) 415, 227

LAWRENCE
Gordon Barksdale

Olan Brazier
Clyde Gillespie

COUNTY

20, 737

Total payees in county (3) - 99, 760

LINCOLN COUNTY
M. M. Delap and Sons
James R. Turman
Gilbert Bradley

Total payees in county (3) - 87,296

MADISON COUNTY
Jessie Collins
Neely Robley
James Shellabarger
James Sharp
P. J, Haynes...
Roy Haynes, Jr

44, 811
40, 643
26, 638
23, 315
22,227
20, 627

178, 261

Total payees in county (6) -
M'NAIRY COUNTY

James E. Smith

A. J. Mitchell 20, 387

Total payees in county (2)- 49, 880
OBION COUNTY
Floyd Yarbro

RUTHERFORD COUNTY
James R. Donnell

SHELBY COUNTY
Belz Investment Co., Inc
Horne Bros

Douglas L. Walker

H. S. Mitchell

John O, Moore..-.
Robert January...
Thurman Chapman._._
Cedar Hill Farms._._

T. A. Densford, Sr_

T. A. Densford, Jr.

J. H. Densford

Paw Paw Block Farm.
Harold Ticer

Willlam K. Bolton_

D. Herbert Sigler-.

E. P. Crenshaw

Total payees in county (20) - 704, 658

TIPTON COUNTY
Charles L. Walker
Horace E. Moore & Sons_
R. W, Anderson
John A. McIntyre
Bill Trantham
Marvin Johnson..-

51, 775
b0, 414
48, 885
28, 719
38,514
38,314

1972

35, 551
35,514
30, 850
29, 345
27,751
25, 852
25, 648
24,501
24, 044
22,770
22,356
20, 824
20, 497

March 9,

William D. Ray
Johnson Brothers.__
John C. Balton
Marcless Sneed
Herbert Parr

Hugh Wilbur Hill...
Dewey Pinner
Sammy Smith

Troy E. Hopkins..__
Joe Christmas

Total payees in county (19). 612, 134

Total
(163)
1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20000 or more—Ezxcluding
loans— Texas

payees in

ANDREWS COUNTY
Gene Irin

D. G. Chiles__

C. C. Shortes

W. H. Vanlandingham

56, 310
54, 630
44,952
42, 211
38,272
36, 783
34,031
26, 240
24,549
21, 236
20,119

Marvin Hays_.
C. W, Callaway

Leslle Emfinger
Flying N Ranch

Total payees

ARMSTRONG COUNTY

Delmar Durrett
Parker Cattle Co_
James Bible

115, 880

Total payees in county (8) -

AUSTIN COUNTY
Max J. Zapalac

BAILEY COUNTY
J. Bert Williams
Carl Bamert
Horace Hutton__

Randy Johnson.

J. G: Arnn

James Adolph Greener.
B. J. Gable

Buffalo Farms, Inc.__._
Charles L. Lucy-__-

31,870
29,941
29, 383
28,972
28, 764
28, 033
27,898
27, 787
27,120
27, 057
26, 232
26, 155
25, 865
25,378
25, 368
25, 058
24, 804
24, 766

C. J. Feagley

Elmer L. Hargrove

A. R. McGuire

C. K. Corbell ._.__. -
John W. Gunter
Weldon Avery

Jim Pat Claunch
Lewis Brothers

J. R. Austin, Jr
D. E. Benham coccuucana i
‘W. Lewis Scoggin




March 9, 1972 EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

24, 534 CAMERON COUNTY
23, 869 03,668 Billie Joe Simpson 59, 952
23,514 70,047 Marel H. Wilson 59,419
= 23,2385 65,142 James A. McCarthy.... 58, 733
Snider Farms, Inc.. 23,11¢ 1, C. 57,082 Carl Otsuxi 57,613
Jimmy Harris 23, 152 56,230 Rio Grande Equip. Co__ 56, 848
23,100 Tony Varisco, Jr.. 53,139 John A. Abbott 56, 500
22,995 J p. Terrell Est___ 42,180 Milton E. Wentz Jr 55, 706
22,821 w, J. Terrell 41,452 Milton E. Wentz 55, 701
Joe L. Smallwood_ - 22,805 pon Angonia 40, 749 52,514
Ed Pete Caswell Trst 22, 456  yince Court 25, 613 52,512
Richard E. Black 22,244  jJoeeph Cecil McCoury 25, 327 50,770
22,008 nurtin Merdian 22, 136 50, 193
21, 990 Henry V. Macomb 50, 185
Billle Marlow.__- 21, 821 Total payees in county (12) . 592,765 Russell Farms 50, 179
Howard J. Hale_ g:.ggg — : 48, 830
P, ' Martha M. Russell___ 48, 679
Byron Gwyn.-_- 21, 450 EREWETER COOHELS Robert F. Ashley 48, 482
Billy D. Bell 21,369 McMullan and Sims Hollie C. Lewis 48, 208
Aubrey Heathington 21,264 G. A. Morris_.. Robert L. Shuckman 48,119
Lewis Wayne Shafer 21,070 Jack Shely 23,307  Qgesar Mayfield 47,911
W. T. Watson 20, 810 *  Tommy Mayfield_ ___ 47, 909
W. L. Welch__ 20, 713 Total payzes in county (3) - B4, 197 Charles Mayfield 47, 906
Austin Bros.. 20, 686 e e—— i 47, 650
Doyce Turner—. 20, 521 BRISCOE COUNTY .M. .M. 45, 529
20, 484 52.459 Bigham & Duncan 44 518
20, 446 e 48 701 Island Farms, Inc 44 418
Leldon Phillips. 20, 439 43 292 Douglas S. Cantwell 43, 230
Gene Bartley.____ 20,390 i : x E 41: 041 L. R. Cherrington. e 43, 191
Van Rogers 20, 159 Alva C. Jasper- ... 32, 865 Bauer Brothers 42 985
Clyde Mercer 31, 313 Melvin R. Davis 42,579
Total payees In county (69) - 2,000,080 p°p gjegney 29 254 Rodolfo B. Samano 42, 205
————— ;7 D. McGayook 28, 825 Herman Lynch 42,197
BAYLOR COUNTY Harold Storle 25, 808 J. L. & BIll Gray 41, 758
Bobby G. Brock Roy Montague 25,803 Ashley D. Youngblood._ 41,524
Megargel Drilling Co_- Ray Teeple 25,073 Oval A, Martin 41,415
Emitt Golden & Co 23,303 Cook & Cook 24,508 Lewls A, Oakes. 40, 099
Alien Kellum s gyl | GOt R IO 40, 054
Total payees in county (3)- 84,072 Gordon ‘Montague i dda, EEEeRdyRdOnREon 40,046
= George Long 20 700 Est. J. Kelly Cain 39, 768

BEE COUNTY Theron Culwell 21,836 Jce T. Maurin 39, 006
AL e i L. D. Grifin 20,500 E. Harvey Adams 38, 585
easley Farms James P. Labar 38, 544

Amko Farming Inc

Total payees in county (17) - 520, 225 gg:'azd hﬁ;(}f::awt g; ?gg
Total payees in county (2)- 62, 517 T moaid A ARG 35: 638
= BROOES. COUNTY S. R. & C. D. Stone Trs____ 35, 731
BELL COUNTY Robert Allen May McHayden Dillard 35, 347
ig. 3;? — Lamon & Lamon 34,912
5 Est. William J, Bryan 34, 700
35, 672 BEOWIN COUILE Thomas Schmitt 33, 883
Gary Hudgens 28,533 Lillie E. Stevens Dennis Schmitt__ 33, 874
Zed C. Lancaster, Jr... 26, 207 = M. 38, 508
5 174, 997 BUELESON COUNTY Charles J. Buchen 33, 465
Total payees in county (5)- + 997 st C. Chance F. H. Cherrington 33, 366
—  Nisn0 Poriar X Elvin P. Pederson, Sr., 32,382
RORDEN COUNTY Fata iy e naat ) A Taylor Grain Co., Inc 32, 163
John Springer Stephens 62,339 Marion J. Malazzo Charles L. Shofner... 31, 623
H.D. & Kent Holmes... 35,373 Luke Restivo 31, 507
John S. Stephens, Jr 33,794 Mitt A. Bush 31,361
Harold William Ludecke 28,574 Marvin M. Porter Est A A 31,334
C. C. Nunnally 25,643 H. H. and Edgar Baker_____ Ramona J. 31,323
J. E. Nance, Jr 24,332 Phil Scamardo Robert B. Ballenger_. 30, 764
Pat N. Hensley 23, 831 Charles E. Cherrington__ 30, 611
Harold Wade 23 387 Clifford L. Smith 30, 470
Harlin D. Williams 28, 152 Rtk . B. 30, 288
Kenneth D. Willlams____ 22, 363 " Adolph Thomae, Jr. 30, 207
Kenneth Wayne Smith.__ 22, 224 Lester Nixon 29,414
John W, Giesenschlag Elijah B. Adams 28 781

Hubert W. Walker 21, 028 Joe S. Campise » e ’
Garland Doyle 20, 659 H : it 28, T48
Robert C. Daugherty 90,108, =AY OO gg. ;g;

Wolf 20, 105 '
Jackie Dean Wo Fotal, ‘payess 3 o . g
ty (15) - 407, 102 Robert Mathers__._ 28, 098
AR Beyoas B Qoumsy (1P) —_— Charles Eubanks__ 27, 841

BOWIE COUNTY CALDWELL COUNTY James H. Eubanks. 27, 829
T 11 T. McG 32708 Oscar Eubanks_.___ 27, 828
Mary Ann Wilson ‘erre . McGee i B 27,7132

James R. Killlon 64, 168 William H. Schroeder, Sr 22,728 27, 490
63,543 C. Fleetwood Rickards, Jr 22,620 110vd G. Payne, Jr-._ 27, 025
59,824 errell E. Clark 21,515 Eugene A. Eubanks 26, 923
54, 960 ————— Quinton S. Kincannon et. ux 26, 794

gt g b Total payees in county (4)- 99,560 Martha D. Mercer, Jr 26,307
William H. Farris 42 961 —=————=Johnny J. Canville._. 26, 231

= CALHOUN COUNTY Jerry Tanamachi - 25, 330
st e B o g,g 2;: Roy Smith 79,041 Sams Porter Corp__ 25, 202
24,405 A. R. Vinclk 35,959 Crowe & Crowe.... 25, 060
a0, 887 Sanders Farms, Inc 21,616 Harry H. Shimotsu 25, 067
___ Alvin A. Hahn 20, 986 € g:. $
Total in count ———— Crockett Groves, Inc.. v
0 ik 568, 210 Total payees in county (4)- 157, 602 24,574
=————— Kenneth Shimotsu 24, 455
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Tezas—Continued

Pllar Cabrera ——-----——---- I
Joe E. McCain

Premier Farms, Inc_..-

George & Sam Taylor

Reynaldo Ramirez

Kitamura Brothers ...

Edwin W. Caughfield-.

Lois C. Bourne

Billy N. Cantwell

24,387
24, 253
24, 236
24, 229
24,193
24, 132
24,017
23, B0O6
23, 304
23, 280
23, 245
23,074
22,909
22, 841
22,825
22, 638
22, 610
22,491
22, 110
22, 108
21,881
21, 632
21,624
21, 456
21,418
21,331
21,214
20, 884
20, 639
20, 6561
20, 251
20,219
20, 190
20,176
20, 121
20, 031

Clement T. Cholick....

Joe G. Ballenger

Walter L. Clore T
Jackson Est & D. E. Jackson, Jr..-
James S. Norris

777 Ranch

Roy W. Renfrow

W. H. Thompson

John P. Cholick

Leonard P. Simmons, Jr__
Garvin B. Macomb

Peters Brothers

Ronald E. Waters..cccccacnccaaaa
Dba Taubert Bros

Jan H. Heaton

George L. Labar, Jr

Jack N. Sutter

Lawrence J. Phillipp

Graham B. Smith, Jr.

Horace Wells.

Lloyd G. Brotzman.

Carl L. Bauer-....

Walt O, Waters. co-ccccaaa-a e
Jess and Warren Willard

Dos Lagunas, Inc

Total payees in county
4, 257, 207

57,384
55,033
46, 186
33, 569
32, 746
30, 346
27, 534
28, 277
25, 535
24,438
24, 261
24, 081
22, 660
23, 630
22,478
22, 336
21, 410
21, 067
21, 064
20, 144

John D, Eelly, Jr_
Clinton Williams.

B, P. Urbanczyk.
R. J. Euehler

Carl Bruegei
G. L. Willls, Jr

Clements Corp
Bill Rich

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Jay Lee Touchstone
Homer A. Hill

Gilbreath Farm Co.
Shirley L. Garrison._
Jack Miller

Clint B. McFarland_
Truman Touchstone.-.
Fred Bruegel, Jr

Miburn and Eddie Haydon
Melvin Barton

George C. Heard.

J. M. Wright____

Loyd Farris

Lorenzo Lee

Margaret Ware Est._
Truvis Campbell___
George Sldes...___..

Ray Robertson
Dick Ellis

E. L. Howard

H. C. Nelson
Glenn Odom
Woodrow Nelson & Sons
Henry W. Golden
Earl Harkins
Paul T. Brooks
Rodney Smith
Lamar Found
Kent Gabel
Harlan L. Barber
Carl L. Eemp

L. L. Shultz

8. A. Hodges, Jr
Ivan L. Block

Don Carpenter
Lonnie Bell...

H. D. Smith___
Jess Willard

E. Herring, Est
Jack Gecrge.-
Pat Robbins
Charles Rickerd
Odus Hestings
Harvey C. Davis & Sons
James Bradford
Roger E. Haberer
Tommy Stanton
Clayton Graef

Kenneth Christie Farm, Inc__

James H. Bradley.
M. L. McFarland
Clyde H. Damron
Charles T. Noland

Joe Nelson._._...
H.J. Clark._._
George Heck..
Andy Nelson
Walter H. Schilling

Calvin Petty

Eenneth P. Hamilton
Luke McGuire

Paul W. Armstrong, Jr____

Roland Stevens..
Dale Winders_._

T. G. McKinney
Rayphard Smithson
E. W. Foster.

Jerry Watts

Geo. Ed Bennett.
David Nelson....
D. L. Thomason

43, 781
43, 609
43, 497
42,014
41,623
41,114
40, 827
40, 177
39, T70
39, 475
39, 196
39, 155
38, 515
38, 069
37, 488
37, 305
37, 151
37, 006
35, 743
35, 566
35, 291
35,084
34, 884
33, 390
33, 337
33,033
32, 980
32, 775
32, 437
32, 365
32, 202
31, 798
31, 250
30, 726
30, 597
29, 851
29, 345
29, 183
28, 375
28, 305
28, 208
28, 219
28, 137
28, 006
27, 994
27, 601
27, 528
27, 515
27, 410
27, 378
27,328
27, 260
26, 890
26, 851
26, 781
25, 820
25, 806
25, 572
25,511
25, 360
25, 290
25, 081
24, 828
24, 268
24, 133
24, 128
24, 011
23 767
23, 576
23, 263
23, 146
22, 970
22, 705
22,178
22,152
21, 634
21, 604
21, 582
21,335
21,218
21, 200
21,172
21,138
21,011
20,9561
20, 852
20, 805
20, 798
20, 765
20, 734

Mareh 9, 1972

Ray Joe Riley-- ... it s - 20, 657
20, 558
20, 451
20, 413
20, 389
20,013

George Bennett II
@ Assoclates

Floyd Copeland

Total payees in county
8,621,310

CHILDRESS COUNTY
Luther C. Hill
Walter I. Lambert_.______ =
Vera Renfro
Clinton B. Halford._.
B. P. Henderson
Derrill Nippert
Arthur Kane
Carroll Seal
L. H. Felton

44,334

Delbert Seal.
Douglas Seal
Troy Boykin_
Ralph Sides
Lilburn F. Cox
Leeman Weir

Total payees In county

Herman Scheer
P. P. Langford, Jr
Parker & Mayo, Inc

24, 737
20, 793

Total payees in county
70, 921

COCHRAN COUNTY

F. O. Masten
J. K. Griffith_
E. L. Polvado..-
J. E. Polvado

79, 809
77,752
62, 177
61, 063
60, 795
58, 922
57,518
55, 761
55, 167
54,032
50, 165
48, 111
47, 569
45, 623
45, 616
44, 392
44, 362
42,783
40, 351
38,818
34, 966
33, 841
31, 139
30, 722
28,945
28, 029
26, 823
28, 675
25, 8562
25, 285
24,174
24,149
23, 682
23,176
22,976
22, 553
22,513
22, 406
22, 485
22, 404
22, 399
22,014
21,979
21, 888
21,748
21,201
21, 162
21, 131

Slaughter Hill Co._._
J. & M. Farm, Inc
Jim David and Sue Ratliff
W. B. Merritt
Clayton Stokes__

R. Hugh McEelvy.
Anella S. Bauer.._.
E. E. Silhan.._.
Dan Valentine..

J. D. Merritt_ ...

J. M. Silhan.__.__
Ike Williams
Leonard O. Coleman
B. H. Tucker

C. E. Ratliff & Sons
Leo P. Cunningham..
Emmett E. Thomas
Hub Baggett
Ernest Trull....

J. L. Schooler...
Dalton Redman_
C. C. Harvey___-

Jack French

Tom Silhan
George G. Williams___
Raymon Hall




March 9, 1972

Charles Cumpton
W. D. Christian

21, 090
20, 987
20, 695
20, 567
20, 829
20, 322
20, 265
20, 100

Total payees in county (56) - 1,931, 548

—————————

COKE COUNTY

b e I -1 T R —— o TN =
Gladys Clark. .

Total payees in county (2) -

27, 695
22, 040

49, 744

—_—

COLLINGSWORTH COUNTY

Carthel G. Lewis
James Doneghy.------- RS
Louis E. Allred

Earl L. Bartlett
Bill Janes

Drury C. LaCy----- e o o i

Total payees in county (14) -

Glynn Dodson

Welborn & Welborn...
Eugene W. Settle_ .- o
Warren H. Rousey

Edward R. Donihoo-

Billy Joe Donihoo--

Dwight D. Crigger_-

Charles E. Bell

Total payees in county (8) -

34, 227
26, 968
25, 517
25, 224
24, 586
24, 467
23, 054
22, 816
22, 030
21, 825
21, 707
21, 568
20, 867
20, 841

335, 697

61, 784
38, 087
27,215
26, 850
24, 023
22, 702
21, 306
21, 251

242, 2!8

COLORADO COUNTY

T. Cattle Co
Eenneth Mahalitc

CONCHO COUNTY

Jess Stephens Son

Arlie E, Davis & Son___

Adrian L. Fiveash

Walter L. Pfluger

Monroe P. Dierschke._

Emmett Pfluger .-

Jack V. Willlams

Norman W. Erleg_.-

Canning Wales

in county

Total payees

CORYELL COUNTY

Bobby Latham
Robert J. Hunt
Total

pagees in county

Donald D. Love.
R. D. Wall, Jr___
Jack Tippen
Welton Flelds.__._
Don Brothers

38, 359
36, 004
29, 770
25,377
24, 485
21,173
20, 895
20, 200

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Total payees In county

845, 126

43, 481
28, 862
26, 441
25,976
23, 369
23, 233
21, 837
Total payees in county
241, 555

90, 245
63, 271
61, 059
57,764
55, 803
52, 382
51,894
51, 531
47,797
47, 361
45, 582
44, 293
44, 256
42, 888
42, 255
41,751
40, 669
39, 684
38, 282
38, 060
37,839
37,392
37,330
37,284
36, 821
36, 542
36,123
35,610
35,578
34,941
34,749
34, 342
34,172
34, 131
33,526
33,371
33,339
32,808
32, 768
32, 768
32, 486
32,202
32, 072
31,766
31,537
31,529
31, 420
20, 907
30, 0BS
29, 739
29, 688
29, 620
29,310
28,993
28, 704
28, 302
28, 250
27,903
27,769
27,438
27,074
26,893
Anthony Latta._ 26, 855
Dick Snodgrass 26,475
Jack E. Robertson 26,344
Roy lee Ells_______________ 28,207

26, 201
Wil D, Grifin. . oo e 26,147
Ernest L. Harris 25, 583

G. J. Parkhill, Jr
Lulis Garcla/Sons, In¢
Jesse L. Reese___
Clyde Crausbay-

Lynn T. Smith

Elvis O. Martin__

Darrell J. Dunn.

C. L. Cowley, Jr_

Gene Fullingim

Marvin T. Heinrich

Bill N. Gilbreath._ ___-_--.. S
Elton Ellison

Kenneth Summerford

David Prewitt_..
Robert Fullingim
R. H. Parris, Jr__

Harold Hodges___

L. Don Anderson
Carroll Himmel_ .
Max Johnson
Wilson & Gray, Inc.
I, B, Davis___

Mack Harmon..
Claude Adams.

J. B. Prewitt.__-
Harvey Hancock
Cralg McDonald
Jimmie W. Thornton.___
R. P, Kirkendall
John L. Haynes.
James Caddell
Wright L. Carlisle
Lloyd Gambrel
Kenneth Gray-.--

A. W. Marshall.

Buster E. Smith_
Joe Appling

Billy Crump

W. Clayton Sellers.
George Cunningham
James K. Edinburgh

7875

25,522
25,468
25, 426
25,270
25,229
25, 040
24, 959
24,927
24, 889
24,871
24, 540
24, 450
24, 084
24,014
23,918
23, 593
23.488
23, 389
23, 363
23,331
23,209
23, 246
23, 142
23, 130
22,963
22,813
22, 720
22, 704
22, 591
22, 558
22,219
22, 076
22, 069
21,973
21,824
21,511
21,401
21,375
21, 167
20, 899
20, 705
20,635
20, 534
20,518
20, 481
20,434
20, 283
20, 268
20,182
20, 168

Alvin C. Morrison.
Amon W. Proctor._
Earl Edwards, Jr___

Loyd B. Parkhill___
John H. Moore

John R, Green__._.

= R ) e
BillyEKirk_._______ . __. e
Donald Wooten.- ...

Nelton Chote

Dewey E. Wells, Jr__

F. Eugene Woodard.__

Wayne J. Parker

Byron E. Powell
Roy Schluter
Arnold Ratheal .. ceeea-- LroTe i

Howell L. Martin__
Herschel A. Roye
Donnie Powell

Arvil L. Campbell.__
James M. Chote
Jimmy R. Fullingim_
Vernon D. Wheeless
Robert H. Perkins
Edmond C. Crump..

Noble Hunsucker, Jr.
Harold Trull
Billy Joe Boyd.___
Boney Winkler____
Charles E. Sanders
Eldred L. Mize

Total payees iIn county

3, 675, 733

CULBERTSON COUNTY
Wildhorse Valley Farms, Inc
D. H. Brewster
Lee Talley
J. J. Taber____
Dick Guest

45, 168
40, 260
39, 699
27, 692

Total
225, 651
DALLAM COUNTY
Elmer Helskell
James E. Crabtree_
Alex Stafford
Hugh L. Gordon
Kerrick Land & Cattle Corp
George H. Noble
Charles Grice..--
Horace D. Estes___-

59, 343
49, 959
486, 810
43,976
34, 564
33, 066
81, 237
30, 660
30, 397
29, BBO
29, 786
29, 162
28, 946
28, 767
28, 200
27, 069
26, 877
26, 259
26, 226
25, 938
25, 662
25, 379
24, 675
24, 517
24,249

Billy Chestnut._._.
Jimmie O. Brewster
Tim E. Field

J. T. McAdams.._._

Melvin Przilas____
Summerour Brothers Ptnp
Shelby L. Baker.__
William W. Allen..___
Curtis G. Chisum____
James M. Higgins_ ...
Ell Dee Field
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay- E. L. Hendon 31,494 21,321
ments of $20000 or more—Ezcluding Edwin Rinewalt 31, 443 21,299
loans—Tezas—Continued F. and E, Farms, Inc_._ 31,405 Freddie J. Vogler 21,281

v 24,009 Sharecropper, Inc 31,400 Larry Turner 21,237
gg:nl?n;’ ‘L!E:est?:cf? _________ 8 22,309 Bill Meares 31,364 21, 191
29, 151 JNoaBOI‘JBriegl =t g}. ?g; \riernon Berdel! Bratcher___ 21, 153

21, 767 . B. Leatherwood. , ay Campbell 21, 047

1;?::1?‘0%‘? g:g;ﬁlei 21,364 Richard Orson 30,850 Vernon Miller 20, 961

Billy G. Moore 20,913 Cecil O'Brien 30,644 Carl Garrett 20, 955

Kenneth Knight 20, 539 Alvin Harris 30,314 Hershell Edwin Raines 20, 921

(L Vi1 e 30,12¢ Lum J. Holder 20, 906

] Donald Holt 30,097 E. E. Rodgers 20, 892
sl Gonzell Hogg 29,674 E.C.T.Farms 20, 864
=i Don Archer_______ 29,528 Dopson Farms 20,775

DALLAS COUNTY gg 2'3_1‘_3 gc}rdon V. Waldrop 20. 764

! : = erbert Green 20, 736

Billy C. Beach 208 J.F.Ferguson 29,430 O. H. Preston, Jr 20, 710

Roddy B:jothers 36, 525 Dennis Lamphere_____ 29,332 Lloyd Mears 20, 688

Max Daniel g;gz 29,327 Jerry Adams 20, 681

Olin B. Curry »329  yohn Middleton, Jr 29, 163 Shoestring Cattle Co,, Inc 20, 635

R. V. Luther 22,158 wiilard H. Free 29,151 Ira Jeter Jr 20, 410

R. C. Anderson 29,026 L. O. Deatherage 20,372

Jack Warren. ____.__. 28,820 V. H. Matthews 20, 275

Jimmy Napper 28,563 D.C.Rodgers 20, 262

AN S T yO'Brign__ 28,530 Jesse E. %‘:Eephens 20, 244

Weaver Farming Corp 60,220 j1eland Harold Bartlett___ 28,459 Garland Maxwell 20, 133

E. Bar Cattle Co gg- ggg L. D. Echols 28,402 Jack Grigg 20, 044

Bill Weaver " Roy D. Cooper 28, 354

Marshall F, Cohorn. 57,804 wWNorris Barron 28, 327 Tcotal payees In county

o g?r ﬂg W. H. McCulloch 28,298 83 5,778, 278

Sam Jenkins ' Edwin Thomas__.._._ 28,272 —_—

Charles Warren 56,949 J. D.Bennett.....__._._ 28, 264

Bill Treadaway 56,926 Bob Archer 27, 880 o TR 2B

Bobby Warren___ 55,606 Moody Neeley 27,754 Taft McGee 117, 012

C. R. Taylor 55,088 3 E. Neeley, Jr. 27, 754 Virgil F. Marsh 68, 981

Woodward Farms, Inc 54,500 Boyd Echols 27,615 J. R. Durrett Trusts 58, T34

;ng::on Pl?e;;rsh-;r g} ggg C. W, Henderson 27, 435 gg. :‘;g
cbert F. Hardberger 3 27, 205 . .

Billy Miers 51, 448 . W. 27, 149 52,279

Eiland Crawley Palmore 51,111 Conley Esmond 27,108 W. H. Gentry 51, 152

David Hughes 51,104 Carl Barrow 26,604 Carl S. Perrin 47,528

Raymond G. Roberts 50.400 Ramon V. Hernandez___._ 23, 655 47,188

B. L. Middleton 50,235 Ronald Raney 26, 623 46, 967

W. L, Gilliam 50,206 Wilton Bartlett 26, 616 46, 610

Don H. Peterson___ 49,370 Alton Barkowsky 26, 569 46, 186

E. D, Adcock____ 49,024 Earl Fancher 28, 503 45, 698

V. W. McGee____ 48,745 Eddie Carpenter 25, 606 45, 656

R. M. Middleton._ 47,534 Leroy Chapman 25, 468 44, 499

Fred Henderson. 45,701 @G, C. Clffit. Jr 25, 464 44 118

Bob Henderson.. 45,701 Roy E. Bearden 25, 226 43, 719

J. E. Airhart.____ 44,952 EKent Youngblood 25, 161 43, 532

George Eiland.._. 44,496 sSnmm Farm Corp.______ 25, 150 42, 456

Carzon Echols 44,211 w, C. Taylor 25, 104 41, 827

James H. Addison 44,087 Harvie L. Kemper 24, 748 Anthony Paschel 40, 202

Lyndall Sharp 43,815 - . Jete 24,642 MecCathern & Heck Farms 39, 281

Donald Airhart__ 43, 274 24 339 Harry Brorman 38, 640

John D. Banta___ 43, 154 24 3g5 Sherman 38, 573

41, 906 24 344 . 37,813
41, 746 24, 297 Morris W. Blankenship 37,2138

Arthur Nolen 41, 064 24, 261 Donald Kimball 35, 619

Liaya Oline Fa 30, 890 24235 Richardson 35, 962
oy ne Farms, 8, 24,033 '

Arthur J. Cchorn 39,678 Gus Burkett____ 24,026 Solomon 35, 046

Donald Wayne Merrill 39,462 Beachy Barron 23,088 Marvin May 34, 625

Okyleen Addison 39,100 Fred W. Bell 23, gg7 Billy J. Cleavinger 34,419

Jeff D. Raney 38,629 Ted Turner 23 gi2 Montgomery Farms 34, 408

38,3756 Clyde L. Qualls 23,622 D- 34, 336

Frank Doyle Deatherage 38,810 Billy D. Roberts 23 507 Oneway Farms. 33, 426

87,000 Jack R. Felts 23,441 D Neumayer 33, 328
Troy Howard 37.675 Jerry Napper 23, 328 " 33,126

37,580 Frank Harris 23,148 A. C. Hays Jr 33, 009
Norman Wayne Brown. 37,463 23,131 Edwin Axe Farms Inc 32, 732

Billy J. Lambright 36, 700 23,091 Higgins & London 32, 552
Henry F. Vogler 36,401 Richard Woodward.___ 22,878 Joe Lyons & Lyons 32, 551
36,400 Darus Sumrow 22,747 Robert Lloyd 32, 240
36,145 Allen Vandivere_. 22,720 L. J.Jones, Jr._ 31, 724
Donovan V. Phipps. 36,018 R. D. Xilgore 22,642 James A. Bullard. 31, 518
Carroll Bennett 35,395 Broyles Lamesa Farms, 22,641 James Fangman.. 31,311
34,976 Jack McCown 22,412 30, 833
wom B 318 yom A& Reymond smin 0.4
Robert O. Koger.._- AT Satar TYGETer 22 198 scnlabs Pestos Tob 20, 865
V. D. Barron 33,904 le;; F:g In 22' 173 Ga.ry McQuigg 20, 797
L. D. Preeman, Jr___ 32,884 o ssem::s. i 99 110 EVBRanch__._______________ o 29, 524
Louie Drennan_____ 32,828 Iian- Harp 22: o75 B. C. R. Corporation 290, 348
David Franklin 32,537 g ¥ Campbell Est___ 21,83z Bernard Hartman... 29, 327
Arlis Cline 32,369 @Gus Junis 21, 656 Jim Monroe 28, 748
32,351 John Middleton._. 21,463 Jimmy Brown 28, 633
32,317 J, L. Billingsley___ 21,443 Hickman Farms, Inc 28, 5569
31,985 Floyd Davis 21,405 Norman Hodges 28, 389
31,708 Jerry Kelley. 21,401 Jimmy Brown, Inc 28, 133

Total payees In county (5) - 157, 870
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28, 107
27, 507
27,073
26, 781
26, 757
26, 260
26, 206
26, 206
25,720
25, 622
25, 584
25, 521
25,225
24, 888
24,874
24,745
24,454
24,443
24,379
24,214
23, 945
23, T64
23, 764
23,714
23, 482
23,311
23,273
23, 164
23, 020
22,765
23, 6563
22, 607
22,425
22, 304
22,375
21, 959
21,879
21, 726
21,423
21, 061
20, 941
20, 800
20, 761
20, 735
20, 486
20, 396
20, 198

James Gentry

Pitman Easley Industries
Herbert E. Bippus
Jimmy Brown

Mrs, N. A. Brown & Sons
Beetex Supply Co

J. E. Warrick_--
Samie West Est_
Bertran Jack

A. L. Hollingsworth
Iverson Leake
Douglas Nix

Johnny Jesko
Donald Hicks -..
Carnahan Bros..

W. A, Carter

Josef C. Grotegut
Dave H. Perrin
Martha Ollie Freeman
Maurice D. Dorward
Bruce W. Burney
Carl Kleuskens
Robert R. Lindsey-oe-——---
Edward Alllson ___.
Luther Ellis ___.
Tom Robinson
Ernest Walden, Jr_
B AL

Norton, Inc

Royce Cretsinger __
Don Brooks ___
Curtis Deason -
Paul Wilson ____
Glenn B. Allred
Bridwell Ranch West
Joseph A. Meyer
Harris & Thrush Sales Co

George L. Olson
Joseph J. Friemel
Gerald MeCathern__
George Turrentine

Total payees in county (105) - 3, 415,076

DENTON COUNTY
Donald Shifflett

Elmo Chesney.
Total payees in county (3) -

DICKENS COUNTY
Paul Dale Hagins

D. W. Edinburgh
Raymond Eldredge.
Felix Ramirez

G. H. Ragland

David ¥. Hughes
Larry Morris

W. E. Robertson___._
Earl Van Meter

20, 870

Total payees in county (15). 432,577

DIMMIT COUNTY
Reynolds & Wilson Farms

DONLEY COUNTY
Wm. O. Mooring
Hall 5. Hardin
Warren Hardin

25, 022
23,478

Total payees In county (3) - 76, 748

EDWARDS COUNTY

Alvin L. Connell
Loyd Mitchell, Jr
Carson Bros

81, 142
35, 300
30, 954

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

23, 354
22,996
21, 086
20, 042

Charles R. Pfluger
James Leo QGreer, Jr
W. B. McMillan
Ned Dunbar

234, 964

e e Y,

Total payees in county (7) -

EL PASO COUNTY

R. T. Hoover Farms
Lee Moor Farms

Lee & Beulah Moor Chs Home.___
H. D. Hilley

Mike Marcs

George B. Spence__
Ralphs Farms, Inc.
Jerry Rogers

Brandes Ramsey, Inc
Deerman Farms, Inc
Bllls & Ellis Farms..__
Hiram Whitaker__._

80, 205
60, 856
47,120
45,222
44, 270
317, 360
35, 801
35, 218
31, 595
30,993
30,472
30, 440
28, 833
27, 687
28, 346
23, 180
23, 094
22,916
22,637
22,432
21, 744
21, 422
20, 578
20,370

Schuster Farms, Inc_

Jack H. Stallings
Gulbant S. Gil & Sons, Inc

Kriegel & Kriegel ___
Mary Segulia Trust__

W. T. Henderson Est

Total payees

ELLIS COUNTY

Jack B. Eastham

Phillip N. Jeffers

J. B. & Jas. Underwood -
H. R. Burden

Ramon Armstrong...._

C. C. Witherspoon___
H. L. Southard

Jerry R. Glaspy
Leland Calvert

C. H. Shrader, Jr
Bozek Farm
Ocle Ray Gerron
Bob Crittenden
Roger Harper.
Carey Hitt 20, 137

Total payees in county (24) 727, 731

ERATH COUNTY

Otey Shadden c¢/o J. A. Shadden._. 20, 100

FALLS COUNTY

Basil Abate
Falsone Brothers
Tony Abate
Morris Scamardo
Jack Falco

H. H. Perkins
Werner Fuchs
Billy Pat Bostick
H. G. Barganier

58, 589
35, 132
31, 153
29, 629
28, 845
25, 149
23, 351
21, 458
20, 934

Total payees in county (9). 274, 240

FANNIN COUNTY
Riverby Plan
B. W. Mathews

Ralph Howell
Robert Shelton, Jr

53,678
21, 028

20, 405
20, 138

Total payees in county (4). 115,339

FAYETTE COUNTY

John E, Morgan. .- ——---
Milton Joost

Total payees in county (2).

J. E. McCoy, Jr

John D. Ferguson.._
Kermit L. Terry

Dono Terry

Max Carriker.
Willingham Land Cattle
Ben Martinez

R. E. McKimmey

Afra Eugene Hudnall..
Allan Eugene Terry...
Odell Rains

Vernon Terry.

Bennie C. Kidd

T B RRoere s o e
Lewis Johnson

Richard Stuart

Preston Morrow._._
Jack Nortcn

Total payees In county (25) .

FLOYD COUNTY
Dorris Jones
Malvin A. Jarboe__
Watson Jones
Cralg Sllverthorne
J. 8. Hale, Jr.
Don Marble

Wayne Bramlet
Marvin Shurbet
Floyd J. Ellison
Ralph Johnston
H, L. Porter, Jr
KEinder Farris
Lane Decker
Johniney West
Kenneth Bean
Louis Pyle

R. G. Cunlap

Travis Jone's_-_-.,,
Fred Zimmerman, Jr____
Robert L. Smith

Roy H. Tinsley
C. L. Henderson
Everett Miller

Fred Jackson
Austin B. Meriwether____

44,928

45, 401
39, 137
32,701
31, 531
30, 548
28, 009
27,110
28, 968
25, 786
25, 699
25,315
25, 227
24,074
23, 831
23, 651
23, 166
22, 958
22, 883
22, 306
22, 256
22,221
21,043
21,011
20, 801
20, 611

654, 244

75, 140
54, 255
52, 886
51, 496
50, 873
50, 582
50, 151
49, 397
47,229
47, 229
43, 580
40, 878
40, 154
39, 804
38, 871
37,9563
37,115
36, B46
36, 556
36, 139
35, 809
35, 641
35, 049
34,499
34, 180
33, 686
33, 660
32, 17
32, 602
32, 428
31, 604
31,234
30,919
30, 498
30, 365
30. 060
29, 894
29, 839
29, 015
28, 469
28, 286
28, 170
27, 887
27,844
27,795
27, 687
27, 024
26, 582
26, 336
26, 261
26, 212
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Bundy Hal Campbell.. . ... i

Barney Manning

26, 211
25, 970
25, 793
26, 530
25, 435
25, 409
25, 397
25, 238
25, 213
24, 094
24,924
24,519
24, 169
24, 097
23,779
23, 752
23, 689
23, 555
23, 515
23,302
23, 128
23, 047
23,016
22,952
22,948
22, 667
22, 608
22, 485
22,338
22,144
22, 063
22, 022
21,995
21, 843
21,787
21,779
21, 698
21,697
21, 649
21, 569
21, 549
21, 438
21, 285
21, 240
21,175
21,127
21, 109
21, 085
21, 020
20,929
20,928
20, 882
20, 869
20, 768
20,617
20, 554
20, 467
20,374
20,317
20, 267
20,177
20,119
20,113

Early P. Pritchett
Hubert E. Frizzel

Eent Covington
W. M. Staniforth

Mary Beth Eropp

Edward J. Foster, Jr....
Eugene Gl e
Wilfred H. Stoerner

Donal Akin

E, J. Kinslow

William F. Bertrand._.._
Delmas McCormack_.__
Billy W. Fulton

Milton Harrison il
Buren C. and Lucy Cates
Frank D.

Bobby McCormick

Loyse A. Bradshaw_.__
Richard F. Stovall...__

Kay Crabtree

Larry Jarrett________ SR A
Frank A. Weigel

J. W. Taylor, Est., Ptnsp.

R. C. Mitchell

Carl W. Turner
Charlie Boedeker
Ray Lloyd

Travis Young

George D. Probasco_..
Roger Dawdy

Johnnie Cates

Jakey Younger.
A. V. Bethel

S. C. Burleson

Olen C. Harris
Oscar Golden

in county
3,277, 799

-

Total payees
)

FOARD COUNTY
James G. Johnson

Jesse Whitfield

Total payees In county (2)_. 47,870

FORT BEND COUNTY

TX. Dept. of COIT oo min
Julius M. Ruffeno

Arno G. Schultz, Sr. & Sons

Otto H. Schulz

John J, Kramr____

Tilford G. Sulak 22, 843

-

Total payees in county (8). 602, 406

et

FRIO COUNTY

Bennett Bros., Inc
Clyde Cox

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

John Barkley Farming Co., Inc___
A. E. Schletze Farms

Total payees in county (7) -

GAINES COUNTY

Verlon Hilburn._.__
Shamrock Farms._
C. E. Hilburn
Norman Hicks____

Troy Martin.__
Delmon Ellison._

A. P. MceGuire__
Paul J. Condit
Roadrunner Farms_
Eeith Young

Joe Tarbet

Oliver Bros., Corp-.-

Alvin Keith Forbis

Paul Morgan

Thomas Michael Jenkins_
Darrell Miller

R. L. Crowder..-

Ray Anderson

Dale Wiley

W. D. Wilson.__

Melvin H. McKinney_
E Bar 8 Ranch
Robert Scott

Bill Ellyson.___
Glynn Batson..
Wayne Greaves_
Douglas Floyd-.
Marcus Crow.._._
M. & G. Farms.
Bob Moffatt____
Thearl Creech.__
Lewls D. Terry..
Tony Greaves..
R. 1. Oliver

D. D. McClatchey-
Earnest Hunt

Roy L. Strong

L. D. Jones, Jr
Ferguson and Schneider_
J. W. Archer_..__
Kent Denson.__._
J. A. Benthall.

Joe B. Pate, Jr_

J. T, Carlile, Jr....
Finley Moore
Ronnie W, Huddle
Bob Harlan
Vahlsing, Inc_

Alton Faulkenberry
S. M. Hanson, Jr.._

Four J Farms, Inc.

William Charlie Faulkenberry. ...
Robert Jameson

Brownfield Tractor Co., Inc

M. T. Mcllwain.

George D. Vaughon

36,771
36, 060
32,778
82,3561
24,738

250, 372

76, 284
87,774
87, 729
67, 222
65, 795
64, 461
63, 858
62, B35
62, 538
62, 492
62, 344
61,997
61, 660
61, 329
61, 256
60, 745
60, 722
60, 695
60, 462
60, 452
58,983
58, 466
57, 876
57,572
57, 503
57, 201
57,132
57, 109
56, 838
56, 682
56, 604
58, 604
56, 603
56, 566
b6, 6656
56, 566
56, 364
56, 113
b6, 113
55, 976
565, 877
55, 669
55, 449
55,419
55, 346
55,291
55, 122
55, 116
55, 095
54, 847
54, 7564
54,618
53, 869
53,778
53, 595
53, 595
53, 6595
53, 663
53, 519
53, 352
53, 258
53, 037
52,870
52, 465
52, 198
51, 766
51, 590
51,314
50,973
49, 900
48, 838
48, 531
47,736
48, 844
46, 059
44, 959
44, 957
43, 577
43, 405
43,324
42,918

March 9, 1972

B J. Eellyee e oa T 42,228

Robert L. Fleming
Travis Crossland
Rinehard Vogler
Newson Gins, Inc

N. M. Saunders._
Henry Cheuvront
P. L. Childress

Harry A, Childers
Jesse L. Smith
Clyde Haynes.

Vernon Goodwin
C. E. Farms, Inc
Farrell Herring
John Henry Jones
E. C. Harvey

Ray Garrett

Kenneth Young
William Alfred Condit__

Noah Lemley
Charles Medlin
Morgan Farms

Billy J. Evans
Roy Apple__

Eddie Jameson

Henry Patton
Daniel Walter Davis
Weyland R. Mullins__
Alvin Ray Riley
Jerry Harris

Karl Cayton
Newell Bowen

Roy D. Spradlin
Kenneth Hancock
W. V. Lasiter

Thomas W, McKinzie___
Raymond William Orson
Jeflf and Ronald Raney._._
K. K. Whitaker Estate__

Bill G. Spears

Glenn Hillman

Allen Strickland____
T. J. Redman, Jr____
Donald Ward

Glen Fleming
Raymond Anderson_._

Lubbock Production Credit_

Leonard H. Kelley.
J. A, Pebsworth

D. Ross and Perry L. Jones.

J. P. Bingham
Basil Smith____.___.

Nelson Cayton

Glynn Chandler

MNix and Norman..__
Hanson & Moseley._._
Hilburn Briscoe

Earl Layman

Harmon Mills

Jack Welch

James Laverne Jones..
Joe Faulkenberry

42,225
42, 122
41,823
41,441
41,280
41,271
41, 247
41,083
40, 915
40,912
40.725
40,721
40, 651
40, 257
40, 101
39, 348
39, 166
38, 481
38, 881
37,819
37,818
37,424
37,301
36,973
36, 9566
36, 856
36, 813
36, 501
386, 432
36, 036
35,470
35, 397
34, 993
34, 760
34, 587
34, 488
34, 404
34, 347
34, 337
34,240
34, 151
34, 000
33, 2656
33, 165
32, 599
32,028
31,824
31, 450
31, 287
31, 230
31, 147
31, 105
30, 994
30, 824
30, 769
30, 683
30, 404
30, 034
29,778
20, 196
29,011
28, 981
28, 440
28, 068
27, 808
27, 159
27, 029
26, 977
26, 955
26, 906
26, 788
26, 732
26, 663
26,497
26, 358
26, 344
26,320
26,229
25, 994
25, 094
26,994
25, 895
25, 808
25, 639
25, 541
25, 294
25, 031
24, 869
24,806
24,765
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Ratliff Farms, Inc
Earl D. Owens.. e
Alvin Herron

5 B Wl VT o SRS
A. A. Wuensche
W. A. Freeman, Sr._.

David Oates
R. T. Bedwell, Jr....

E. N. Thomason--

Robert Luther Kirk.
Boles Brothers

Richard Jones

Joe W, Crawford
Stanley Ancinec
Hoyt McCullough____

N. B. Fields
Mrs. Dell Small Howard

Maurice Hearne....
Marvin H. Williams_

A, Ray Russell

Eagle Land and Cattle Co

Benny Nichols____

N. F. McCullough
Lonnie Dean Clark. ... ... =
Kenneth Freeman

Total payees (n county

GARZA COUNTY
H. V. Wheeler.

Avery Moore, Jr__

James W. Stone__

Clarence E, Basinger_ - =
S. C. Storle, Sr., EST

Double T Farms

Weldon R, McGehee

S. C. Storie, Jr.

Jim Bob Porterfield

U Lazy S Farms

Total payees in county

Lawrence A. Jost.

Charlie A. Smith
Ralph A. Halfmann
Walter H. Halfmann

Hall Bar H Ranch

Delbert R. Halfmann

Clifford W. Hoelscher____________
Leon A. Halfmann

Fred J. Hoelscher

Arthur Hoelscher

Joseph C. Schwartz.._.
Schraeder & Sons

CXVIII—497—Part 6

24, 380
24,334
24, 275
24, 166
28, 691
23, 621
23, 566
23, 390
23, 338
23,313
23, 250
23, 086
23, 039
22, 983
22, 068
22, 899
22, 883
22, 835
22, 675
23, 547
22, 530
22, 173
22, 070
22, 052
22, 047
21, 944
21, 930
21,930
21,916
21, 016
21, 836
21, 710
21, 618
21, 697
21,456
21, 275
21, 206
20, 991
20, 849
20, 770
20, 725
20, 519
20, 380
20, 178
20, 160
20,116
20, 030
20, 012

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

James C. Johnson
Arnold D. Lange

Total payees in county
(21

Ray G. Burger E Son

Total payees In county (2) -

GRAYSON COUNTY
Bob Light
Leland Strawn

Total payees in county (2).

GUADALUPE COUNTY
Frank P. Watson, Jre._.-.. o bt

47, 152

A. R. Meador, Jr
Jerry Givens
Horne Brothers

O. A, Stout, Jr.

J. H. Kirby and Sons__
Joe Bherrod._.

T. R. Joines

Elmo Stephens

Swann Pettit

C. E. Carter and Son
Ralph E, Davis

John C. Carter
Clayton Terrell
Charles Noel

Frank Stanton, Jr
John A. Bell

Stephen Smith
J. L. Browning

Jones Masters Farms, Inc
Jimmy McLaughlin

Henry C. Griffin
John Joe Kirchoff
Joe H. McWilllams.__

R. Bruce Walker...
James E. LAaNeY. o e s £
O. A. & C. E. Webb

Carl Phillips
Arthur W. Sorelle

21,694

44, 968

26, 712

51, 352

26, 315
20, 837

81, 729
69, 563
69, 482
68, T84
67, 815
65, 457
62, 960
61, 443
58, 995
58, 259
56, 885
54,477
53,879
51, 564
51,329
49, 241
48, 668
48, 663
48, 425
47, 804
45, BO6
44, 700
44, 186
43, 677
43, 100
42, 469
42, 334
41, 549
41,444
39,679
39, 640
37,415
37,126
36, 858
36, 748
36, 667
38, 151
38, 081
36,078
35, 746
35, 632
35, 482
35, 447
35, 422
35, 259
35, 243
34,874
34,873
34,716
34, 617
34,473
34, 308
34,275
84,221
33, 393
a3, 242
33,211
83,071
32,872
32, 860
32, 696
32, 677

Harold V. Davis.
Heath Brothers.

Walter Gilllam___
A. J. Givens

Benson Farms, Inc.
Delbert Howell

Jake Q. Finney.
Mac Houston...

Raymond Akin___

Millard J. Hancock.
Austin O'Neil, Jr__._
Don Cannon..__.
Royce Carthel

John Trimmier, Jr__
The Waters Trust.._
R. L. Tullls____
Luke M. Miller
Herschel Blankenship
Joe Oswalt

James K. Sageser.
Daniel J. Fondy

L. K. Gregory

Charles L. King.
Jack Gonzales

Donald C. Ebeling.
Doug G. Sopher.
Jerry W. Shadden._
Kenneth R. Wiese__
Elmer EKoenning.__
Dempsey D. Skipper.
Joe Sharp

Robert Schoppa....
Willle V. Dunn.___.
Jerry K. Oswalt_.._
Jerrell Cate

Quetin Redinger.__
John M. Norfleet__._
Ershel W. Johnson.

Wesley A. Schumacher
Laura Faye McDougsl.
Rex

Witten Farms___
J. E. Sullivan
Billy F. Sylvester
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Ralph Miller.

Thomas JOhNStOD . e e cmmmem

23, 260
23, 251
23, 144
23,124
23, 034
22, 966
22,737
22, 733
22, 541
22, 537
22, 487
22,483
232,471
22, 407
22,346
22,273
22,254
22, 142
22,110
22, 107
21, 987
21,967
21,926
21,811
21,733
21, 675
21, 623
21, 477
21,418
21,363
21,284
21,238
21,101
21,071
20, 982
20, 958
20, 925
20,913
20, 86O
20, 846
20, 798
20, 764
20, 764
20, 677
20, 675
20, 627
20, 527
20, 521
20, 462
20, 447
20, 426
20, 363
20, 351
20, 317
20, 263
20, 217
20, 176
20, 108
20, 104
20, 085
20, 030

J. L. Miller, Jr
Floyd Terrell
Robert E. Wilson
Jerry V. Young

W. E. McPherson._
Alex Reeves
Wesley Davis

Don McCullouch. .-

U. D. Hobgood
Clyde Benn

Paul Robertson
Paul Stukey
Royce Hillman....
Mrs, J. 8. McBeth_
Lewis Lutrick
Owen Benn

Clyde W. Harrell
Elmer Lee Criswell,

A. L. Stone, Jr.
Ronnie McBeth_._.
Henry Ahrens

Virgal Pierson
Horace N. Wardlow
Carl J. Marshall_ . __._.. e 2,

8. M, True, Jr
Jack K. Stephens.___

‘Walker Bros. Produce.._.
Ray R. Copeland
Rupert L. Allen

W. W. McCoy & Son..
Robert Pope

E. J. McAnalley

in county
6, 465, 235

36, 581
35,971
33, 275
33, 207
32, 840
32,489
31, 617
29, 741
29, 671
29, 117
28, 539
27,176
26, 9556
26, 810
25, 659
23,718
23, 5566
23, 429
23,231
22,885

Mel Roy Cofer.
Lonnie F. Widener.
Jack Montgomery
Joe C. Montgomery
Frank Hedrick_____

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

James Alvin McAnear, Jr
Robert R. Hutcherson

Eudy Farms._._.
James S. Guest
Harold Burk

8. D. Posey & Son
John C, Johnson

in county

Total payees
31)

HANSFORD COUNTY

Collier Bros., Inc
C. H. Clawson

Roy Roper—.......
Gus O. Birdwell_ .
Donnie Thoreson
Lynn & Jon Hart
D. C. Dilley Est.
Willard MecCloy.
Lloyd Buzzard

Dan E, Archer_._
Ward V. Nolder
Bill Logsdon___
Archie Nelson..
John C. Harris.
Hez M. Frazier
Charles R. Ball_.__
Jack Henson
Robert H. Novak

Wm. F. D. Etling
Ernest Wilmeth
Clarence Zabel.

W. R. Murrell
Joel D. Stavio
Taylor & Gee__
Henry Grotegut...
C. Ralph Blodgett._
P. W. Thomas....
Vance B. Morris.
Wesley Garnett___
E, David KEnutson
Total

payees in county

1,

HARDEMAN COUNTY
M. E. Watson, Jr

Robert Nippert____

Edward L. Turner._

Roy Hines

1st Natl, Bk, Trus. C. G. Conley_.
James W. Tabor

Carl Vestal

Nuckles & Gerald.

Quentin Wilson

Weldon Tabor

Harry C. Becknell.

Aron W. Phillips..

Billy R. Nowell

Jack Hurst

Total

HARTLEY COUNTY
Carl J. EKuper
Harold H. Hogue-
Framack Farms.._
Bookout & Son

22,792
22, 737
22, 682
22,353
22,077
22,074
21, 899
20,916
20, 647
20, 242
20, 041

814, 927

72,738
66, 506
56, 617
48, 117
46, 625
42,091
41, 317
40, 027
39, 051
37,516
37, 500
36, 403
33, 395
32, 564
32, 364
31, 258
30, 458
29, 084
28,371
27, 903
26,926
26, 646
26, 574
26, 516
26, 411
26, 406
26, 357
26, 262
25, 506
25, 302
24, 965
24,893
24,755
24, 462
24. 418
24,383
24,321
23, 962
23, 580
23, 553
22, 895
22,702
22,369
22, 164
21, 669

427, 985

50, 908
49, 313
36, 431
32, 981
31, 027
30, 834
30, 411
28, 568
28, 424
26, 514
25, 652
23, 105
22, 785
21, 349
21,123

459, 425

89, 251
87, 337
57, 304
48, 620

March 9, 1972

40,234
36, 193
a5, 537
35, 138
34, 592
30, 386
30, 117
24, 366
23,284
23, 187
22,928
22, 927
22,275
22,124
21,679
21, 152
20, 399

Hartley Moore Farms
Chain C. Inc

Verlin D. Lasley_.

Herring Cattle Co
McCleskey Cattle Co., Inc..

Alfred R. Ford._

J. Y. McAdams___
Exum Ranch

Edward J. Wieck____
G. Malcolm Bryant._.._
Paul G. Danlel & Son._.
G. Ivory Edlin

Total payees in county (21) -

749, 030

HASKELL COUNTY
Johnny D. Reid
Burson and Burson..__._
John L. Grindstaff, Jr_
Melvin C. Josselet
Arlos W. Weaver_._

49, 741
43, 194
42,439
34, 141
34, 141
32, 664
32, 500
32, 087
31,349
29,122
28, 298
28, 208
27,736
25, 825
24,173
24,111
24, 011
22,980
22, 929
22, 662
22, 485
22,188
21,961
21, 700
21,441
21,137
21,008
20, 540
20,512
20, 220
20, 156

Robert G. Walton.___
E. H. Tankersley, Jr_
Ellis L. Tankersley___
William G. Ellis___

Albert R. Hannsz____
Sammy L. Grindstafl.
Robert W. Herren .. -—-o-. =i

George A. Mullino.

Allen Strickland._.___
Thurmond Bynum._._

Virgil E. Sonnamaker
Henry and Melvin Vojkufka
Willie Z. Bettis Est

Willlam M. Reld. e =
Vernon P. Terrell
Total payees In county
847, 063

HIDALGO COUNTY

WRlley Acres o
Engleman Farms._.___
J. W. Wallace & Sons
Geo. T. Helle_ ... ____
M. W. Nelson

Edgar R. Smith__
Bill Burns

Frank Schuster

Las Palmas Farms_._
Samuel R. Sparks..
Robert Gandy-__.
Rio Farms, Inc
Albert M. Brinkley._
Holcomb & Black..._
Therman Eoff
Luther E. Bradford.-

C. B. Shields, Jr__

Bobby McDaniel..
J. B. Pollock
Fuller Farms
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27,835
27,514
Claud D. Watson_ 24,039 Roy
M. H. Eitayama____ Clyde F. Nowlin__ 22,189 Raymond H. Belew.
Evergreen Farms, In 4 Alton Cordell 20,866 H. J. Steinfath
Turberville Farms - . Girault and Son S0.%86° ey ENTus ol s
Raymond Allen 20,184 Catharine C. Whittenburg
John B. Hardwicke, Sr ; Edmund Marek 20,166 Melvin R. Glenn
James Dyer ——— Van E. Alderson
El Ramon Development Co., = % Total payees in county 5 Aubrey L. Lockett.
359, 62
= Earl D. Patterson._
HOCKLEY COUNTY Donal Hamill
White Face Farms_____. Rl qa.007 SR TANRR
Anthony Keller. 2 70, 657 -
Franklin Dusek : 64, 560
Tom Sekula 63,013
J. R. Wade Farms, Inc 62, 021
- H. E. Mowry.
Everett Bell___ gg' ;{g oot il
60, 127 Carroll E. Bradshaw.__
53' 456 Henry J. Schmidly
56. 945 Robert & Jefl KEauffman__

55, 904 e
J. Walter Hobgood.- 55,773
L. E. Mitchell 55, 561
William M. Cain____ 52, 032
D“dlesécﬁ“’ms , William E. Carr, Jr__ 51, 705
D. J. WArZ.- Billy Ray MecInroe.__ 50, 846
F. E. Knapp.--. : Preston L. Lyda 50, 361 f:gmﬁi.egag:fmp
Palmer & Dowell AR00Y | S e e
E. J. Blake Selmer H. Schoenrock.__ 47, 838 :
L. H. Freeman Joe W. Cook, Jr 46, 658
Steven Bearden Paul W. Christian___ 46, 356
Boyce Farms, Inc Whitharral Gin 44, 951
Kenneth HWQI—}--- Jack Sherrod 44, 690
Paul D. Mocre, Jr.. Marjorie Post 44, 377
R. C. Jones James T. Rackler____ 5,000 Joost oL MEOW, TF
Joe Conatser 43,334
Dudley J. Stetzer Gordon McMillan___ 0478 et Rt
J. 8. & Quinn McManus Bobbie F. Veretto 41,663 porvew sl .
Utah Dickerson Calvin W. Neal 41,848 gt e
Fred G. Owens 40, 254 ClRronsn B h-iyati--_
Barr Ewing Nelson L. Reinsch 40,071  James Blackwell
Wm. T. Dudley..- Raymond Gunn 39, 722
Tommy Richards.__ Cecil B. Helms 39, 341
Verner QGustafson 39, 163

J. B. Hoskins, Jr
George T. Forbus

Billy Thetford
E. W. Sanford Est___
Glenn R. Price___

Jack & Roy W. Barnes 38, 252
Holmes Farms, Inc 37, 204
C. E. Duncan Farms No. 2_______ Bill Graf 36, 718
Ostrowski & Son Billy Arnwine 88,007 RioHitd TARBOT.. e

Leon McDaniel 36,027 Eyerette Simpson
Wilburn Malm____ 35,891 ye1a Mathers

H. M. 34,604 Gwens Farms,

Hub Butler—__—-———.-- e 33,838 pene R. Headstream 21, 837
Troy M. Overman 33, 730 21, 826

Harley Stanley 33, 464 21, 824
Mervin Headley.--- Buck Gossett 33, 280 : 21, 651
Mitsuru Sakai Louie Ray Carter 32,811 21, 507
Deck Produce Co._ Douglas EKauffman 32, 240 21, 431
Elbert C. White, Jr 32, 022 21, 202
Melvin L. Hale 31,935 1 21,188
31, 8856 21,173
Billy H. Drawe..- 31,668 g4 R. Reynolds. 21, 125
B. W. Carlson 31,629 g gJ, Clevenger 21, 080
Juan Villanueva, Sr ' Donald Ray Gresham 31,37 Tommie E. Stracener... 21,078
Edward Willis William Clements 31,239 g R Phillips 21, 066
Theser Bros “ ' Walter S. Carter 31,22¢ . A Jackson..._._______ 21, 040
Carl & Everette Butler 30,837 James Stroope._ 21, 037
Ronnie Ayers 30,608 . T. Hall, Jr 20, 870
James Buford Chambers 30,416 Ernest T. Price 20, 747
Arthur E. Schwarz... J. J. Rister 30, 346 20, 730
Greg Pinkston.._____. L. E. Mitchell, Jr- 30,333 Kenneth Montgomery i 20, 560
Billy Pemelton 8 30,122 wy, J. Bhockley_____————_- 20, 523
30,103 Rayford Bynum. 20, 336
30,093 Bobby Buchanan.. 20, 325
29,982 Jack Ballow 20, 275
29,832 B, D. Whitley__- 20, 225
29,618 Jack Ayers 20, 211
Chesley G. Hobgood.-. 28, 166 20, 157
Total payees in county Dale Newsom..._ 28,079 Albert M. Storey 20, 147

)

4,040,582 Jim J. Hobgood 28,029 prapje Wilson c/o L N B Ruild. 20, 137
—  Earl D. Lewis____ 28, 000

Jack McMillan 27 914 E. B. Burelsmith gg' ;zg
Larry R. Chaney. 27,911 '

43, 890 20, 059
Gordon Crouch.. 27,614 £ "
35, 900 27, 318

35, 201 : 27,308 payees In county
30, 503 ) 27,283 - 5,069, 040
80, 494 27, 151
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ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Tezas—Continued

HOUSTON COUNTY

Pawn RiIAIB. oo cinmanana o

George Murray----

Wade Minter, Sr__

40, 230
30,917
28, 082
25, 348
21,902
20, 900

‘Wade Minter, Jr.__
Arnold Cotton Co

Total payees in county (6) - 167, 468

HOWARD COUNTY
Edgar Phillips 48, 008
44, 409
42,912
42, 805
41, 848
40, 723
39, 804
37, 229
34, 938
31, 124
30,917
30, 436
28, 440
28, 164
27, 508
27, 347
26, 961
26, 849
26, 723
26, 612
26, 364
26,310
26, 209
25,447
25, 389
25, 337
24, 989
23, 960
23,318
22, 417
22,018
21, 635
21, 600
21,314
21, 261
21, 081
20, 946
20, 330
20, 255
20, 148
20, 041

Delbert Stanley___
James C. Barr....
Robert V. Fryar__._
G. C. Broughton, Jr
Broughton/Sackett
Robert Nichols
Horace E. Tubb
Robert E. Beall____
Robert C. Wegner, Jr
Roy Phillips

Jack E. Hopper
Shirley W. Fryar
David Barr

Elbert Long

S. M, Haney
Martin Fryar
Harvey L. Adams
Rodney & Stella Brooks._
Oliver Nichols
Melvin Smith__
Harvey Fryar
Johnny R. Stanley
Leslie R. Walker
Jerry Iden

E. W. Lomax._

J. W. Bhive__

Aubrey Lankford
Marion Clyde Denton
Willlam C. Fryar
Bigony Farms
Lawrence G. Adkins
Neil Fryar

Arnold J. Lloyd._-
Calvin Hughes___.
Landon Burchell _
Johnie Walker

Total payees In

47,613
27,397
26,418
25, 341
23, 483
22, 303
21, 257
20, 257

C. L. Machinery
Condido Holguin__.
Robert L. Chambers

Total payees in county (8).. 214, 069
HUNT COUNTY
William E. Myre
David Dodson

59, 040
36, 999
35,178
34, 778
33, 739
27, 047
23, 569
21, 353

Bobby D. Williams
Maurice M. Clack

Tctal payees In county (8) - 271, 703

HUTCHINSON COUNTY
Claude Higley
Noble Watson
Coble Cattle Corp
Henderson & Parks

64, 837
37, 096
36, 219
34, 610

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

23, 454
23, 087
22,835
22,158
21,971
21, 645
21, 324
20, 931
20, 759
20, 759
20, 647

R. E. Womble

Ray Moore
Raymond Jarvis
Charles Johnson ...
Gene Taylor

Carson McCloy
Wilson MecCloy.
Thane MecCloy

Total payees in county
411, 332

JACK COUNTY

T. L. C. Livestock Co
Henderson & Durham

54, 232
27, 268

Total payees In county (2) - 81, 500

JACKSON COUNTY

Emil Bures, Jr
Reuben Kramer

33, 055
21, 028

Total payees in county (2)- 54, 083
JEFF DAVIS COUNTY

James P. Espy

E. & E. Livestock Co.,, Inc________

Olen Lane =

McElroy and McElroy

33,768
27, 822
21, 857
21, 056

Total payees in county (4) . 104, 503

JIM WELLS COUNTY

R. W. Miller
Leon Eschberger_ ..

40,518
32, 551
28, 462
27,786
25, 024
24, 769
24, 558
22,996
21,135

Don Boggan
Ernest L. Hoelscher
H. H. Presnall

J. M. Dellinger, Jr
Max Richter

W. M. Laughlin

Total payees in county (9)- 247,799

JOHNSON COUNTY

James E. Kemp 31, 250
25, 731
23, 210

21,032

Roy L. & M. L. Plunkett P/S
Albert Anthony

Total payees in county (4). 101, 223
JONES COUNTY
Hoke Propst
W. C. Matchett
Herman A. Propst____
Bill Pritchard
Chas M. Herndon
Vernon Lovvorn
Willie L. Byrd
James D. Lovvorn....
Clinton C. Moss

71,348
67, 236
50, 457
45, 205
36, 776
34, 439
34,113
32,810
31, 643
31, 088
31, 053
30, 206
29, 143
28, 5056
27,414
26, 952
26, 689
26, 095
25, 668
25, 530
25, 310
24, 625
24,513
24,137
23, 796
23,318
23, 082
22, 781
22, 368
22, 042

Pied Piper Farms.
Raymond Scifres.
Weldon F. Walker
Elbert D. Apperson

Schoonmaker Bros
Stenhclm Farms

Oddie Jones

Herman B. Propst
C. O. Richards
Eva T. Amerson._

March 9, 1972

John E. Scarborough
John A. Carnes__________ s

989, 517

Total payees in county (32) .

KAUFMAN COUNTY
Monty Clayton
Robert J. Wortham._

36, 809
35,971
34, 185
33, 703
21,785
20, 859

Jerry R. Maloney.___
Jack Glenn.........
Trinity Valley Ranch
Total payees In county (6) - 183,312
KENT COUNTY . e
Garth Gregory

Y. O. Ranch
J. M. Auld 29,745
Total payees In county (2)_ 920,919

KING COUNTY
C. M. Sossaman
Ruth Starr Blake Trust_
J. P. Ratliff Jr
T. C. Havins
Raymond King

43, 036
22,822
22, T4
22, 658
21, 808

Total payees in county (5) -

133, 096

KINNEY COUNTY
Clay Hunt

Myrtle H, Hunt

Sliver Lake Ranches Co. Inc
George W. Herndon

George Bunger

P. H. Coates III

West Pinto Ranch Co..

62, 449
31, 057
30, 440
29, 731
27,302
25, 435
23, 420
< 21,222

Total payees in county (8). 2561, 056

KLEBERG COUNTY

36, 149
28, 368
21, 929

Clarence E. MaY.- - --caca-
Clarence C. May

Total payees in county (3) .

KNOX COUNTY

William J. Goode__-
League Ranch

Eugene L. Thompson._._..
Elvis Blake

James Albus

Donald Johnson
Wilfred Bellinghausen
B. M. Farmer

Vernal Zeissel_.
Marvin Zeissel.
Floyd L. Reed__

J. C. Elllott___
Philip ¥. Homer

Sam E. Clonts__
Lonnie D. Offutt__
Chalmer E. Hobert
Herbert Bellinghausen
J. C. Moorhouse
George L. Floyd--

38, 832
35, 788
32, 302
31,778
29, 713
28, 432
27,400
26, 833
26, 079
26,239
24, 400
23, 923
22,941
22,311
22,195
22,134
21,800
21,123
20,883
20, 424
20, 424
20,125
20,011

J. G. Hawkins____
B. M. Brown ot
Gerald A, Brown..
C. H. Cornett

U. J. Bellinghausen

Total payees

665, 129

Hicks Graves

Billy Mashburn..
Creed Bros. Pirs
Johnie W. Musgrove..
John L. Coplin

J. D, Campbell.___._.
Ben Laird

60, 320
42, 049
24,388
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Joe D. Mashburn...... A AT ~
Joe Donald Mashburn_..____. e

LAME COUNTY
Lonnie R. Smith
Billy W. Clayton........
M. P. Thedford
D. R. Hopkins

Reginal Stephens
L. C. Hewltt________
Gene Templeton____

AT AN AN
T. A, Eing, Jr.__

‘Wesley Neinast___
J. B./Jearl James.
John Bridges
Barton Bros

Royce McFadden
Donald Street

Dor.ald J. Bryant.._.

L. B. Montgomery__

Johhny Hodges.

Glenn E. Robertson
George E. Brown, Jr_._
Matt Nix, Jro-...-.

Edd Haley___
Elme: McGill

Don Joyner_._._._
Emert J. Rose.
A. B. Roberts

Raymond Durham.
Wallace O. Jones
Robert E. Coen
Benny Dickson
Daniel B. Heard

James C. Graham._ . _____ i

20, 316
20, 307

Total payees In county (9). 256,868

59,842
54,375
53,356
50, 805
50, 671
49, 886
47, 061
46, 879
45, 869
45, 226
44, 152
42,734
42, 624
40, 995
40, 640
40, 046
39, 617
39, 007
a7, 773
36, 033
36, 708
35, B45
35, 788
35, 628
35, 606
35, 20¢
34, 752
34, 648
34, 382
a3, 611
33, 484
33, 385
33, 145
32,716
32, 523
30,979
30,370
29, 653
28, 960
28, B8O
28, 7056
28, 535
28, 210
27,892
27,840
27, 785
27, 584
27,130
26, 341
26, 145
26, 006
25, 868
25,722
25,710
25,708
25, 628
25, 436
25,283
25, 234
25, 233
25, 103
25, 064
24,683
24, 666
24, 260
24, 143
24, 020
23, 866
23,822
23,769
23,763
23, 609
23, 594
23,211
22, 856
22,839
22, 537
22,324
22,235
22, 0654
22,188
22,031
21,726
21,718
21, 857
21,646

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Harley Bussanmas
James A, Littleton, Jr
Travis Bundick
James Sanderson

R. V. Allcorn

James E. Steffey
Athol C. Light, Jr
N. W. Emfinger.
Willle Steffey..

U. L. Gunter
James L, Withrow
Fred A. Smith
Duane Gray
Randall Roper
Jimmy Nix____

0. D. Chester..
Jack Angeley
Frank Wuerfiein
Glenn Vining
Devern Mandrell
M. R. Matthews

Total payees In county

3, 190, 624

Gerald Mann

Oscar O. Brown
Harrell Dean Brown

Total payees in county (3)-

21, 640
21, 583
21, 576
21,411
21, 396
21,321
21, 242
21, 199
21,174
21,138
21, 051
20,911
20, 892
20, 687
20, 633
20, 626
20, 616
20, 430
20, 383
20,313
20, 127
20,044
20,010

LIMESTONE COUNTY
Walter 8. Honeycutt Jr

LIPSCOMB COUNTY
Vernon G. Schultz

LUBBOCKE COUNTY

William E. Armstrong
Standefer & Gray
The Dunlap Co

Coyne E. Killian
Fred E. McNabb

James F. Davis, Jr

Olan E. Dorsett, Jr_______ AT
Luther Lawson

J. Carter Caldwell.__

Kirby Hobgood

Jay Stanton._

Smith Brothers
Elijah M. Debusk._._
Kenneth Davies___
Earl Foerster

George Oliver Jackson
Leroy Grawunder

Roy C. Clark
San Augustine Ranch.
Greenlee Farms

65, 572
62, 175
59, 958
56, 388
53,307
52, 880
52,584
52, 534
48, 959
47, 289
46, 852
45, 208
44, 828
44,332
43, 033
42, 460
42,001
41, 686

36,721
36, 324
35, 732
35, 683
35, 887
33,929
33, 380
33, 226
23, 021
32, 990
32, 876
32, 770

Robert Meloher oo .
Glenn Brown Blackmon

Wienke Bros

JeH. Kurklin_________

Excell W. McFarling__

Harold E. Voigt

David S. Enger

E. C. Moseley, Inc.

B, B. Hobgood ...

O. B. Chesshir_____

Delphine J. Hlavaty. - wceceeoo_
Newman Lusk

Cliford Hamllton
J. C. Heinrich

Ray D. Langford

Farm Enterprises, Inc

Billy J. Robbins

o LUE U] e S5 T e e SO L
Boyce Middlebrook

Walter O. Heinrich

D. D. Qualls

BEilly Bryan Boyd

0. W. 8Smith

Johnnie Jolner_._
Zack Payton

Medlock Inv. Co., Inc
J. P. Thompson

Jack Don Dulaney
Leon L. Lincecum
James Attebury
Melvin H. Jack Phipps
George H. Johnson
Smith Keller

William H. McKelvy.
John T. Paterson
Hugh V. Newton
Charles W. Wood

Roy Allen Forkner___
George A. Taylor, Jr
Paul Cates

Ear]l Reasoner.

Jack Adamson

Ronnle Joe Darby-...
M. J. Williams
Bennle L. James

Joe W. Felty

Paul D. Kitchens
Buddy Hettler

Harold Campbell

I. Arnold Chauncey.
James T. McMenamy.-
Walter E. Morgan..__
Tom Ed Reynolds.._._
Joe McCollum

Chester B. Gilmore.__
Albert C. Henderson.
Charles R, Hedges..
Milton Kirksey.
William V. Halford..
Franklin Heinrich
Jack Louden

A, C. McCallon

Robert Fehleison
0. D. Sanders

Lester W. Caraway-

Clifford Hilbers..__
Bobby Joe Harlan

A.L. Rose, Jreccaa..
William B. Criswell
Omer D. Lindsey
James Riney.

23, 639
23,512
23, 506
23, 281
23,276
23,230
23, 132
23,064
23,044
23,020
22, 888
22, 820
22,801
22,772
22,533
22, 521
22, 515
22, 438
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay- a3, 811 .. 20, 927
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezxcluding = 33, 639 20, 837
loans—Tezxas—Continued 33, 408 20, 897

Bruce Gentry, Sr 22,381 J. Robert Fillingim 33,300 C.T.or Gene Ingle 20, 635

F. D. Drachenberg 22,316 Glen B. Brewer 32,850 R. A. Taylor 20, 577

O. Ford Bell 22,314 Bryan Wright 32,227 J. 20, 381

Raymond R. Marshall__ 22,256 Larry Hagood 32,218 J. Martin Basinger. 20, 226

John B. Lamb 29,235 Charles Schnlers 32,187 R. W. Overstreet 20, 150

22, 166 31,812 Delmar Wilke 20, 027
22, 087 31, 536
22,051 - 2 31, 389
21,085 Wayland F. Taylor 31, 385 4, 534, 387

Jerry F. Melcher 21,061 G. 31, 090 —_—

Tommy D. Adams 21,923 . 29, 987

Clinton Powell Adams 21, 787 29, 808 57:270

Berlin Haught 21, 533 29, 696 53'499

Dick Park 21,492 Buel Draper 29, 520 2 a0t

Joe Leaverton, Inc__ 21,419 Dick Franklin 29, 462 a3 ago

L. D, Phillips, Jr 21,338 Bonnie Brown 2D, 356 49' 061

R. B. Stanton 21,306 Oscar Lowrey 29, 350 @ o

Horace L. Turnbow 21,160 Howard Moore 29,213 Jack Hershell Kuhlman. 47 242

Eenneth Granger 21, 136 29,204 James G. Sawyer 46 505

May Lewis Stewart 21,107 O.C. 29,120 Clarence Fryar 2 1ie

Walter H. Luker 21,076 29,074 Buster Haggard 44'438

Robert C. Baxter 21,068 A.C. Fillingim, Jr____ 28,935 Dpean Russell Fleming g

L. E. Bartlett 20,933 Lynn West Est___. 28,805 Romine Bros 43 441

Donald E. Adrian 20,818 Leland White 28,267 Erma Blagrave i

Wesley W. Ferguson 20,817 Wayne Carroll____ 27.797 Odie Harris 43 015

Donnie Shafer 20, 764 27.778 9 a5

Billy H. Piercy 20, 627 Boyd Pebsworth__._ 27,568 James Ernest Franklin 42 711

Durward D. Mahon 20,552 J. W. Pirtle 27,300 Rddie C. Cook 41 151

Melvin Tischler 20, 404 26,765 Charlie A, Nichols__ 40' 346

Ralph B, Mabry 20, 427 26, 481 PR

Don Freeman 20, 402 . W, 26,4583 Glen Morrison 39‘ 020

Carl D. Jones. 20, 383  dJ. 26,345  James Newman Biggs___ 37 666

W. M. Brazell..._.____. 20, 369 26,232  Earl Vernon Hightower. . 37 557

Melba N. Thompson, Jr.. 20, 203 . 25,754 Floyd Martin 36 947

L. C. Childers, Jr 20, 231 26,738 Malcolm Tunnell ... 36 801

E. Donald Bledsoe 20,157 Raymond H. Lawrence.... 25.684  Hill Top Farms, Inc. 36, 340

—  James F. Roberts 25,294 perwood Biagrave___ 36, 257
Total payees y Jearld Barton 25,261  Ear] Vernon Holcomb 34 421
4,887,620 Willle A, Nieman 25,202 Darrell Froman 33: e

== 25,165 Jimmy Eugene Freeman
LYNN COUNTY Glynn Moore 24,894 pon gwayr?e Holcomb gg' igg
Guy Bennett 60, 006 Charles A. Smith 24,974 Quinton Alrhart 33 448
W. C. Huffaker, Jr. 59,926 D R. 24, 961 32 774
Cecil Dorman____ 59,412 E L. 20 32, 504
58,884 Mickey Pearce 24,825 E, & E. Farms, Inc__ 31 795
57,087 Walton Terry 24,760  John Wallace Kelly 31 635
56,418 Clayton Carter 24,531 Dolphus Edward Richards 31,466
56, 329 D, J. Bessire 24,187 Newell Wayne Tate 30: 437
J. W. Gardenhire__ 55,478 Weldon Bailey 23,833 30 314
Rl Crtakiar 54 401 T.B.and Chas. Mason Ptnrshp___ 283,804 29’ 444
A. G. Crutcher____ 53,965 Buster Phipps 23, 759 20, 166
52 903 Bill M. Clayton 23,735 20, 044
52, 900 Aubrey Smith 23, 282 38‘ 980
: 52,809 Elmer Schoppa 23,093 Cliffton Carlton Grigg 28, 826
€ R. Phifer, Jr____ 51,851 Milton Piwonka 23,091 Juil Reid 28, 700
Wm. G. Lumsden_ 47,0958 Clayton Lawrence___ 23,010 Ronnie Deatherage 28, 041
Jerry McKibben___ 47,214 Royce Steven Greer. 22,968 FEimer Cecil Dyer 27, 089
47,212 C. W. Armes 22,967 J. Alex Haggard 27. 072
46, 546 . P. 22,962 Sam B. Parham 26, 384
Jim Bob Smith___ 45,253 Luther Foerster_._ 22,892 James Edward Pollock
Wayne Huffaker 44,437 R. T. Brewer_.._. 22,890 Richard L. Linney
H. T. Barrett 44,176 W. C. Wharton 22,841 Michael E. Hale
Carl Sanders 43,139 Willis Pennington 22,829 Myrtle Romine___
Sam Singleton. 42,978 . 22,815 D. W. Dickenson._
R. L. Thomas__ 42,563 Maurice J. Huffaker__ 22, €00 Chloice Shofner
C. A. Moore____ 42, 388 G. W. Turner, Jr-__. 22, 285
Othell Meeks. 42, 005 Willie Mae Edwards_ 22, 236
41,816 C. L. Littlepage 22,222 Charles King
Harold Payne 41,533 Miriam Collins Green__ 22,178  Vestal Norman Phillips___
James H. Sanders_ 40, 845 W. A. Caveness 22,176 John Calvin Jones
40, 757 Wendell B. Morrow.. 22,127 Robert Joe Deatherage___
L. H, Nettles___ 40, 639 Elton Childress. 22,040 w. H. Woody

E. R. Blakney__.. 21,984 wWayne D. Stroud
Jack Webb.____ 38,769 porace Strickland. . 21,902 Jyohn Woodward

Mack Forbes 38,608 j T. Middleton, Jr 21,808 Tommy R. Newman

C. E. Roper.___ 37,674 Prank Timmons_._ 21,793 @ale Batson

Wayne Clayton 37,133 § 21,761  Gleen Lovless Holloway. ..

Billy G. Gardenhire a7, oo6 . a2 21,650 Raymond A. Pribyla

Dallas Vaughn 36, 824 . 21,443 Norwood Eugene Holloway.

Jerry Brown.._.______ 36, 205 21,258 Teddie Dewitt Barnhill

Ray Cook 36, 174 0 21,200 Marvin L. Standefer

Clarence Church 35, 658 .- M. 21,174 Claud Glaspie, Jr.

Woodrow Brewer 35, 535 i 21,169 C. W. Gilmore

Edward Bartley..... 35, 034 20,994 J. N. Woody, Jr

Felix H, Macha 34,416 20,993 Thomas Edward Smith

Pat Childress 34,398 . W. 20,934 Leonard Clifton Hazlewood, Jr___
33, 838 20,931 Glen Petree
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Wesley Weems Willlams, Jr
Billie Joe Gill

C.

Bob Hill
Wayne Cook
Robert R. Hunt

Total

MATAGORDA COUNTY

Vernon Hunt
Carl M. Hansen, Jr

Total payees in county (2)-

MAVERICK COUNTY
Jack Kelsling

M'CULLOCH COUNTY

G. R. White Est

M'LENNAN COUNTY

Lankart Seed Farms Ltd
J. B. Vandiver.

James M. Warner

J. Weldon Youngblood
Walter Rush

Jim Radle

Total payees in county (6) -

MEDINA COUNTY
Ed Wanjura

Alan Spinks

Jerome Hoelscher
Robert Morgan...
R. V. Robinson_._
Louie Eoonce__-
Bob Evans

Carlos Dusek
Eugene I, Jones._._._
Forest G. Eggemeyer
A. C. Telnert

Bobby Howard

Roy D. Jones Est
Roy Graham....
Russel E. Jones

MILAM COUNTY

Wilburn E. Beckhusen
Daniel D. McDanlel
Calvin Cobb

Derwood Cobb.__
Darrel Cobb....
Walter Pyle_._

Slavik Bros

John J., FPagan_.
Kenneth G. Willy
Donny R. Heine

Total payees in county (10) -

MILLS COUNTY
Charley McLean

MITCHELL COUNTY

D.

Raymond Watlington_
Wayne Oliver
Kenneth Dockrey..
Hammond and Son.
Mack G. Ritchey_.__
A. K. McCarley, Jr.

42, 082
42, 076
40, 841
54,771
25, 798

228, 411

Total payees in county (14). 379, 165

40, 787
40, 197
87, 182
86, 776
31, 845
29, 839
26, 276
24, 049
20, 172
20, 164

306, 286

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

J. C. Barkley
Manuel Munoz
Jim Maddox

Joe L. Blackard_._._
Dewey A. Turner.

Total
(26

payees in county

MONTAGUE COUNTY

LS ol w7 T o IR LSRR, SR

MOORE COUNTY

Gossetts, Inc
M. & S. Agri. & Livestock Co., Inc.
Marshall Cator

Schuman Farms, Inc__
Gordon Taylor

Hunt Farms, Inc.___
Stringer Farms, Inc___
McMurry Farms, Inc. .

D. Rex Langley.

Linda & Howard Moore
Jack H. Mills

Durward N. Gamblin.
Harold N. Keisling____
John A, McMurry, Jr
Gladwin Gillispie

Verdie & Lloyd Beauchamp
Cleve & Frederick Rousser
Carl Beauchamp

Paulus Schroeter.

Arvel A, Perky
Coleman Agrietrprises, Inc
Thurman E. Fisher

Thomas E, Harbert
Wells Agricultural Corp-
Brent & Sons Ptrshp.
James Tatum, Jr.
Edward L. Stallwita._
Earl B. Byrd

Triple T. Farms, Inc
Jimmy C. Stokes
Edward M. Stallwitz__

A. J. Harris

Johnny Lynn Harris__
Arie K. Smith

101 Ranch Farm Acct.
J. W. Brian

Claude Johnson & Son
PP YOUnger . e
M. D. Jack Bain
Johnson Trust

Roy Clark & Sons, Inc.
Jimmy Wells __________
E. C. Britain, Jr.
Chester Rigdon

John H. Goodwin

Total payees in county

MOTLEY COUNTY

Alfred Kenneth Barton
Allan L. Thomas
George B. Bowles

Total payees in county (38)-

1, 732, 979

24,617
24,170
23, 743
22, 762
21, 163
21,105
20,998
20,411
20,107

60, 689
58, 391
52, 752
52,325
52, 305
48, 621
44, 625
41,881
40, 691
39, 459
39,318
36, 783
35, 448
34, 553
34, 146
33, 968
33, 757
32, 699
32, 677
31, 189
31, 095
30,911
29, 653
29,175
28, 2563
28, 204
27, 065
26, 605
28, 442

26, 357 .

25, 307
25, 280
25,1M1
25, 145
25, 027
24, 848
24, 560
24,138
23, 897
23, 387
23,322
23,011
22, 7656
22,511
22, 487
22, 1556
21, 880
21, 824
21, 765
20,927
20, 690
20, 579
20, 226
20, 048

35, 580
21, 869
20, 929

78, 388

NAVARRO COUNTY
Drew Gillen
Robert L. Colguitt
Jarvis Paris Murphy Co., Inc..._.
Jimmy Hooser.
Delma Ray Spence-_.
James Fortson

36, 822
31, 098
28, 828
27,935
26, 886
26, 233

Webb Armstrong
Emil Moucka
Laura Johnston
Joe B. Fortson, Jr
W. M. Lowe

Charles Martin.
Donal Butler
James W, Brown. . ___._ .o ...

Total payees In

D. S. Riggs
Herbert L. Willlams
Max Wright

R. B. Pieper
George E. Parrott
Ray Hendricks
Clyde H. Ater
Jerland F. Freeman
Joe G. Williams
Ronda H. Whorton
Philip V., Haynes

Raymond E. Althof
James E. Reed
Clifford C. Etheredge
Dean D. Alexander,
J. B. Cooper, Jr
Jesse Faust._._.
Curtis Riggs

Harold C. Althof

John M.

Alfred F. Henrichs
Wilbert H. Althof

Donald A, Menn

L. L. Medlock, Jr. & Son..
Veltie E. Turner

Cecll McIntire

Robert T. Dunlap

Arlon W. Orman

Total payees

NUECES COUNTY
Hale & Hale._._
Harper
Berta C. Cunningham, Est
C. A. Lowman

Randy Farenthold
W. A. Whitmire
Barkley Farms, Inc

W.

Driscoll

Paschal

Myrtle E. Cardwell

Frank Moravek, Jro._.____
Mack B. Norris

Alvin McNair

E. M. & Cornie Wilson, Est
C. C. Albrecht

J. D. Weaver.__

J. C. Mayo_._.

W. M. Bevly, Jr

Leon Bernsen

J. W. Callaway

Lynn Dugger

Perry & Company.__

Bar D River Ranch

J. N. Gillis & Son

Wright Bros. Farm..
Howze Partnership

Perry Foundation. ... oo -
H. L. Gillespie___.._.

E. H. Kirkpatrick.

62,410
57, 371
52, 846
50, 836
50,816
44, 886
42, 301
38, 882
37,358
37, 146
36, 835
33, 301
31,137
30, 691
29, 993
28, 642
28, 640
28, 061
26, 583
25, 2687
25, 159
25, 068
24, 775
23, 585
22, 979
22, 871
22, 830
41, 200
20, 892
20, 521
20, 5156
20, 185
20, 170

1,135,773
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay- Leonard L. Grissom a1;184 C and C. Farms.__- 2 )t iy S 57,156
ments of #$20000 or more—Ezcluding Billy E. Bourlon___ 30,761 Mike A. Burkholder_ 55, 153
loans—Tezas—Continued John L. Ray._._ 30,671 A. B. 54, 800

F. W. Hoepfner 21,652 - 30,866 Harrell and Harrell.. 44, 748

. 21,380 Bill St. Clair___ 30,331 David C, McAteer___ 44 451

Eugene Hellmann... ... 21,158 Wyle M. Bullock 30,040 Lakeside Farms 41,878

Alt%en H. Koenning. 20, 800 29,5568 Bennie J. Emerson__ 39, 591

Doyle London_________ W5 20,776 J. G.McFarland______________ e 29,483 W. L. Kington 38, 830

20,748 Walter Ealtwasser 29,097 Luther C. Holladay. 38, 708

: 20,669 James M. Proctor 29,073 Glen J. Ellis 36, 243
Robert Callawa 20,514 Daniel L. Carmichael_ 29,016 Marshall G. Nevill___ 32, 691
Melvin Mcmi,y 20,215 VanE. Nichols_______. 28,887 Albert J. Hoelscher. . 32, 080
20,117 Edwinston Clark 28,405 Clark Bros., 29, 629

Lloyd Morris 20,073 Louils L. Welch 28,418 26, 404
. k 20, 056 27, 847 285, 145

Henrietta C. Croo 27, 748 ; 23, 025
27,276 Harrall and Marable___ 22 615

— 27,259 Andrew J. Sitton, Jr__ 22, 581

OCHILTREE COUNTY 27, 201 22, 394

Bob Urban 40, 080 gg' ggg g}'gﬁg
Lok B S o1 Voges & Reisiger 26, 718 21, 443
NIROR—~ 26 465 Billy J. Thorn 26, 285
27' 854 Durward K. Bell___ 25, 909
A Howard N. Hayes._._ 25, 764
g::?’?.eﬁi Pe 3¢ 69a Donald Christian 25, 582

Charles Morton Share Trust 26,523 ¥ = gg. gg'lr

R. H. Holland & Son 25,111 25-022 C. B. Emeny

Philo Butler and Son_. 25, 232 34' 865 E. B, Fite

H. C. Brillhart & Son._. 24, 281 ' —
Burger and Burger-___ 24, 035 g:-:gg Total payees in county (2). 54,538
Alma O. Schaefer___ 21,709 24- 119 == —_—
Davis Co 21,310 2-1.091 PRESIDIO COUNTY

Thomason Farm. .. 21, 159 . Valley Farms Co

Robert G. Sparks 24,039
e 20,483  phdie W. Nickels 23, g3q Charles Spencer

Glyn Hamilton 23, 744

23,637
Edwin L. Lide 23, 444
Don Williams. 23, 440 RANDALL COUNTY
62,497 woodrow W. 23 384

41,572 A a, 23,372
Taylor Brothers 25,618 yie F, Blalr 23, 238

Vega Land Cattle Co., Inc 24,864 Ccharles Myers, Jr 23, 197
24,349 pajton K. Caffey 23,1156 W. T. Smot, Jr
E. Duane Allred 23,685 Alphonse L. Reznik.___ ag g7¢ FPete E. Fischbacher
—_——— Stephen L. Struve_._. 22,806 John A. Williams
Total payees in county (6)- 192,530 ciarence A. Johnsom. . 22 740 Robert C. Sims & Sons 5
=== adolf H. Haseloff 22,723 Elott Bros.moececccecaae
PARMER COUNTY Max Steinbock 23 704 Gilbert Irlbeck.
Clarence Martin_ .. ... ey ot 81,652 Virgil Young.... 22, 585 Johnny Sluder.
65,537 Jim R. Danlel 22, 526
62, 087 Grady W. Sorley 22, 468 Paul Schniederjan.
59,617 A. Dargin Kirk 29144y D00 Glern
59, 044 ; 29 a7s D.L.Allison____
51,235 Monty Barrett___ 29 a5y TOWAN Fuque.....
45,916 22, 232 Northrup Farms
42,602 David H. Carson 22, 226
42,456 Norman R. Taylor 22, 009 Total peyees Incounty/(17) ~
42,272 willlam S. Ingram 21, 877
41,270 Don B. Sudderth 21, 862 REAGAN COUNTY
41,074 J. H. Dunbar. 21,845 Alfred J. Schwartz
40,355 Curtis W. Murphree 21,793 John Gregory Powell
40,320 Qakley D. Stevenson 21, 660

Ralph W. Shelton__ 39,672 Stan Barrett 21, 620 Total payees In ccunty (2) -
Roscoe Q. Silverthorne_ 39, 665 21, 437

J, D. KEirkpatrick 39, 367 : 21, 430
Haward D, O T on . SOUD. Okste 21,229 pyrgy Amerlcarlmi-‘:rr: Rn:: G
Edward D. Chitwood, Jr. 37,003 @Gilbert A, Kaltwasser T S i .
Herman D. Geries 36,817 walter R. Rlethmayer 21, 035 Koenl;llet.ﬁ Ma-l' Allen
Thomas N. Browning. 35,802 Melvin Southward 21,030 o Alsqb}ook i
gérot'.oChéd;?Ck gi ggé Herbert I. Howell. .. 21, 002 g
Attin 1, ﬁm-gé"_ SO0 B R gg:ggg Total payees in county (4)- 130,329
James W. Dixon.._... 33,882 Jimmie Heard__ 20, 491 ———
Dean McCallum._._.__ 33,787 Henry L. Ivy____ 20, 482 REEVES COUNTY
Floyd T. Dyer 33,569 Jack Smith 20, 430
Leroy Johnson_.._._____ 33, 556 20, 426
33, 231 20,412
33,038 Thomas W. Beauchamp._.__ 20, 389
32 gag J- T- Mayfleld 20,251 Loy Kilgore,
392430 Norman C. Sulser. 90,187 Joe Lee McMahon___.
32: aig James Ensor. 2p, 129 Kenneth Lindemann__

32,278 Total payees in county
31,712 3,616, 158
31, 462 _
Clawson Bldg., ¢/o C. Clark 31, 454 PECOS COUNTY
Richard & Jerry London.. 31,341 Ralph C. Dickson Charles A. Welnacht_ ... o -
Royce G. Welch 31, 338 Willlam R. Ramsey...
Philip C, Weatherly. .. —--oee-_ = 31,140 Trans Pecos Farms, Inc G. G. Passmore

Total payees in county (10) . 425, 566

Total payees in county (2) - 73,772

OLDHAM COUNTY
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C. J. Eesey- s
Frank Bounds.
Bobby ROGEISe - cccccemcmc—=ea

56, 147
55, 698
55, 341
55, 182
55, 182
54,915
b4, 714
b4, 174
52, 876
51, 827
51, 794
43, 614
43,614
43, 350
42, 487
41,995
41, 058
40, 421
39, T16
39, 6569
39, 384
36, 199
35,973
34, 861
34, 6550
33, 964
33,448
33, 291
33, 156
32, 836
31,778
31, 251
30, 980
30, 737
30, 457
30, 346
30, 084
30, 025
28, 649
27, 601
27,329
27, 281
25, 552
25,402
25, 354
24, 481
24, 348
24, 241
24, 090
24, 090
23, 529
22, 665
22, 134
21, 394
20, 975
20, 261
20, 155

Pecos P anc C Oe.,
West Texas P. C. A 5
Red Bird Farms

W. T. Lattner, Jr
Peppy McKinney
Christelle Mills

Jerry Jenkins

West Texas Farm Co
Cherry Draw Co

C. S. Hess and Son
Cherry Creek Farm
Chocolate Flats Farm Co-.-.
Raymond Beauchamp
Charles Spence
Garland Derword Rowe.
Evans Butler

Clem Crowley...-

R. V. Turnbough....
Broyles Pecos Farm.-._-
Jack Davis

Robert M. Owen
L. M. Collier__.._
Tom Passmore
J. 8. Wofford
Hermosa Farms, Inc
Robert R. Butler.
Charlie Taylor____
Louis D. McNeil__
Herbert H. Toone_
Roy Blahosky--
B. C. Eesey.__
Herman Bippes
Coy Nichol

Total payees in county (72) - 2, 987,535
REFUGIO COUNTY
35, 248
28, 572
25, 500
23, 823
23, 338
21, 460
21, 136
20, 984
20, 851
20, 768
20, 718

Roger Willlams
David Zabel___

Virginia H. Tatton
Charles J. Schindler

Total payees In county

262, 495

W. R. Holland

ROBERTSON COUNTY
Goodlands Farms, Inc

Vence Corpora.

John C. Reistino

Sam Degelia Bra e P

James H. Jones__.__
FPauline Doremus

Ned Fachorn
John W. Nigliagzo, Jr.
John W. Nigliazzo._ .

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

51,47
51,203
50, 542
46, 099
45,718
40, 079
36, 106
34, 044
31,946
30, 610
30, 387
30, 248
27, 891
27,818
26, 444
25, 271
25, 135
24,879
24, 184
23, 270
22,831

Gathan Reistino

Leon Anthony Denena.
Frank Sam Loria
Anthony L. Scamardo
Frank B. Seale Estate
3 D Farm & Ranch....
Pete L. Scamardo...
Luke Scamardo..

Ben Perrone_._.
Louise Muse___.

Joe Cotropia

Joe & Matt Salvaggio
Joe L. Collette

A. R. Albrecht

Total payees - in county
)

1,270, 284

ROCEKWALL COUNTY

A. R. Seabolt, Jr
Henry Zollner
Carlton D. Clinard..
Charles W. Holt....
Marvin Goodwin

30, 247
26, T47
23, 330
21,070
20, 125

Total payees In county (5) - 121,518

RUNNELS COUNTY
Bennie W. Wilde

Melvin R. Willlams

L. P, Schwertner___

Harvey E. Gully.

33, 890
23, 840
23, 782
23, 697
23, 1086
22,229
Walter B. Adamli.__ 22,137

172, 681

Total payees In county (7) -

RUSK COUNTY
Otho Morris

SAN PATRICIO COUNTY

Heirs of Jos. F. Green

Vahlsing Christina Corp....
Donald B. Horne

H. G. Ritchie, Jr.

Williams & Burkhardt

B AL o i
Floyd Webb, Jr__

H. G. Ritchle, Est

75,923
54,996
50, 269
50, 218
49,719
42, 093
39,972
38, 130
37, 184
36 ,234
386, 0565
34, T44
34, 497
32,964
32, 588
32,175
31, 462
31,348
30, 497
28, 983
28, 464
28,337
28, 155
28, 038
27,706
27, 694
27,425
26, 338
26, 070
26, 927
25, 445
25,444
25,176
24,771
24,616
24,232
23, 807
23,713

w.

George J. Ermis
Daniel P. Moore
Martin Sehneider
Jackson & Stripling
Charles H. Mayo
Stanley Webb, IIT
Thomas Ardel Setliff
0. L. Gorbet

R. C. Dillon

Chester B, Brittain
Homer C. Easterwood....
T. D. Threadgill, Jr
K. G. McKamey Est..
W. L. Shelburne, Jr___
Cecil Hart

Mercer I. Ivey
Floerke Bros

Beyer Bros

David Bevly

W. C. McDanlel. .o e eeae
W. D. Miller Farm

Howard H. Webb

7887

22, 500
22,5901
22,161
21,816
21, 685
21,421
21,277
20, 878
20,370
20,334
20,171
20, 103
20,073
20, 001

Dehnisch Bros &
Talt MOITOW.-cccuaaca S L S
Albert Kastner....
Edwin Schneider..
Clyde C. Mayo._.._
Woodrow Hart..__
Arlen Glen Jostes____
D. Randolph Rachal_
Charlie F. Spiekerman
Hattie Bell Ferguson.
Glenn Dorris

Stanley Webb, Jr__
Loree Svadlenak

Total payees in
1, 635, 489

BAN BABA COUNTY
Owen Brothers Cattle Co

SCHLEICHER COUNTY
James L. Powell
Virginia Bruton

Total payees in county (2) - 55, 330

SCURRY COUNTY

C. A, Daugherty
Billy Huddleston

60, 230
52,326
42,473
40, 431
37,994
37, 333
32, 862
32, 601
32, 069
31,020
30,171
29, 572
28, 980
27, 309
26, 350
25, 092
24, 876
24,024
23,813
23,378
22, 677
22, 156
21,534
20, 617
20, 194
20, 049

Dee Pylant___ 20, 047

Total payees in county (27)- 810, 268

SHACEELFORD COUNTY

Robert L. Reves, Sr.
Kenneth Hansen

SHERMAN COUNTY
Jimmy Cluck
R. M. Buckles Est.
Wood B. Cralg__._-

116, 362
46, 815
38, 323
37,423
35,

35, 345
35, 326
35, 050
34, 016
33,224
33, 080
31, 269
31, 160
30, 524
30, 498
30, 410
29,937
29, 262
29,241
28, 451
28, 238
28, 028
27,571
26, 817

Stratford Feed Yards, Inc_______
Dietrich & Gurley

Dean G. Cluck

Dick Diehl

Wallace N, Bridwell

Helen Buckles Est.
Wendell Stacy-
Everett Bros__.




7888

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Tezas—Continued

Arthur E. Judd

Cartrite Bros

Walter Lasley & Sons, Inc—._-

26, 131
25, 843
25, 204
25,271
25, 054
24, 850
24,390
24,345
24,131
23, 607
23, 252
22,159
21, 909
21, 885
21, 831
21, 820
21,779
21, 726
21, 567
21, 064

Ronald F. Engelbrecht
William R. Murrell

Spurlock Bros
Olen Branham
Paul Chesmer

Total payees In county

STARR COUNTY

James L. Sheerin

Valley Onions, Inc..... 57, 983
56. 660
32,221
22, 537
20, 760
20, 643

John A. Shuford
Robert M. Sheerin

Total payees in county (7)- 269,218

STERLING COUNTY

W. N. and L. R. Reed
Flavy E. Davis
Smith Brothers___._
Claude Collins, Jr

32,332
23, 766
23, 663
23,515

Total payees in county (4)- 208,176

STONEWALL COUNTY
Jim Rowland, Jr

SUTTON COUNTY

Sonora Research St
W. L. Morriss
Mayer Rousselot
Fred T. Earwood Est

SWISHER COUNTY
Warner Reid
B. Raymond Evans
Jack D.
Tyline N. Perry
8. A. Barrett____
Paul Hays...-
J. L. Francis...
Lloyd M. Hale
John N. Simpson, Jr
Corliss H. Currie___
Fowler E. McDaniel
L. G. Mahagan
Daryl R. Dixon..
H. O. Thompson..
Nelson Borchardt
T. C. Measles.._
Hoyet Burnam.._

J. Larry Nelson
Buck Garrett
J. D. Herndon

29,672

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Koy V. B

Lloyd C. Miller
Claude F. Harris__
Jack G. Foster_.
Glenn Terrell.__
Felix J. Boston_.
Curtis Latham__
D. E. McEachern..

Dr. Wm. B, Childress_
Melvin Young

Verlon Watson

Jack Thompson_._.__

A, Emmet Pittman____
R. W. McClure

August C. Falkenberg-
Victor Martin

Jake Jones

Wylie A. Byrd

Eugene Searsy

Glenn Jolly
John Hays
H. T. Copeland

James Vineyard
John Spilman

Total payees

TAYLOR COUNTY

Lawlis Y. Sipe
Ted McAninch

TERRELL COUNTY
Jack and Roy Deaton

Herbert Brown

Bell & Kenney.

Harrison Bros

RS L. &C INCa e e

TERRY COUNTY
Muldrow Farms.._.
Bonard Stice
T. B. Benson
Howard Hurd
Graham Swain
Foster Gin FM__
Charlie Caswell
Robert Baumgardner...
Harry Stice
Norman Caswell
Charles Ray Smith
Olane Caswell
Tommy Winn__
W. A. Fulford
L. L. Banta___.
Pat Ramseur

29, 477
28, 636
28, 533
27,9094
27,9014
27, 846
27,759
27,382
26, 976
26, 581
26, 539
26, 227
26, 222
26, 168
25, 749
25, 659
25, 290
25, 092
24, 982
24,374
24 258
24,187
24,182
23, 980
23, 440
23,031
22,902
22,817
22, 786
22, 768
22,608
22,588
22,532
21, 940
21, 828
21, 823
21,770
21,583
21,232
21,116
21, 042
21, 006
20, 959
20, 951
20,916
20,703
20, 688
20,614
20, 546
20, 255
20, 158
20,120

Total payees in county (2).- 77,755

45,072
34, 358
25,324
23, 302

March 9, 1972

David Auburg
H.J. & 8., Inc

John Shirley et al
M. E. Hinson
Keith Vandivere

Robert Beasley
Davls Beasley
Leon Clark

Milton Addison____
Melton Briscoe, Jr_
Loyd W. Yowell

N. R, Marchbanks, Jr_
Kenneth Purtell
George Welss

Forrest D. Spencer.__

Rex Wilkes

Mack Wilmeth
Donald Hancock....

J. Frank Jones

Carter Farms, Inec

Joe Joplin

Dell Jordan

J. C. Chambers

W. Wayne Lewis
Herman Wheatley, Jr-.

Jess McWherter

J. W. Christesson

Billy McCallister

G. W. Henson, Jr

Billy R. Jones

Bill W, Blackstock

C.R. FAITAr e i L
Odell L. Lowe.

Travis Farms, Inc_
Val Garner.
Carl Hogue____

Doyle Neighbors..

T. J. Christesson.
Thomas J. Webb..
Dale Andrews.._._.

Truman Hayes
Billy Timmons

J.

G. W. Dill

Joe W. Grimes
Jacky G. Bench

W. L. Stephens____
Homer C. Barron._._

Melvin Carroll____
L. M. Williams

49,971
48, 484
48,431
48, 286
48, 140
47,811
46, 769
45, 729
45, 069
44,514
43, 858
43, 087
42,891
42,872
432, 845
42, 670
42, 386
41, 291
40, 414
39, 612
39, 487
39,217
38,934
38,415
37,323
36,975
36, 452
36, 217
35, 197
34, 720
34,644
34, 029
33,848
34, 687
33, 587
33, 387
33, 159
32, 930
32, 598
32,071
31,846
31, 646
31, 430
31,285
31,088
30, 920
30, 789
30, 736
30, 599
30, 470
30, 470
30, 468
30, 263
30, 182
29, 752
29, 414
29, 119
28, 814
28,739
28, 677
28, 648
28, 432
28, 315
28, 289
28, 066
27,991
27,809
27,749
27, 544
27,450
27, 383
27, 065
26, 844
26, 401
25, 902
25, 693
25, 585
25, 6561
25, 304
25,217
25, 154
25, 040
24, 996




March 9, 1972

Kermitt Shults
Geo. L. Sullivan, Jr_

23, 877
23, 871
23,822
23, 643
23, 604
23, 600
23, 585
23, 532
23,300
22,943
22, 865
22, 668
22, 421
22,271
22,201
22,002
21,990
21,948
21,785
21, 706
21, 667
21,483
21, 265
21, 256
21,137
20,985
20, 905
20, 768
20, 712
20, 613
20, 608
20, 562
20, 544
20, 509
20, 480
20, 442
20, 4186
20, 401
20,353
20,316
20, 161
20, 025

L. P, Joplin
R. D. Jones, Jr.__
Burton F. Foshee

Graves Nelson._..__
Merlin Speed

Q. C. Cattle Co., Inc
Tommy Brashears__

M. W. Baccus

Edward L. McCutcheon
Gene Newsom

James E, Thurma

Bill Eeesee
Truett Flache____
Ralph Spain

R. H. Clements
Raymond Vardeman._
Hugh Clark

Gary McCallister.
M. R. Paddack...
Vietor Watts____
Cecll Cowan
Dennis Givens, Jr.
J. W. Cooper__._.__
Monroe Rowden
Total payees Iin t
4, 844, 733

TOM GREEN COUNTY

B. R. Weatherford
Dewey Parmer, Jr.
Edwin J. Wilde___
C. M, Arrott
Fenton A, Wilde
Bill Pfluger
Ripple Brothers Part
A. Phinney, Jr
Richard Book
Leon Kiesling
Lewis R. Runion._
Dorval D. Lee____
Robert Lee Vidler.
Jimmy Brenek
Edwin A. Book
Otto W. Dierschke

44, 966
33,578
32,274
30, 467
30, 021
29, 685
27, 522
27, 024
28, B89
25, 946
23,871
23, 306
23, 1056
22, 066
21, 406
20, 500
Total

payees in county

TRAVIS COUNTY

Wilburn Burklund
Clyde Lundgren._.
Fred Lundgren, Jr

36, 724
27,743
20, 047

Total payees In county (3) - 84,514

UPTON
E. F. Noelke Ranch Co
Robert Latzel

Ray R. Barrett, Jr

COUNTY

26, 145
24, 801
23,879

74, 825

Total payees in county (3)-

UVALDE COUNTY

Dolph Briscoe, Jr
Ellizabeth Raney
Jesse Raney

Harvey Gulley & Son

B YoUNg ccici e —s o
Burger Bros

52, 544
32,402
23, 367
22, 752

22,048
21, 346

Total payees In county (6) -

174, 459

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

VAL VERDE COUNTY

W. H. Wardlaw

Hutto Brothers

Kelly Ranch
Davenport Brothers__..
Double R Ranches
Charlie F. Hinds

Jim Bob Altizer
Continental Ranch Co

56, 175
45, 387
37,419
31, 566
29, 965
24,107
22,274
20, 915

Total payees in county (8)- 267, 898

VAN EANDT COUNTY
Thurman J. Miles

VICTORIA COUNTY
William B. Bayer

WALKER COUNTY
Texas Dept. of Corr

WARD COUNTY

Bluford A. Thornton
W. I. Winter.

Total payees in county (2)-

WHARTON COUNTY
Wendel, Inc
W. D. McMillan
Mahallte Bros

41, 588
37, 386
31, 108
28, 537
28, 504
26,778
25, 400
25,178
24,073
23, 403

Ralph Petersen
Heyne Brothers
Curtis H. Jensen
Total payees in county (10) 291, 953

WHEELER COUNTY
J. M. Tindall

Raymond Moore

A. W. Burrell

29, 568

21, 451

21,329

20, 315

Total payees in county (4). 92, 663
WICHITA COUNTY

Montgomery & Crumpler

H. C. Preston Est___

Rayford Young

34, 347
24, 530
22,869

Total payees in county (3) - 81, 736

WILBARGER COUNTY

W. T. Waggoner Trust Est T2, 830
38,474
33, 736
29, 856
29,104
28, 895
22, 732
21, 535
21,313
21, 156
20, 432
20,318

360, 381

67, 300
67, 037
65, 272
62,311
61, 450
60, 240
54,996
54, 157
54, 156
52, 631
52,515
45, 197
44, 187
42,775
42, 380

Tommy Funk___

Wayne Labar..__

Alden Johnson... . ccccacaccac e
James Whitfield

Chester A. Johnson

Yturria Farms

Vassberg Bros

Lagerstam Farms,
Willamar Farms, INCeoeeccacaacaa
W. Don Stone

Curtis L. Roberts

D. C. & Ted Parham, Ptns

Weldon Haynes

J & L Properties

Swanberg Twins

John Wreden. . ceeeao. .
A. J. Shew
Virgil D. Oakes_.__

G. M. & C. Ring

G. F. McGee & Sons
Lloyd M. Funk.

Monty Stewart

D. V. & J. T. Mayo Ptns
James M. Lucas

Fred Klostermann.
Brite Hart

J. A, Penningto:

Paul Meers

Cooley Farms

Chas. Wetegrove Co

M. B. Bourne, Jr
Donzld Florence

WILLIAMSON COUNTY

Stiles Farm Foundation
Ed Carlson, Jr.
Telander Bros__._

Billy Turner

Total payees in county (4)-

7889

40, 565
38,944
36, 894
36, 487
35, 866
34,713
33,134
32, 700
30,915
30,111
30, 035
29, 962
26, 768
26, 163
25, 367
24, 545
24, 002
23, 530
23, 068
22, 791
232, 467
22, 402
22, 357
22, 024
21, 463
21, 343
21,311
20, 731
20, 658
20, 448
20, 440
20, 285
20, 048

113, 053

YOAKUM COUNTY

Wheeler Robertson.
Alton Billings
Grady Warren

Bill Moore

Tommy Billings____

Olen Edwards_._._
Phil Addison..._.

R. G. Hartmar__
I. W. Bailey
Mont Hamm
James W. Warren
Louls Eubanks
Bobby Balley
Robert A. Long--

Wendell Norman..
Billy J. Smith__
C. Loran Gayle__

L. D. Hamm, Jr_.
Robert Hamm
Raymond Crain

W. M. Nelson
Yoakum Farm Co
Dallas Brewer

T. A. Elmore___.
T. D. Roberts
Donald Ray Lackey-
Earl Kiser

Rayford E. Bearden.

Alvin Joiner....

66, 535
65, 335
63, 229
62, 232
59, 739
b9, 672
59, 395
57,339
54, 815
50, 403
45, 566
44,133
43, 087
42,408
41,904
41,311
40, 659
38,011
37. 836
35, 395
34, 504
33,001
32, 660
32, 485
30, 828
30, 580
29, 434
28, 776
28. 602
28, 446
27,970
26, 845
26, 552
26, 104
25, 928
25, 747
25, 702
24, 987
24,854
23, 646
23, 115
22, 699
22, 113
22,084
21, 840
21, 627
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1971 ASCS and Great Plaing program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Tezas—Continued

Billy Winn

Homer T. Sudderth_.

21, 237
21,131
20, 549
20, 532
20, 464
20, 361

ZOUNG COUNTY
F. Dwight Hamilton, Jr

ZAVALA COUNTY
Norment Foley
Mayfair Minerals
Malcolm A, Maedgen, Jr.
Batesville Farming
Leslie H. Laffere

21,748

Total payees in county (7)- 249, 967

Total payees In State

(3,989) 127, 217, 633

1971 ASCS and Great Plains Program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezxcluding
loans—Utah

BOX ELDER COUNTY

Selman & Goring

Curlew L&L

Delbert Holmgren

Oleen Garn & Sons
Wayne & Dallas Sandall__
Norman Grover
Laurence G. Whitney
Dennis Petersen

32, 885
32, 345
31, 507
30,343
29,210
27, 245
25,083
23, 648
22,245
20, 871
20, 678

Total payees In county (11)_ 296, 070
CACHE COUNTY
Lee & Leona Pritchett

JUAB COUNTY
Wilson Brothers

MILLARD COUNTY
Triple C. Farms

MORGAN COUNTY
Charles R. Eippen

SALT LAKE COUNTY
Desert Lvst, Co. Inc
Thousand Peaks Lvstk, Co.
Thayne Acord
Jones Brothers
22, 507
20, 670
20, 642

Alonzo H. Freeman
Leo M. Bertagnole
Total payees in county (7)- 274, 625

UINTAH COUNTY
Meagher Sheep Co

UTAH COUNTY
Richard Greenhalgh

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Ralph Davis
Maurine D, Childs 20, 212

Total payees in county (5) - 140, 817

WASATCH COUNTY
Smith Lamb Producers
Bert T. Coleman
Robert F. Clyde

23, 497
20, 229

Total payees in county (3) - 68, 915

WASHINGTON COUNTY

WEBER COUNTY
Wilson Beef and Lamb Co.
Lloyd Keller Corp

Clarence M. Keller

Total payees in county (3) -

Total payees in State (35).. 1, 161, 091

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Virginia

CHESAPEAKE COUNTY

V. L. Whedbee

VIRGINIA BEACH COUNTY
Frank T. Williams

47, 733

Total payees in State (2) .-

1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Washington

ADAMS COUNTY

Columbia Prcducers, Inc

Donald Damon Est

D. E. Phillips

Hutterian Brethren, Inc..

Robert V. Phillips

Ralph Gering & Sons

Robert A. Franz

Richard L. Kagel¢

Gilbert Brothers

58, 097
56, 102
55, 833
55, 420
55, 337
50, 809
46, 341
38, 720
36, 804
35,951
34, 320
33 134
33, 034
32, 658
30, 292
29,474
28, 395
28, 395
28, 206
27, 943
26, 928
25, 963
25,387
24,475
24, 363
23, 888
23, 611
23,002
23, 001
22, 906
22, 698
22,273

Henry J. Franz
Murlen Jensen

D. E. Phillips Ranch, Inc.
Rex T. Lyle
Elwyn Lyle___

Elmer Scheesler and Sons.
Victor R. Franz

Total payees in county (38) - 1, 211, 584

ASOTIN COUNTY
Morley D. Grothe
Houser & Sons, Inc

Total payees in county (2)-

BENTON COUNTY

Bi-County Farms
Mercer Ranches, Inc

123, 794

March 9, 1972

43, 521
38,422
35. 129
31, 221
30,475
30, 151
26,218
24, 459
23, 782
23,222
21,934
21,908
21,341
20, 900
20, 771
20, 365

Vollmer-Bayne
Bateman Bros
Gould Brothers
Horrigan Inv, Co
Wirth Brothers
Horrigan Farms
Bafus White, Inc
Emerson L. Eby
Eenneth Lee Smith
Allen C. Deffenbaugh..._._
Carl L. Smith

Earl Walker

R. P. Nicoson Ranch

Van Klinken Brothers
John Wiley
Tocal payees in county (18). 530, 565

COLUMBIA COUNTY
Conrad E. Tucker
Mead Ranch
Richard Archer_._
Eslick Farms____
Dallas W. Long.
Donohue Farms, Inc
David Archer

R. F. Young
Ellsworth Conover.
Thorn, Inc

Robert Patton

44, 094
33,173
32,372
27,949
26, 711
24,518
24, 292
24, 269
23, 656
21, 566
20,512
Total payees in county (11) . 303, 112

DOUGLAS COUNTY
State of Washington
Russell Hunt
Nelson Brothers....
Josh Barnes & Son...
Dezellem Farms, Inc.
Howard Jorgensen.._.

205, 602
29,129
29, 117
24,872
23, 797
21, 508
21, 262
20, 654
20, 358

E. John Isaak____
Howard N. Long
Total payees in county (9) .- 396,297

FREANKLIN COUNTY

Wm. Geo. Harder
Herron Bros

William V. Casper._
Maynard Bailie

Melvin Moore and Sons
EKenneth Owsley

Lyle W. Nefl, Inc

J. H. Elundt & Sons.
Jimmie McCary

Wiibur Dent, Jr.
Bauermeister Brothers.
Lloyd K. Cochrane__
L. V. Dougherty....
Cook Brothers

John V. Fisher

Francis Havlina__
Richard Hart

43, 826
40, 122
34, 162
30, 058
28, 949
27, 643
27,129
26, 480
22, 751
22,382
22, 159
21, 647
20, 296
20, 957
20, 951
20, 946
20, 149

451, 307

———

Total payees in county (7)-

GARFIELD COUNTY

Klaveano Ranches, Inc
John E. Elsensohn_._
Wayne Beale

A, E. Blachly_

Pearl Gwinn

32, 816
29, 676
24, 449
22, 295
20, 604

Total payees in county (5)- 129,840

David Stevens
Kelley Brothers

Lourence Dormalier.

38, 060
37, 146
36, 169
35, 046
32,171
31, 250
30, 149
25, 444
24, 782
24, 762
24, 743
23,481
23, 091

Higginbotham Brothers
Bob Zimmerman

Art Schorzman
Ruth Barbre

S and C Ranching
Pete Perez, Sr_.
Howard Morgan
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Total payees in county (22) .

KITTITAS COUNTY
Cone Livestock Co

ELICEITAT COUNTY

Robert Andrews. - .c.cceee- LT
Robert Imrie

Total payees in county (2)-

LINCOLN COUNTY

Rockdale Farms /P/____
A. Bodeau and Sons____
Lewis Kagele

L. SBheffels & Son, Inc
Wilbur Security Co.___
Pfeifer Brothers /P/_.___
E. and D. Phillips, Inc..
The Sheffels Co., Inc____
Edna Deptuch

Hardung,

Lyka Corporation

Attle L. Turner

Robert A. Kramer.

Carl E. & George W. Mielke /P/_.
Robert Rieth

Gary W. Geib.

Dewane 8. Buddrius
Alvin D. Fink

(25

SPOKANE COUNTY

Osborne Belsby
Miller Bros

Cornwall Farms
Bell & Bell, Inc

Total payees in county (4) -

WALLA WALLA COUNTY

K2H Farms, Inec

Kent Land Co., Inc_.
Grote Farms, Inc.._.
Kenneth Smith

John H. Rea

Robison L. and L. Co
Lonneker Farms. Inc
Erwin Bros

Twain Boomer.._.
Matt Lyons. . _____._
Schwerin Farms, Inc..
Phillip Anderson
Foundation Farm, Inc

Allen D. Struthers.._
Tompkins & Sons..

Harold V. Gorham_._
Fred Sherry

Dwelley Jones____
Emeral Duncan__
Fred J. Kimball._
Mervin Deruwe.__
Henry V. Zuger

Peterscn Bros
Robert D. Frazier
Ernest Gluck
Marvin Tucker

57,350

22, 980
22,683
22, 240
22, 163
21, 768
21,401
21,100
20, 861
20, 018

580, 588

28,417

30, 943
30, 526
30, 039
29, 440
28, 797
28, 140
27,926
26, 650
28, 555
26, 339
24, 937
24, 588
24, 417
23, 803
23,281
23,117
22, 592
22,074
21, 882
21, 855
21, 532
21, 303
20, 488
20,311

25, 758
21,834
20, 605

112, 123

29. 026
35, 148
34, 849
33, 754
33, 434
32, 987
31,652
31, 463
31, 400
29, 308
28,959
28, 748
28, 180
27,251
26, 364
26, 267
26, 128
25, 646
25, 035
24, 606
24, 548
24, 262
24, 090
23, 259

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

23, 263
23, 122
22, 665
22, 478
22,472
22,423
22,372
22,369
22,123
22,116
21,974
21,671
21,356
21,321
20, 711
20, 504
20,474

Universal Land, SN, RI_
Eugene Valaer

K & R Walters___
Wallace Evans

Albert F., Kibler and Son
Hofer Bros

A. Fred Zuger

H. Vincent and W. Johnson
Blacklaw Bros

Van I. Walkley.._._

Gar Ran, Inc

John S, Anderson

Total payees in county (47) - 1, 485, 789
WHITMAN COUNTY
McGregor Land & Livestk Co____
Pftaf Bros., Inc
Glen Miller
Gordon Miller-___
Clinton Miller_._.
Harold Boyd.._..
Hinderer Bros
Richard E. Despain
Urgel Bell
Bennett Lnd. Co
Maley Land & Livestock
Boyd & Sons
Clark Farms ¢ Asa Clark
Glorfield Bros., Jack & Benny...

94, 044
53, 673
47, 205
46, 975
46,975
42, 347
40, 351
38, 218
37, 544
33, 836
33, 725
30,912
30, 686
30, 363
30, 234
20, 969
28, 781
28, 527
27, 905
27, 892
26, 044
24, 467
23,431
23, 395
23, 185
22,990
232, 957
22,933
22, 865
22, 792
22, 759
22, 641
22,216
21, 531
21,429
21, 169
20, 891
20, 653
80, 626
20,301
20, 110

Virgil Klaveano,
R. Paul Cocking

James EKnott

Jackson W. Smith, Inc
Earl Crowe

Roy Smith Est
Herbert Camp & SOD5-acaa---
Lehn Brothers

Harold H. Bmick.
Maley Farms, Inc
Crow Farms, Inc
Sodorffi Farms, Inc
Henry Fisher

Harp Brothers

Ploneer Stk & Grain Farm, Inc...
David Gfeller.._____.__ e A A

1, 249, 545

34,330
27, 616
23, 517
23,240
23, 217
21,639
21, 287

Total payees In county (7). 173, 846

Total payees in State (249). 7,364, 315

1971 ASCS and great plains program pay-
ments of $20000 or moere—Excluding
loans—Wisconsin

COLUMBIA COUNTY

DANE COUNTY

Stoughton Farms, Inc
William F. Renk and Sons, Inc...

66, 247

Tutal payees in county (2)-

BACINE COUNTY
Charles H. Eulper

ROCK COUNTY
Stuart Rahberg

Total payees in State (5)-- 135,270

1971 ASCS and great plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or more—Ezcluding
loans—Wyoming

BIG HORN COUNTY
C. A. Lewis Estate
Harry Grabbert
Total payees in county (2). 101,793
CAMPBELL COUNTY

Wagon Hammer L. & L
Taylor Ranch

58, 0657

Total payees in county (2)- 88, 832

CARBON COUNTY
Roechelle Livestock Co.
Anderson Farms Inc
Palm Livestock Co.
Buzzard Ranch
Four Mile Sheep Co
P. H. Livestock Co
Louis Larsen Sheep Co. Inc
Swanson & Johnson
Elmer G. Peterson
Stratton Sheep Co
Sandstone 3heep Co
Chace Bros
Miller Estate Co
Cronberg Bros. Inc
Stanley Jolley

Total payees in county (15) .

CONVERSE COUNTY

Smith Sheep Co
Ogalalla Ranch Co

Total payees in county (5) .- 196, 860

Total payees in county (2)- 52, 237

GOSHEN COUNTY
Red Cloud Cattle Co.

JOHNSON COUNTY
Harriet Brothersaoo oo

Iberlin Brothers._
Van Irvine

Sussex Ditch Co_
Moore Ranch Co
Peter Meike & Sons
Smith Brothers
Miller Livestock

Total payees in county

Ardic Inv

Leroy Goertz
Warren Livestock
Henry Jessen

Total payees in county (4)- 119, 760

.
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1971 ASCS and Great Plains program pay-
ments of $20,000 or wmore—Ezxcluding
loans—Washington—Continued

LINCOLN COUNTY

Thompson Land & Livestock Co--

Bagley Livestock Co

86, 105
29, 366
27,181
26, 427
Nelson Sheep Company-—----- e 25, 084

Total payees in county (6) - 194,113

NATRONA COUNTY
Diamond Ring Ranch
Coffman Ranch Co--
Irvine Bros
Rochelle Sheep Co-.
Herman Werner
Willow Creek Co

60, 469
47, 399
44,172
43, 476
41, 005
37, 898
29, 358
28, 510
25, 756
25, 045
23,134
21,962

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Subcommittee No. 4 of the House Com-
mittee on the Judiciary will hold a series
o public hearings on H.R. 13315, to
amend title 28 of the United States Code
to provide for the dissemination and use
of criminal arrest records in a manner
that insures their security and privacy.
These hearings will commence with testi-
mony .rom Hon. Nicholas Katzenbach,
vice president and general counsel, IBM
Corp., Thursday, March 16, 1972 at 9:00
a.m. Room 2237 Rayburn House Office
Building. Additional witnesses will be
scheduled to testify at later dates.

Those wishing to testify or to submit
statements for the record should address
their requests to the Committee on the
Judiciary, U.S. House of Representatives,
Room 2137 Rayburn House Office Build-
ing, Washington, D.C 20515.

NIOBRARA COUNTY

Boner Brothers__ .- _.--.. o 28, 830

PARK COUNTY

Hunt Oll Company. 20, 023

SHERIDAN COUNTY

45, 008
22,722

67, 730

Total payess in county (2) -

SWEETWATER COUNTY

Green River Ls. Co

Midiand Livestock Co

G. & E. Livestock, Inc._.._.. e
Magagna Brothers

Mau Livestock Co., Inc

52,313
50, 745
43,441
35,889
35, 481
34,303
29, 786
27,807

Total payees in county (8). 309, 855

TUNITA COUNTY

Arthur M. Larson.___
Painter & Company._..
Cook Sheep Company
Victor Powers.

J. Grant & D. A. Broadbent

28, 069
25, 825
25, 761
24,076
20, B65

Total payees In county (5). 124, 596

WASHAKIE COUNTY

59, 984
37,214
28, 344

Monler Sheep Co._. 26, 717

Total payees In county (4). 152, 250

Total payees in State (80) .. 2, 727, 036

ANNOUNCEMENT OF dEARINGS ON
H.R. 13315, TO PROVIDE FOR THE
DISSEMINATION AND USE OF
CRIMINAL ARREST RECORDS IN A
MANNER THAT INSURES THEIR
SECURITY AND PRIVACY

HON. DON EDWARDS
OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to announce that

MATTERS MARINE—PILOT COURSE
IN OCEANIC STUDIES A HUGE
SUCCESS

HON. F. EDWARD HEBERT

OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I want to
insert in the Recorp a column written by
Capt. Thomas L. Lewis, U.S. Navy, re-
tired, about a pilot course in oceanic
studies.

Captain Lewis writes a regular column
for the Times-Picayune entitled, “Mat-
ters Marine.”

I think this column about this impor-
tant program will be of interest.

The column follows:

Pror CoursE IN OCEAN STUDIES A HUGE

Success

SCHOOL TO OFFER CLASS ON REGULAR BASIS

(By Capt. Thomas L. Lewis, U.S. Navy,
retired)

A report from the University of Virginia
says its president, Dr. Edgar F. Shannon Jr.,
has announced because of the success of its
pilot course in oceanic studies, “Humanities
of the sea"—the first of its kind in the
United States . . . it will be offered on a
regular basis in Northern Virginia beginning
next month and expanded for the future.

The course is the first “credit course” of
its kind in the country. It has been con-
ducted on an experimental basis in recent
months by the University’s School of Gen-
eral Studies through its Center for Continu-
ing Education at Falls Church, Va.

Co-sponsored by the Oceanic Educational
Foundation, the report notes that the lec-
turers have included the leading experts In
maritime and oceanic studies in the United
States.

Included among the lecturers for the sem-
ester beginning Feb. 9 (for the course taught
at George Mason College in Fairfax) will be
George E. Lowe, coordinator of environmen-
tal education for the U.S. Office of Education;
Rep. Willlam R. Anderson, D-Tenn., who be-
came the first undersea explorer of the North
Pole when he commanded the submarine
USS Nautilus.

Also, Helen Delich Bentley, chairman of
the Federal Maritime Commission; Robert E.
Able, director of the National Sea Grant Pro-
gram; and other scholars in the field.

The pilot course which ends this month
was developed, the UV report says, to intro-
duce the new discipline of economlic educa-
tion to the American educational system.
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Dr. Shannon said, “It immediately became
oversubseribed, reflecting the mounting in-
terest in oceanic study. The reaction of stu-
dents and lecturers makes it evident that
there is an increasing need for a number of
courses to provide intellectual insight into
the world's oceans and man's inereasing de-
pendence upon the environment of the sea.”
Already approved for this fall semester is a
companion course, “The Science of the Seas.”

“THE WORLD OCEAN"'

The university will also organize a credit
course for Independent study. Dr. Shannon
sald it i1s called “The World Ocean” and is
in its School of General Studies, the univer-
sity’s state-wide division that offers con-
tinuing higher education programs,

Also, a course for public schools called
“Teaching the World O¢ean,” 1s being devel-
oped by the School of Education for its sum-
mer session this year at Charlottesville, Va.

According to UV’s report, the university
already offers masters and doctoral degrees
in marine sclence through its department
of marine sclence in assoclatlon with the
Virginia Institute of Marine Sclence at
Glouster Point,

The president of the Oceanic Educational
Foundation, Palen Flagler of New York,
looking to the future, remarked, “Based on
the outstanding results of this ploneering
program and the future plans developed by
President Shannon, I hope that long-range
developments would Include degrees in hu-
manistic oceanic education and studies to
complement science-resource-research stud-
ies in oceanography.

“In the long term I foresee creation of a
center of oceanic advancement on the
grounds of the university which would bring
scholars together in a multi-disciplinary pur-
suit of the potential of the oceans toward
the betterment of mankind. Certainly there
is a need for a maritime industrial park that
could very well be established in the State
of Virginia,”

OCEANIC SCHOLARS

Dr. Shannon suggested that a major step
in developing a comprehensive program in
the humanities of the sea would be the es-
tablishment of a professorship at the univer-
sity and that this chair would enable the
university to bring oceanic scholars to Char-
lottesville to teach at all levels.

“It is Increasingly apparent that all levels
of teaching must afford expanded opportu-
nities for students to gain knowledge of the
oceans. Here in Virginia, manifestly a mari-
time state, we recognize our unique respon-
sibility,” he sald.

He noted that persons who enrolled in the
weekly classes of the first semester of the
pllot course included educators, representa-
tives from industry and government (includ-
ing the Congress) and also private cltizens.
He said some were in it because of their rec-
reational interests in the oceans.

Lecturers for the course, the report notes,
are Gilven M. Slonim, course coordinator and
vice president of the Oceanic Educational
Foundation; Dr. Vincent Davis, director of
the Patterson School of Diplomacy and In-
ternational Commerce at the University of
Kentucky;

Wayne A. Wallace, associate professor of en-
vironmental sciences at the University of
Virginia; Raymond J. McHugh, Washington
bureau chief of the Copley News Service; Dr.
John R. Thomas, project director of Soviet
studies for the Research Analysis Corpora-
tion; Dr. Sheldon W. Simon, a political sclen-
tist at the University of Eentucky;

Dr. H. Douglass Sessums, chalrman, curric-
ulum in recreation administration at the
University of North Carolina, and Dr. Horace
M. Kallen, professor emeritus of philosophy
at the New School of Social Research.

In addition, Sen. Claiborne Pell, D-R.I., a
congressional leader in the field of oceanic
programs, will hold a seminar in May.




March 9, 1972

NEW LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS: A
MAJOR BUDGET CONTINGENCY

HON. GEORGE H. MAHON

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, like all
budgets, the President’s fiscal 1973
budget comprises a package of plans,
proposals, and projections. The budget
totals—the reestimated fiscal 1972 totals
and the tentative fiscal 1973 totals—in-
clude dollar amounts based on such
plans, proposals, and projections, both as
to new appropriations proposed—tech-
nically called new budget authority—and
as to projected budget expenditures—
technically called budget outlays.

One part of the budget package is the
new legislative proposals recommended—
the items that generally first require
consideration by various legislative com-
mittees—and subsequently the House
and Senate—prior to the materialization
of specific budget requests for funds to
be considered by the Committees on Ap-
propriations. How Congress reacts to
these proposals—or its failure to act—
obviously impacts on the budget and the
final budget results for the fiscal year or
years involved.

I refer only to new legislative pro-
posals. There are many annual authori-
zation bills for ongoing programs under
existing law that must also be processed.
Those are not dealt with here.

I am inserting for the information of
Members and others a tabulation of all
such new legislative proposals as iden-
tified in the 1973 budget submitted on
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January 24. They involve both the cur-
rent fiscal year 1972 budget totals and
those for the forthcoming fiscal year 1973
which begins July 1 next.

For fiscal 1972 these budget proposals
for new legislation involved—

New budget authority in fiscal year
1972 of $4,026,017,000; and

Estimated budget outlays in fiscal year
1972 of $2,661,248,000.

For fiscal 1973, they involve—

New budget authority in fiscal year
1973 of $10,041,155,000; and

Estimated budget outlays in fiscal year
1973 of $10,456,473,000.

As the tabulation discloses, they in-
volve a wide range of programs—general
and special revenue sharing; reform of
the military retirement system; emer-
gency school assistance; the social secur-
ity program; and others. Some involve
large amounts, others do not.

A handful of the legislative proposals
involve reductions rather than increases,
and those reductions are cranked into
the overall budget totals. In the fiscal
vear 1973 totals, they are about $1.3 bil-
lion in budget authority and about $1.5
billion in outlays. Failure of Congress to
accept such proposals would have the
effect of increasing the budget.

GENERAL REVENUE SHARING

The largest single dollar amount in
these budget proposals for new legisla-
tion relates to general revenue sharing—
about half of the 1973 totals and con-
siderably more than half of the revised
1972 totals. More significantly, Mr.
Speaker, the general revenue sharing
proposal contemplates a bill that would
not only authorize the program but would
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also actually make the appropriation,
automatically, each year without the re-
quirement for any further appropriation
action by the Congress.

Enactment of any such revenue shar-
ing proposal would further increase the
so-called relatively uncontrollable ex-
penditures in the budget—already ac-
counting for about 71 percent of budget
outlays—and thus further erode, as a
very practical matter, the flexibility of
the Congress to annually adjust and fix
priorities to meet changing conditions
and needs.

For the 6-year period, fiscal 1972-77,
the budget estimates a total of $33,800,-
000,000 for general revenue sharing, be-
ginning with $2.5 billion in fiscal 1972
and escalating to some $7.5 billion in
fiscal 1977.

BIX-YEAR COST PROJECTION, NEW LEGISLATION

A complete list of 6-year projected
costs of legislative proposals for major
new and expanded programs in the 1973
budget is in table 16, at pages 540-542,
of the 1973 budget.

The Director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, George Shultz, told the
Committee on Appropriations on Janu-
ary 24:

For all practical purposes, the Government
is very much on the spot. We must face more
squarely the longer-range implications of
decisions. We can no longer accept proposals
because “they do not cost much in the first
year,” Whenever & new program is proposed,
that program must be important enough to
warrant taking something else out of the
budget or lmportant enough to warrant a
tax increase.

I include a tabulation of the pro-
posals:

1973 BUDGET, ITEMS PROPOSED FOR LATER TRANSMITTAL UNDER PROPOSED LEGISLATION

[in thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year 1972

Fiscal year 1973

Budget
authority

Outlays

Budget

autho ﬁty Outlays

Fiscal year 1972 Fiscal year 1973

Budget
authority

Budget
authority Qutlays Outlays

Executive Office of the President: Council
on International Economic Policy . . --

Funds appropriated to the President:1 in-
ternational financial institutions

1,130

10, 000

980 1,341

910, 000

1,316
103, 000

Department of Agriculture:
ederal Crop Insurance Corporation:
Administrative and operating ex-

i
Direct loan account
Agricultural credit insurance fund. ___

—20,158
20, 158

Social Security Administration:
Payments to social security trust funds
Social security trust funds:

|ncreasas and tax base and rate

TolaL HEW. - . . . ..
Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
t: Urban c ity devel t

b
175, 000
Benefit

4,020, 000
350, 000

4,29, 371

revenue sharing

Total, Agriculture...._...........

Department of Commerce: Maritime Ad-
n::ijn;isiraﬁnn: Operating-differential sub-
sidies

Bureau of Indian Affairs:
Resources management. _
Revolving fund for loans.

Territorial

Department of Defense:
All-volunteer Armed Force.
Military retirement systems reform

Pacific Islands. ... ...

tions, and research__

Total, Defense

Dspatriment of Health, Education, and Wel-
are:
Food and Drug Adm:n!s‘trahon
Food, drug, and product saf
Health Services and Menhl Haa th Admin.
istration:
Hsaith services planning and develop-

ent
O‘I’ﬁ:e nl Education:
Education revenue sharing
Emergency school assistance. ...
Higher education

IF

Smlal and Rehabilitation Service:
Grants to States for public assistance
Social and rehabilitation services

Footnotes at end of table.

Footnotes at end of article.

Corporation

revenue sharing..._.....

Total, Interior: - .- .

Department of State: International Bound-
ary and Water Commission: Construction.

Department of Transportation:
Railroad Administration: Federal grants
to the MNational Railroad Passenger

Department of the Treasury: General

Environmental Protection Agency - Opera-
tions, research, and facilities

490, 000

Department of the Interior: Bureau of
Land Management: Manasement of
land and resources....._.... -

10, 000
4,000
1,000

ffairs: Trust territory of the

1,000
4,000
7,000
27,000

Geological Survey: Surveys, investiga-

Bureau of Mines: Conservation and
development of mineral resources_._____._____ . ... _....

12, 881 4,345

Federal

65,000
5,000, 000
22,000

170,000
-.--.. 2,500,000

105, 000
2,250,000

5,300, 000
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1973 BUDGET, ITEMS PROPOSED FOR LATER TRANSMITTAL UNDER PROPOSED LEGISLATION—Continued

[in thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year 1972

Fiscal year 1973

Budget
authority

Outlays

Budget

author'ty Outlays

Fiscal year 1972

Budget
authority

Fiscal year 1973

Budget

2
Outlays authority Outlays

Ve'lela ns' Adi mlmmahon

25,000
Rn hustrneﬂt heneﬁts 54,100
Medical care. . :
Medical administration and miscellane-
ous operating expenses
General operating expenses..

Grants for construction of State extended

care facilities

25,000
143,100

Other Independent Agencies;
151, 700
163,300

15, 945

151, 700
167,300
15, 945

155 155
—1,000 —1,0C0

] R G B L

or the Performing Arts
Water Resources Council

Total, VA.......

332,800 334,100

mbia
Fedsral cuntnhu!mn to the Washinglon
Metropolitan Area Transit Authority. .
Payment to the John F. Kennedy Center

Total, other independent

Federal payment to the District of Col-

1,000 1,000 22,000
8,481

1, 500
1,000

32,981

12,000
8,481
1,500

800

1, 500

2,500 22,781

——————————| Total, items proposed for later transmittal

under proposed legislation

4,026,017 2,661,248 10,041,155 10,456, 473

! The budget for “E ion of

pm sal is not included in

the lenninauun of mlarast &ayments and the cancellal:on of remaining borrowing authomg The
above list, since it does not affect budget authority or net bu

'* legislation which provides for

dget

ys. For further details, see p. 107 of the Appendix 1o the Budget.

Source of table: Office of Management and Budget, January 1972,

TO WALK THE STREETS
SAFELY

HON. JAMES H. SCHEUER

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. SCHEUER. Mr. Speaker, in 1969,
I authored a book, “To Walk the Streets
Safely,” about modern techniques for
dealing with predatory crime. This book
was the result of the very great impact
that crime and the fear of crime were
having upon the lives and the emotions
of my constituents. The effect was so
great that I spent several years inves-
tigating the ways in which modern tech-
nology could be applied to help in the
fight against crime, and the book was a
product of those investigations.

Now, some 3 years later, I find that
from my constituents’ point of view, the
situation has not changed very much.
The crime statistics still demonstrate an
intolerable increase in the number of
crimes against the person, and in my own
district during the past 60 days alone, I
attended the funerals of a woman killed
in her apartment, a businessman killed
in his shop, and a police officer killed in
the streets.

We in the Congress have attempted to
deal with the problem through legisla-
tion. We have enacted several bills over
the years designed to deal with crime and
the havoce it is creating.

Of these legislative measures, great
hope was expressed for the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968. This act established the Law En-
forcement Assistance Administration
which was designed to provide funds to
the States to help them improve their
law enforcement effort. LEAA was slow in
starting, and money—some would say a
great deal—has been wasted. But, LEAA
has in fact funded a number of impor-
tant and significant projects.

One such project involved the grant of
$185,000 to Cedar Rapids, Iowa, for the
development and free distribution of si-
lent alarm systems to small businesses.

In 1969, I suggested that inexpensive
silent alarm systems could serve as tools
to detect intruders and to arouse the
police. The installation of effective sys-
tems of this type in business establish-

ments and the lobbies of apartment
buildings, I contended, could serve as ef-
fective crime deterrent devices.

The LEAA grant to Cedar Rapids has
demonstrated that this is indeed the
case. The installation of silent alarm
systems in 350 small businesses at a cost
of $185.60 per system has increased the
capture of night-time prowl thieves by
more than 300 percent. And another divi-
dend of the system is that while the
alarms are watching for burglars in near-
ly 400 places, the night-shift patrolmen
are free to cover more ground, making
conventional patrols in high-crime areas.

Another project which is now enthu-
siastically supported by LEAA, involves
the use of high-intensity street lighting
as a tool to decrease night-time crime.
Again, in 1969, I suggested that better
street lighting could serve as one of the
more effective deterrents to crime, as well
as an aid to detection, since it makes the
criminal and his potential target more
exposed to observation. A recent experi-
ment in the District of Columbia seems
to demonstrate the truth of this propo-
sition.

The District recenfly installed 3,000
high-intensity sodium vapor street lights
in four areas of the city. These lights,
which provide nearly two and one-half
times the light normally used, have re-
sulted in a decrease in night-crime of
32 percent in an area equivalent to 120
city blocks with a population of 30,000
at a time when all crime decreased in
the District by only 14 percent.

A third technique which has also been
supported by LEAA and which, like the
alarms and high-intensity lights, ap-
pears to have a significant effect upon
crime, involves the saturation patrolling
of a particular area with large numbers
of patrolmen. Thus, the New York City
Rand Institute recently studied an ex-
periment which involved increasing the
number of patrolmen in the 20th police
precinct, located on the West Side of
Manhattan, by an average of 40 per-
cent—from 200 to approximately 300, On
the whole, the institute found, total fel-
onies, including such crimes as man-
slaughter, rape, murder, and robbery,
decreased by approximately 14 percent.

All three of these methods—alarm sys-
tems, high-intensity lighting, and satu-
ration of an area with patrolmen—have
one significant drawback. Used sepa-

rately, each may cause a mere displace-
ment of crime—that is a movement by
criminals from areas where they are em-
plc;yed to other areas where they are
not.

However, there is no reason why these
devices cannot be used in conjunction
with each other. For example, the use of
alarm systems in one area may reduce
the number of patrolmen required in
that area. The patrolmen thus released
could be used for the saturation patrol-
ling of another area.

In any event, the effectiveness of these
devices, particularly the alarm systems
and high-intensity lighting, appear to
Ea.ve been demonstrated beyond ques-

on.

It is time to move from the demon-
stration stage to widespread usage. I
am, therefore, today introducing legisla-
tion to amend the Omnibus Crime Con-
trol and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to
direct LEAA to give special emphasis to
funding State programs for the distribu-
tion of alarm systems to small busi-
nesses, for high-intensity lighting, and
for saturation patrolling.

Of course, the funds contained in the
amendments will not do the job com-
pletely. Even at $185.60 per alarm sys-
tem, for example, the total cost of pro-
viding each of the 8 million small busi-
nesses identified by the Small Business
Administration with alarm systems
would cost over $8 billion. But, at least
the funds will provide a start. Further
delay is unnecessary and intolerable.

ECONOMIC STABILIZATION II: THE
ADMINISTRATION'S FAILURE TO
POLICE ITS RENT INCREASE
GUIDLINES

HON. HENRY HELSTOSKI
OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HELSTOSKI. Mr. Speaker, a little-
publicized development in the area of
economic controls calls into serious ques-
tion this administration’s stated devo-
tion to “law and order.” I refer to the
abject failure of the President’'s Cost of
Living Council, the Justice Department
and the Internal Revenue Service to en-
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force the Price Commission guidelines
for rent increases.

Since phase II began last November,
I have received numerous complaints
from citizens of the Ninth Congressional
District of New Jersey about landlords
who were exacting illegal rent increases.
In cases where the landlord was ada-
mant, it was necessary for me to refer the
constituents’ complaints to the local
branch of the Internal Revenue Service.
After weeks of delay, the IRS generally
met with the landlord and persuaded him
to lower the rent to an amount within the
guidelines. No criminal action was taken
against these landlords, even in two cases
where they had gone so far as to file evic-
tion papers against tenants who were
merely exercising rights conferred on
them explicitly by the Price Commission’s
December 30 guidelines. Nor did the IRS
evidently examine the landlord’s books
to determine if illegal increases were be-
ing demanded of tenants in other units
in the same complex. At the most, the
landlords were administered a slap on the
wrist and told to lower the rent about
which a specific complaint had been
made.

After I had followed several such cases
closely, it became clear to me that the
policing mechanism of the so-called New
Economic Policy was hopelessly ineffec-
tive. Landlords have nothing to fear by
demanding an increase in excess of the
guidelines. If a tenant should be so brave
as to risk eviction by reporting an illegal
increase to the IRS, chances are that
he will see no action taken. If the IRS
does act, the landlord at most has to
roll back the rent of the complaining

tenant. Thus, by violating the guidelines
he has thousands of dollars to gain and
nothing to lose.

On February 18, I wrote to Mr. Donald
Rumsfeld, director of the Cost of Living

Council, urging that the administration
seek criminal penalties against landlords
who have violated the guidelines. I am
including that letter and the response I
received from Mr. Rumsfeld’s office in
the Recorp at the conclusion of my re-
marks. As the letter from Mr. Abrahams
of the Cost of Living Council indicates:

The Justice Department has filed five court
actions for alleged violations of rent increase
regulations.

In only one of these however, did the
Department seek criminal penalties. One
criminal prosecution during the 4 months
of Phase II.

In commenting on this single action,
Mr. Rumsfeld in a March 3 press release
stated:

This decislon should serve as an indication
of the determination to see that the Eco-
nomlic Stabllization Act Is fully and fairly
enforced.

I can only ask Mr. Rumsfeld where he
and the other economic policemen have
been for the past 4 months. And, one has
to be extremely naive to believe his
assertion that a single criminal action
at this late date will have any deterrent
effect.

Mr. Speaker, the administration’s fail-
ure to police its rent regulations is just
one example of the inequity and ineffec-
tiveness of the President’s so-called New
Economic Policy. A muddled bureauc-
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racy has seen to it that price controls
are no more effective. And, of course,
stock market profits and numerous other
sources of income for the rich are sub-
ject to no regulation at all. The working-
man must be content with a 5-percent
raise, however. What we are witnessing
is a redistribution of income from the
poor and middle-income citizen to the
wealthy and to the corporations, That
alone is the net effect of the New Eco-
nomic Policy.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I am in-
cluding at this point in the Recorp, the
referred-to correspondence with the Cost
of Living Council as well as a timely
article on rent guidelines enforcement
by Mr. Philip Shabecoff of the New York
Times:

FEBRUARY 18, 1972,
Hon. DoNaALD RUMSFELD,
Director, Cost of Living Council,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mg, RumsreELD: Since the various
rent increases guidelines were adopted by
the Price Commission in late 1971, I have
recelved numerous complaints from constit-
uents about illegal rent increases. In most
instances, I have been able to supply the
constituent with a summary of the rent in-
crease regulations and negotiations with the
landlord resulted In a downward adjustment
of the requested rent increase,

However, in a number of cases 1t has been
necessary for either the aggrieved constitu-
ent or myself to contact the local Internal
Revenue Service to request an investigation
of the rent increase. In most cases the land-
lord has been found to be demanding an
increase in excess of the guldelines and
under IRS pressure has reduced the amount.
In two of the cases I have worked on, the
landlord was actually in the process of evict-
ing the complaining tenant at the time of
the IRS intervention.

It is evident to me, just from the com-
plaints I receive (and I am sure that I see
only the tip of the ilceberg) that numerous
landlords are flagrantly defying the Price
Commission rent guldelines. Yet, I am not
aware of any action by the IRS, the Justice
Department or any other agency to exact
criminal penalties from violators. At most,
the landlord is simply required to adjust the
rent increase to meet the guldelines.

There is no excuse for most landlords,
nearly two months after publication of the
final guidelines, to be violating these regu-
lations. On the contrary, most of the cases
I have dealt with involved corporate land-
lords, well supplied with competent legal
counsel who could easlly interpret the com-
plex regulations,

Nevertheless, violations of the letter of the
regulations continue. I am convinced that
this 1s due chiefly to the fact that the price
control bureaucracy has given the image of a
paper tiger, at least insofar as rent controls
are concerned. Unscrupulous landlords have
apparently gotten the message that they can
violate the guidelines with little or not fear
of prosecution. This obviously undermines
the effectiveness of the “New Economic
Policy” and confirms many citizens' views
that the President's economic restraints are
chiefly beneficial to the wealthy and power-
ful. I am sure that the President would be
highly dismayed were he to learn that the
special interests were profiting from his eco-
nomie policies. The President’s great con-
cern for the problems of the common man is
well known.

In light of all this, I would appreciate
knowing what the Cost of Living Council’s
policy is with respect to violations of the
rent restraints. Specifically, could you advise
me as to whether any criminal sanctions
have been sought by the government and
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whether any sanctions will be sought in the
future.
Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely,
HEnNRY HELSTOBKI,
Member of Congress.
ExECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
CosTt oF LiviNg COUNCIL,
Washington, D.C., March 3, 1972.
Hon., HENRY HELSTOSKI,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

Desr CoNGRESSMAN HEeLsTOoskI: Director
Rumsfeld has asked me to thank you for your
inquiry concerning rent increases under the
Economic Stabilization Program.

As of this date, the Department of Justice
has filed five court actions for alleged viola-
tion of rent increase regulations. These cases
have involved rentals of apartments, houses
and trailers in Florida, Delaware, Massa-
chusetts, New Mexico and Arkansas.

In one case, U.S. vs, Futura Inc. and Charles
F. Tunnecliff, the landlord was convicted of
violating regulations in increasing the rent
on two houses. A date for sentencing has not
yet been set. In three of the cases the courts

ted temporary restraining orders pre-
venting evictions of tenants or implementa-
tion of allegedly unlawful increases. One case
was settled when the landlord voluntarily
agreed not to implement a planned increase.

Please be assured that the program is
monitoring and investigating rent increases
and that it will continue to seek court action
where appropriate. The program does, how-
ever, rely heavily upon voluntary compliance
and citizen participation and we appreciate
learning of the efforts of you and your con-
stituents in this regard.

If my office can be of further assistance,
please let me know.

Sincerely,
ALBERT E. ABRAHAMS,
Assistant Director for Congressional and
Public Affairs.
COMPLAINTS ON RENT RULES INCREASING
(By Philip Shabecoff)

WasEINGTON.—The Price Commission’s
complex rent regulations, one of the biggest
headaches of the economic stabilization pro-
gram virtually from the outset, are coming
under increasing criticism in Washington
and throughout the country.

Despite the announcement yesterday that
a landlord in Florida had been convicted of
violating the rent regulations—the first
criminal convictlon under the stabillzation
program—consumers, Congressmen, tenants
organizations and Iindividual tenants have
been expressing concern that the rent rules
are not belng enforced. .

There are increasing complaints about
landlords harassing tenants who report viola-
tions of rent rules.

There is even some concern within the
Nixon Administration about whether the
rules themselves are workable.

Although more than half the complaints
that come into the field offices of the In-
ternal Revenue Service about violations of
controls are about rents, fewer than a dozen
cases on rents have been taken to court.

MORE EVICTIONS FEARED

Reports are starting to flow in from watch-
dog units of the American Federation of
Labor and Congress of Industrial Organiza-
tions and other sources of landlords retal-
fating against tenants who complain by
evicting them.

In fact, the labor federation's price moni-
tors In Denver decided this week to drop all
investigations of rent violations because they
did not want to be responsible for the evic-
tion of tenants.

A spokesman for the National Tenants Or-
ganization charged that landlords were using
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the flexibility of the rules to raise rents by
amounts far in excess of the 2.5 per cent
blanket increase for costs allowed by the Price
Commission,

The spokesman for the fenant organiza-
tion sald that evidence was coming in in-
dicating that many landlords were using the
rent regulations to raise rents when no in-
crease would normally have been due. She
also said there was wide violation of the
rules requiring formal notification of rent
increases coupled with a statement of the
tenant’s right to appeal.

Leo Perlis, who heads the AF.IL.-C.LO.
national price watch operation, charged that
“the Price Commission's guldelines are no
more than a blueprint for profits for land-
lords.”

Landlords, meanwhile, are complaining
that the complexity of the regulations makes
them difficult to understand and to follow.
Landlords are also contending that the con-
trols are causing trouble with tenants who
believe that rents are frozen by Price Com-
mission regulations.

MUCH CONFUSION FOUND

In a speech earlier this week, the chairman
of the Price Commission, C. Jackson Gray-
son Jr., conceded that the regulations is-
sued on rents on Dec. 290 were fair but “were
so detailed that they often confused land-
lords and tenants alike.”

Mr. Grayson disclosed in his speech that
the commission was now Involved in sim-
plifying rent regulations. Earlier, the com-
mission had asked the Internal Revenue
Service for a survey of compliance with rent
rules in 10 to 15 major cities.

Meanwhile, there is evidence to indicate
that some landlords are taking advantage of
the confusing rules to evade compliance with
controls.

In Denver, Mrs, VI Waggoner, who heads
the local price watch program, reports, “We've
found landlords here slapping on a coat of
paint and using that as an excuse to ralse
rents by $25 a month.”

Among other cases Investigated by the
Denver price watchdogs was a landlord who
placed coln boxes on washing machines pre-
viously supplied free to tenants after price
controls were announced.

Now, however, the Denver watchdogs have
stopped investigating rent complaints. “We
found,” explalned Mrs. Waggoner, “that after
we'd file a complaint with the ILR.S. the ten-
ant involver would often be evicted on some
other excuse such as making too much noise.
We then felt responsible for finding the
tenant new housing and that was too much
of a responsibility.”

NO RECOURSE SEEN

Mrs. Waggoner reported that revenue serv-
ice officials in Denver told her that there was
nothing they could do about landlords who
evicted tenants in retallation for complaints
about rent increases even though that was
against the law. The landlords always come
up with other reasons, Mrs. Waggoner sald
ghe had been told.

The Government need not travel to Denver
to find questionable applications of rent
rules. Here in Washington, only six blocks
from the offices of the Price Commission, a
young couple are being evicted from their
apartment after complaining to the Internal
Revenue Service about an lllegal rent in-
crease.

The couple, whose name is not given be-
cause of pending legal action, filed the pro-
test after the landlord raised the rent on
the apartment, which was rented on a
monthly basis, from $215 to $235, a 9.5 per-
cent increase.

The couple complained that the rent
should be raised by no more than 2.5 per
cent under the commission’s rules. After a
meeting with the apartment manager dur-
ing which they sald they could not pay the
higher rent, they received an eviction order.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

The Internal Revenue Service has not yet
acted on the complaint. But when called
directly, the apartment manager conceded
that a mistake had been made and that the
rent should be increased by no more than
2.5 per cent, or about $5. He sald a correction
would be made.

However, the manager then said that the
eviction notice still stood. The couple was
being evicted for another reason, he said. He
would not say what the reason was.

An LR.S. officlal said today that the serv-
ice had gone to court on several occasions
to prevent a landlord from evicting tenants
in retaliation for complaining about illegal
rent increases.

However, the official conceded that local
eviction laws often made 1t difficult to stop
a landlord from throwing tenants out on pre-
texts having nothing to do with rent controls.

Donald Rumsfeld, director of the Cost of
Living Council, sald in a statement that yes-
terday’s rent conviction in Florida “should
serve as an indlcation of the determination
to see that the Economic Stabilization Act
is fully and fairly enforced.” Mr. Rumsfeld
also warned that action would be taken
against landlords who “harass” tenants who
complain of rent violations.

RATLROAD BRANCH LINE
ABANDONMENTS

HON. JOHN M. ZWACH

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. ZWACH. Mr. Speaker, one of the
latest handicaps being placed in the
path of progress in rural America is the
abandonment of railroad branch lines
which serve thousands of our inland
towns and are the only dependable means
of mass transportation. Because of load
restrictions on the highways in the spring
of the year, truck transportation be-
comes slower and more costly.

Recently a group of some 90 concerned
citizens from Minnesota came to Wash-
ington seeking ways to stop this aban-
donment of our branch line railroads.

An account of their efforts recently
appeared in the Sanborn Sentinel, in
our Minnesota Sixth Congressional Dis-
trict, which, with your permission, and
for the information of my colleagues, I
would like to insert into the Cowncres-
SIONAL RECORD.

The article follows:

BerT BELLIG COMMENTS ON R.R. PLANS OF
LINE ABANDONMENTS

SANBORN, MINN.,
February 14, 1972.

Bert Bellig of Sanborn, who set out on his
own on July 23, 1971, to stop railroad aban-
donments and started organizing the rail-
road fly-in, soon got help from Russell
Schaandt of Sanforn, Harold Larsen of
Springfield, and many other people inter-
ested. He has now written a joint letter to
Mr. Than Ingraham, Federal Railroad Admin-
istrator In the Department of Transportation
in Washington, D.C.,, and Mrs. Eenneth
Tuggle of the Department of Interstate Com-
merce in Washington, D.C., following through
on a promise he made them in Washington,
D.C.

This is what he wrote:

Dear Sms: I am enclosing a copy of what
I wrote and passed out on the plane on the
way to Washington. I hope you will read it.
I retired three years ago hoping to do a little
hunting and fishing while I am in shape to
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do so. But when I read in the papers what
the railroad companies were planning to do
to 20 communities in the area where I have
lived all my life, and where we have some of
the best farm land in the United States, and
knowing what the rallroads mean to the
people that live here. I made up my mind
that I was going back to work and do every-
thing possible to stop their plans for aban-
donment, We cannot get along without the
railroads.

I would like to tell you a little about what
took place at the hearings in St. Paul in
1968, concerning the rallroads. Our branch
line from Wanda to Sanborn, was up for
abandonment, During recess time, Stuart F,
Gassner, the Chicago Northwest Rallroad At-
torney, as much as told us in no uncertain
terms, that they did not give a damn about
their railroads. He talked about the other
industries that they were in when he told
our group from Wanda that last year they
made more off of farm chemicals than they
did off their entire railroad system. And
knowing how they run their railroads, I can
believe this. I can get sworn affadavits from
our group that was there as to what I have
Just said if it is necessary. They have made
it quite obvious that they want to get out of
the business of railroading! I feel it is time
for our Government to help them out by
nationalizing the railroads. I can see and
understand that they are keeping pretty
busy elsewhere. I understand that they are
in business in over thirty other industries;
they have changed their name to Chicago
Northwest Industries.

The new ICC guidelines requiring 34 car-
loads of shipment per mile of branch line
per year is completely unrealistic. This is
just another way of eliminating rallroad serv-
ice. It will snowball, by picking off the one
at the end of the line. Then the next one
is in trouble and will be up for elimination
and so on. This is just another way for
them to get out of the business of railroad-
ing in a few years.

In closing, I want to say that I hope you
will not make the mistake of letting our
rallroads be curtailed.

Yours truly,
BEerT B. BELLIG.

P.B. We are now organized and the next time
we come to Washington it will take more
than one plane. In the meantime, the boys
are really going to dig up the fact to be
presented, and I hope we will have more
time to present them.

AMERICANS, WARE Up!
(By Bert B. Bellig)

Abandonment of the railroads must stop!!
It is about time that the pecple in this
country and our Government wake up to the
facts as to what 1s happening to our railroad
transportation system. The railroads, with
the help of our Government, really pioneered
the development of this Great Nation. Let’s
keep it that way by seeing to it that the rail-
roads stay in business. We are supposed to
be the most prosperous and highly indus-
trialized nation in the world. But when it
comes to our railroad transportation system
we should hang our heads in shame.

Our Government is now spending billions
of dollars in foreign aid to other countries
to help them improve conditions within their
boundaries. I think it is high time we start
using money to keep things in shape within
our own country. The restoration of rail
service for the farmer and the small towns
would be a good place to start. Labor should
be no problem, according to the unemploy-
ment report put out by our Government.
Instead of all these hand-outs, our Govern-
ment should start by putting men back to
work again. The fixing up of these railroad
beds should have high priority on the list,
The rallroads mean a lot to rural America's
economy. Farmers have always had a bad
time trying to get a price for thelr produc-
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tion. They certainly do not need the addi-
tional problem of getting their production
to the market. I have lived on a farm by
Sanborn all of my life. This area is one of
the most agriculturally productive in the
United States. I know for a fact that there
is not one businessman or farmer who could
survive if he did not take better care of his
business than some of the railroad com-
panies are taking care of theirs. To let the
rallroad pull out would be the biggest mis-
take our Government could ever make, I feel
that anyone who is for letting them do so
is not even a good citizen. There are a few
that say that they would hate to see the
Government take over the railroads—that
our Government can not even do a good job
of running the postal department. Well, I
would hate to see the railroad boys run it,
if they would run it like they do their rall-
roads. Some of us would not get any mall
for weeks and even months.

Maybe our Government should nationalize
the railroad beds. Then it could charge the
railroad companies for using them on the
basis of what the truckers pay for using our
highways, This way the railroad tracks would
be kept in good shape. If we are to subsidize
the rallroad companies, then we must put a
watch dog on their heels to see that every
penny is spent on fixing up the railroad beds.
Our local, state, and federal governments are
spending billions of dollars to up-grade our
roads and highways to meet the traffic they
must bear. And when we check the casualty
list of our nation's highways, one wonders
if we are doing enough. The upkeep on our
roads and the roads that will have to be bullt
for all these additional semis will cost more
than fixing up these rallroad beds. I am sure
that there is no one who drives an automo-
bile who would like to see the rallroads pull
out and have all the additional semis and
trucks that would be necessary to replace
them added to our already congested high-
ways.

Under our free private enterprise system,
I have always felt that competition was the
lifeblood of progress. To let the railroad com-~
panies discontinue their service would elimi-
nate competition in our now competitive
transportation system. With the antitrust
laws we have in this country, the legality of
this should be challenged. Our Government
had better stop the trucking industry from
getting a monopoly. I am sure they will all
be organized by the Teamsters Union. In our
democracy, are the majority of the people
and their elected Government officials run-
ning the show, or a few of the railroad com-
panies? I am not against organized labor. I
know that well-employed and well-paid la-
borers are the best consumers of our farm
products. But I am sure that if the rallroads
pull out and the trucking is left to take over,
freight rates will go up. These higher freight
rates will be passed on to the consumers.
With all the recent concern about air pollu-
tion, I think our Government should have
an investigation to find out which causes the
most pollution per ton hawvled—the railroad
engine or the truck. One train engine will
move fifty box cars of grain. It takes 125
diesel semis to move this amount.

If we are going to revitalize the develop-
ment of our rural areas in this country and
stop the migration of country people to the
cities (where they have problems enough al-
ready), something must be done. We must
improve our railroad transportation system
to help accomplish this. Branch lines can
not be curtailed. These rallroad abandon=-
ments are not just a local or state problem,
but a national one. The problem should be
settled In the Congress of the United States
once and for all. We must retain our rail-
roads if we are golng to remain a strong,
prosperous natlon.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

THE SHIFTING STRATEGIC
BALANCE

HON. JOHN E. HUNT

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to call attention to the position pa-
per adopted by the Executive Council of
the National Guard Association of the
United States on the subject of “The
Shifting Strategic Balance.”

It is no secret that the entire Military
Establishment has come into disrepute
in some quarters in recent years, and I
believe it is an understatement to say
that many elected public officials have
seized upon the public disenchantment
with the war to gain support for poli-
cies and legislation that will accelerate
the erosion of our position of militarily
strategic superiority. The purported, but
illusive, payoff is the promise that the
billions of dollars that would be cut from
defense spending would automatically be
made available for more enlightened so-
cial welfare programs. When one recog-
nizes economic realities and the persist-
ence of Federal deficit financing, wheth-
er by fate or design, it is only a short
step further to realize that a saving in
any one program merely reduces the size
of the deficit and does not go into some
magical reservoir of great wealth to be
distributed at will.

The position paper recites the Presi-
dent’s observation as tc the perils of
military inferiority, and the point made
bears special emphe=is here:

There is an absolute point beyond which
our security forces must never be allowed
to go. That is the level of sufficlency. Above
or at that level, our defense forces pro-
tect National security adequately. Below that
level is one vast undifferentiated area of no
security at all. For it serves no purpose in
conflicts between nations to have been al-
most stmng enough.

I commend the position paper to your
attention:
THE SHIFTING STRATEGIC BALANCE

History offers ample evidence that it is
military weakness, not strength, that most
often leads to armed conflict between na-
tions. That is one of the realities of World
power relationships which great nations ig-
nore only at terrible risk.

There is a growing body of evidence that,
despite the harsh lessons of history, the
United States is permitting World strategic
superiority to shift to its chief adversary,
the Soviet Union. Members of a Blue Ribbon
Defense Panel which exhaustively studied
the U.S5. defense posture cited an unmistak-
able trend in that direction in supplemen-
tary statement to the Panel Report, and
declared that “if these observable trends con-
tinue, the United States will become a sec-
ond-rate power incapable of assuring the
future security and freedom of its pecple.”

The Soviet Union is the most powerful
nation in the Communist system and is still
expanding its great military strength. It al-
ready has overtaken the United States in a
number of areas and has surpassed it in
such critical measures of strategic power
as long-range missiles and nuclear mega-
tonnage. It is moving steadily toward the
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first-strike capability that U.S. leaders often
have sald we cannot permit. Moreover, it
has never swerved from its avowed deter-
mination to create a world dominated by
the Communist system.

The United States for a quarter of a cen-
tury has been the most serious obstacle to
Communist attalnment of their objective
of global hegemony. Other nations large and
small look to us as their shield against ag-
gression and subjugation. Yet today, Amer-
icans are witnessing with apparent uncon-
cern the most rapid contraction of their Mili-
tary Establishment since World War II, along
with a reduction of our relative strategic
power vis-a-vis the major Communist powers.

The Nixon Doctrine of strength through
international partnership and our National
security policy of realistlc deterrence are
sound, but they are viable only so long as
we maintain enough projectable military
power and strength of purpose to make the
deterrence both real, and credible to others.

There are many indications that we are
rapidly approaching the point where both
our military strength and our National will
can be questioned. The strategic balance is
being altered to our disadvantage and many
Americans, including some in positions of
national influence and power, not only are
accepting this dangerous trend but are
actively advocating further reductions in our
armed might.

President Nixon very clearly outlined the
perils of military inferiority when he said:

“There is an absolute point beyond which
our security forces must never be allowed to
go. That is the level of sufficlency. Above or
at that level, our defense forces protect Na-
tional security adequately. Below that level
is one vast undifferentiated area of no secu-
rity at all. For it serves no purpose in con-
filcts between nations to have been almosi
strong enough.”

We are confident that when Americans
fully understand the perils of strateglc in-
feriority, they will insist that Natlonal secu-
rity again be given the highest priority
among the many difficult tasks confronting
our soclety.

We endorse the Nixon Doctrine and the
policy of realistic deterrence, but strongly be-
lieve that the present trend toward an un-
favorable strategic balance must be reversed.

We are deeply concerned over the drastic
reductions in the strength of the Active mill-
tary forces. The Army, for example, must
drop to a strength of little more than 850,-
000 by 30 June 1972 if it 1s to meet the man-
day celling imposed by Congress, and we be-
lieve that such a ground force is woefully
inadequate under today’s circumstances.

We support the Total Force concept on
which Secretary of Defense Laird has lald
such great stress, and agree that it must be
implemented rapidly and fully so that the
Nation's Reserve Components may play the
more important defense role of which they
are capable.

We pledge our best efforts to achlevement
of a zero Draft as rapidly as possible. We of-
fer the reminder, however, that the National
Guard and Reserves in all probability will not
be able to maintain their authorized
strengths in the absence of Draft pressures
unless new membership incentives are forth-
coming. Motivated, qualified manpower is the
most vital ingredient of military readiness,
for the Reserve Components as well as for the
Actlve Forces. The drastic reductions in the
Active Forces mean that the United States
no longer possesses the military strength to
honor its international defense commitments
with the Active Forces alone. Additional re-
sponsibilities, therefore, have been assigned
to the Natlional Guard and Reserves.

If such concepts as self-determination,
democratic rule and individual freedom are
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to survive in this dangerous and imperfect
World, it will be because this Nation malin-
tained the strength and the will to continue
acting as their chief guarantor. Without that
guarantee, backed by adequate defense forces,
freedom will not survive and America will be
in jeopardy.

RURAL DEVELOPMENT ACT

HON. WILLIAM R. ROY

OF EANBAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, in my tradi-
tionally rural State of Kansas, 41 per-
cent of the population now lives in just
four urban counties. Of the 105 counties
in Kansas, 75 lost population during the
1960’s.

Behind these simple statistics are
thousands of people who were forced to
make a decision they did not want to
make. These people left their farms or
their small towns—not because they
wanted to, but because they had no
choice.

America’s rural areas, once the prom-
ised land for millions of city dwellers,
are now a land where economic oppor-
tunities are few and the standard of liv-
ing is below average. As a result, millions
of persons have left rural America and
are now contributors to and victims of
the massive problems faced by our cities.

To cope with this worsening situation,
the House of Representatives recently
passed the Rural Development Act of
1972.

In the words of the Agriculture Com-
mittee report, this measure is designed—

To provide an effective program to enable
rural America to offer living conditions and
employment opportunities adequate to im-
pede the steady flow of rural Americans to
our nation’s large population centers.

Once this outmigration is checked, this
legislation proposes to make it desirable for
Americans to actually return to our rural
areas, thereby lessening the burdens and
problems of the modern big city.

The bill, which authorizes an increased
expenditure of $580 million annually,
amends the Consolidated Farmers Home
Administration Act of 1961, and the Wa-
tershed Protection and Flood Prevention
Act, among others, in providing new loan
and grant authority for the Farmers
Home Administration and the Soil Con-
servation Service.

Specific aspects of the Rural Develop-
ment Act include the following:

An increase in water and sewer facil-
ity grants from $100 to $500 million an-
nually;

An increase in the agricultural credit
insurance fund from $100 to $500 mil-
lion;

An increase in the size of farm operat-
ing loans from $35,000 to $50,000;

Removal of the $4 million ceiling on
community water and waste disposal
loans;

Authorization for the BSecretary of
Agriculture to share the cost of providing
storage in watershed projects;

The sum of $50 million annually in
new grants for industrial planning and
community development;
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The sum of $75 million annually in new
grants for pollution abatement and con-
trol; and

A directive to the Secretary to carry
out a land inventory and monitoring pro-
gram and report at not less than 5-year
intervals on soil, water, and related re-
source conditions.

This is, in sum, a far-ranging bill, It
must be so, to meet the wide scope of
problems which face our farms and our
communities of under 5,500 population.

In my State, there are 600 such com-
munities, containing almost one-half
million Kansans. There are fewer of
them than there were a decade ago;
there will be fewer a decade hence unless
we act boldly to reverse recent trends.

I met a short time ago with the mayor
and city council of one of the small
communities in my district. A town of
about 1,000, it looked fairly prosperous.
As with many such communities, it hap-
pens to be at the limit of its bonded in-
debtedness due to recent street work and
other improvements.

Until recently, it felt secure in regard
to its water situation. Then a few months
ago its reservoir started dropping. It
kept dropping until the water level fell
below the intake pipes which fed the
town. That reservoir is now useless, and
the city fathers are unsure as to whether
they will ever be able to utilize it again.

For the time being, they are taking
water directly from a nearby creek. It is
a very limited and uncertain source of
water. With summer approaching, they
are worried. Without a dependable water
supply, they are worried about the very
existence of their town. My advice: Put
the town on the waiting lists. In 8 or
10 years, assistance might be forthcom-
ing.

Mr. Speaker, it is obvious that that
little town—and thousands of others like
her across this Nation—does not have
8 or 10 years to wait. She cannot afford
to wait those years for water, for a sewer
system, or community services, for the
home loans which are dependent on ade-
quate water and sewer facilities.

Our little towns, our farms, are dying.
They cry out for assistance, and we must
answer them before it is too late.

Rural development should not be a
partisan matter. Republicans and Dem-
ocrats joined in passing the Rural Devel-
opment Act. It is a fact, nevertheless,
that existing programs of rural devel-
opment and environmental assistance
have not fared well at the hands of the
present administration.

Last year Congress appropriated $100
million in water and sewer grants; the
Office of Management and Budget re-
leased only $44 million.

This policy must change. An endeavor
as important as rural development de-
mands bipartisan cooperation in Con-
gress and active administration by the
executive branch, regardless of the party
in power.

I strongly support the Rural Devel-
opment Act, though I realize it is far
from the final answer. Every section of
the wide-ranging bill will not operate
perfectly; changes will undoubtedly have
to be made in the years ahead. But it is
far better to act, even if mistakes are
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made, than to sit and wait for the perfect
program to present itself.

As a final point, it must be noted that
the Rural Development Act will not act
directly to solve the No. 1 problem of
rural America—low farm income.
Other action is demanded in that re-
gard.

This bill does meet the other principal
challenge facing rural America, that of
providing attractive living conditions for
rural residents. And this bill also takes
action in another part of the economic
sector by encouraging industrial devel-
opment in rural areas.

Marching in step with sound programs
to boost farm income, this bill has the
potential to slow and then reverse the
decline of rural America. We hear much
talk about national priorities these days.
As far as I am concerned, we have no
higher priority than such a reversal
in the fortunes of rural America. We
must dedicate ourselves and our resources
accordingly.

U.S. RELATIONS WITH NORTH
AFRICA

HON. LEE H. HAMILTON

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, David
D. Newsom, Assistant Secretary of State
for African Affairs, delivered a very good
speech on our relations with the coun-
tries of North Africa to a conference at
Princeton University last fall. Under the
subtitle “Lessons From the Past and Fu-
ture Directions,” Mr. Newsom examines
our evolving relations with Algeria, Mo-
rocco, Tunisia, and Libya. Although our
relations with these four Mediterranean
littorals are significant, we read and hear
little about them. I insert into the Rec-
orp at this time Mr. Newsom’s perceptive
comments for the benefit of the
Members.

His speech follows:

THE UNITED STATES AND NORTH AFRICA:
LessoNs FroM THE PAsT AND FUTURE
DIRECTIONS

(By Assistant Secretary David D. Newsom)
For the past several weeks in the Congress

of the United States, a crucial debate has
been raging. That debate has concerned some
of the fundamentals of our foreign policy
over the last three decades, including, the
question of foreign aid.

In this debate, three charges have been lev-
eled against the foreign aid program and
our policies in the developing world: that
we looked at the world solely in Cold War
terms; that we have sought to support only
certain kinds of regimes; and that we have
not kept up with changing circumstances in
the world around us.

I should like tonight to challenge these
assertions, using North Africa as an example.

North Africa is, in many ways, & microcosm
of the developing world, Among the four na-
tions of this area: Morocco, Algeria, Tunisia,
and Libya, we find characteristics, problems,
reactions and issues common to most of the
“Third World."

The history of our relationship to this
area over the past two decades suggests to me
that our policies have moved and are moving
with the changing tides. They are policies
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which accept change and accept nations as
they are.

These states have many characteristics in
common: a strong sense of national pride,
an underlying belief that the West has obli-
gatlons to make up for earlier exploitation,
and a keen sensltivity to outside Interference.
At the same time, they are diverse in their
national characteristics, their forms of gov-
ernment, and their resources.

Let us go back 20 years—to 1851. Only
Libya was moving toward independence, but
its prospects for viability were poor. It's first
annual budget was only $6,000,000—and few
knew where that would be found.

In the other three countries, France played
a dominant role, largely to the exclusion of
other outside influences. Americans in both
government and the private sector, neverthe-
less, were beginning to learn about North
Africa. They were beginning to be aware of
its peoples and their quest for freedom. We
realized earlier than most that independence
was coming and coming rapidly.

But these were, at that time, side issues.
Our concern as a nation then was the rela-
tionship of this area to the emerging position
of the Soviet Union and to its containment.
Before missiles and long-legged bombers, our
Strategic Alr Command bases in Morocco
were considered vital for our national secu-
rity. In 1951, also, we made the decision to
seek to retain, in Libya, an important train-
ing base for our Alr Forces in Europe. We
ultimately reached agreement and com-
mitted ourselves initially to pay Libya $4,000,-
000 per year in economlic assistance.

Ten years later, the situation had changed
dramatically, and we had changed with it.
Morocco and Tunisla were independent. De
Gaulle had stood in Algiers and had spoken
one of history's great ambigulties, “Je vous
al compris.” Libya had begun to realize that
its deserts covered vast resources of oil.

In these ten years, U.S. policles had moved,
too. President Eisenhower had agreed to the
evacuation of our air bases in Morocco. Our
earlier interest and confidence in Tunisla
was followed by a pledge of long term de-
velopment ald—without conditions or de-
mands for facilities. In 1964, we agreed In
principle with the Government of Libya
to the evacuation of our military facilities
whenever they were not wanted. We were
preparing to help independent Algeria with
substantial food and technical aid.

Each of these countries, as they become
independent, locked to us in a speclal way.
They sought alternatives to full dependence
upon the former metropole. It was not yet
fashionable to turn massively to the Soviets
or the Chinese.

Moroceo, because of early links with the
United States, encouragement by individual
Americans and the presence of our bases, ex-
pected special help.

Algeria, despite a resentment harbored
because of our support for the French, looked
to use as an early sympathizer and benefac-
tor.

Tunisia, under the leadership of Habib
Bourguiba, remembered earlier help and en-
couragement and looked to us.

Libya saw in us and the British the pri-
mary sources of critical financial help. The
Eing felt both an indebtedness to us for
our support at the UN for Libyan independ-
ence and territorial unity despite Soviet op-
position, and a dependence upon us.

Ten years ago, we were deeply involved.
‘These nations had expectations of us. We ex-
pected to find friends and support, parti-
cularly against growing inroads of Soviet in-
fluence. We did tend to judge nations in
those days by thelr attitudes toward the
Soviets and the Chinese. We, perhaps, under-
estimated their abllity even then to stand up
against external influences—from all direc-
tions.

Today, this has changed. We and they have
adjusted to radically new circumstances.
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Each of the four countries is now fully
independent.

Each has, further, demonstrated its in-
dependence in policles toward the former
metropoles and toward other countries, Each
country has diversified :ts relationships. None
is any longer dependent predominantly upon
a single power, politically or economically.
Each in its particular way has sought to
qualify as “non-aligned.”

The area has seen major political up-
heavals which have changed the leadership
and, in the case of Libya, the basic reorienta-
tion of the country.

There has been a dramatic discovery and
development of resources, primarily oil and
gas, in the last ten years. The direct import-
ance of the area economically to Europe has
expanded.

All of this has brought a very basic change
iu the relationship between North Africa and
the United States.

Except for the use of communications fa-
cllities at one Moroccan base, we no longer
have any military facilities in North Africa.

The proportion of economic assistance
provided by the United States has steadily
declined as European countries have as-
sumed a larger share.

US grant military assistance and military
involvement. has declined substantially.

Our relationship with the leadership is
changing. The generation has passed or is
passing which recall our initial help to the
newly independent countries. This change
happened early in Algeria where the orig-
inal leaders of the FLN whom we had known
were replaced by those we did not know.
In Libya, those who recognized and wel-
comed our help to that country in its early
years have been replaced; both the present
prosperity and the changed circumstances
have obliterated recollections of that ear-
lier relationship.

Where there has been an abrupt change
in a country in which we had close rela-
tlons with the previous regime, we have had
the added element of suspicions regarding
our intentions on the part of the new leaders.
Only time can overcome such feelings.

The last decade, further, has seen climac-
tic events in the Near East which have af-
fected our own relationships. Algeria broke
diplomatic relations with us; relations with
the other three became difficult in the
months immediately following the 1967 war.
The belief that we had helped Israel to win
the Six Day War died hard, While these na-
tlons may not have been directly involved
in the fighting, they were committed as
Arabs and shared the feelings of humilia-
tlon and bitterness over these events. The
Near Eastern issues remain a serious, but
not insurmountable problem in our relations
with North African countries.

In 1971, we have new Interests and re-
quirements. For the first time in our peace
time history, we face shortages of significant
resources. One of them is natural gas. In
Washington, D.C., only a week ago, the local
gas utility announced it could take no more
new commercial customers; there was sim-
ply not enough gas. North Africa—and par-
tleularly Algeria—has large gas reserves,

Our approach to North Africa in these
circumstances is based on certain clear as-
sumptions:

First, North Africa remains important to
us as an area. We have a keen Interest in
the freedom of the Mediterranean and in
the continued access for all to that sea and
to the nations around it. The establishment
of dominant foreign influences adversely af-
fecting these interests on the southern shore
of the Mediterranean would be a matter of
grave concern to us.

Secondly, the orderly development of these
nations and thelir resources is important to
them, to Europe, and to us. While there are,
and will continue to be differing views on
what constitutes a reasonable basis for access
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to these resources, there is agreement that
such access is important to all.

Thirdly, we shall remain an important
source of the capital and technology required
for the development of this area. The nature
of arrangements may change, but the U.S.
private role is likely to continue.

Fourthly, the nations of North Africa, de-
spite policies shaped by different historles
and influences, will all stoutly resist domina-
tion by any outside power. They will defy
slmple catagorization in any East-West line-

Flnaily events in North Africa, as in many
other parts of the world, will move today
with far less concern over the role of the
United States and reference to us than in
years past. If we have interests there, it is
our task to preserve them, whether it be in
investment, in trade, or in security. We can-
not assume that others will do it for us.

Against the background of these assump-
tions, what is our approach to these nations
today?

We regard them, first, not as pawns in an
international game, but as Independent,
sovereign nations. We seek relations with
them based on mutual interest, independent
of thelr r:lations with others. We recognize
and respect the varlety among the nations,
The Cold War Is over—unless others choose
to continue it. fis the President said in his
report to the Congress on Foreign Policy in
February of last year, one of our two major
concerns in Africa is “that the continent he
free of great power rivalry or conflict in any
form. This is even more in Africa's interest
than ours.”

We have had particularly close tles with
Morocco and Tunisia.

Despite withdrawal of military facil-
itles from Morocco, our economic and stra-
tegic Interests there remaln substantial. We
retain important Voice of America facilities.
We have growing trade and investment in
that country. We value the presence of this
friend at the southern side of the gateway
to the Mediterranean,

Morocco has, since Independence, faced
severe economic problems. We have helped
in the development of its agriculture and in
meeting problems of employment.

King Hassan, thrust suddenly into power
in 1961, has led Morocco skillifully through
critical years and critical problems. We have
both benefitted from cooperation, Our rela-
tlonship with Morocco, however, has given
us neither the right nor the capability to
determine the course of Moroccan political
or economic life, even if we had desired to
do so.

In foreign policy, too, King Hassan has
followed an independent course. He has, over
the years, improved his relations with
Europe and has established friendly rela-
tlons with the Soviet Union. He has taken
an active role in Arab affairs and has fre-
quently used his relationship with us to
bring to our attention Arab concerns.

We do not in Morocco—no more than in
any other developing country—seek to fur-
ther or support any particular system or
foreign policy. We feel that both are the
responsibility of the peoples of the country.

We have established a mutually beneficial
relationship with Morocco, despite the differ-
ent nature of our systems of government.
We find a common interest in continuing
Moroccan economic growth and the con-
tinued absence in Morocco of influences hos-
tile to our basic concerns. In the area of
economic development, we have no magic
formulae to guarantee either ourselves or
the Moroccans growth. Only the Moroceans,
themselves, can assure their own progress,
political, economic, and social. We believe,
however, that our assistance has improved
their ability to make such progress.

Tunisia exemplifies a smaller country, ably
governed by responsible leadership possess-
ing influence beyond its borders, but en-
dowed with modest natural resources.
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The U.S. has enjoyed 15 years of very
close relations with Tunisia and has con-
tributed a very significant amount of eco-
nomic assistance—well over $600 million
since 1956. We have no alliance with Tuni-
sia, no bases there, and no real strategic
interest in that country. U.S. investment is
minimal, Yet U.S. policy over the years has
been marked by strong support for Tunisia’s
economic and political independence.

The U.S. was one of the first governments
to recognize Tunisia in 1956. Our assistance
followed the 1961 decision that Tunisia
should be one of the countries to receive
a long-term commitment since it possessed
the Infrastructure, sufficient economic po-
tential, and political will to serve as a model
for other developing countries.

Despite this commitment and interest In
Tunisla's success, we did not attempt to de-
termine the path Tunisia chose for develop-
ment. It is difficult to conceive of a leader of
President Bourguiba's character permitting
such interference if it had been tried. Tuni-
sian successes and errors are their own. There
were misgivings within the U.S. Government
in 1966-1969 during the period of accelerated
expansion of agricultural cooperatives and
increased state control over the Tunisian
economy. It was agreed, however, that the
Tunisian experiment was worthy of our con-
tinued support. Tunisia's ensuing decision in
1969 to reverse the course of its economic
policy to give greater emphasis to private
enterprise and free market forces was entirely
a Tunisian determination.

As a result of the farsighted reforms of
President Bourguiba, Tunisia is, in soclal
terms, still the most advanced of the Arab
states. Its human resources are its greatest
wealth and we will continue to be interested
in its development and well-belng.

Tunisia has always had an independent
foreign policy. It continues to do so. As its
leadership passes into other hands, we look
for a continuation of our close relationshilp,
one based essentially on a common interest
in Tunisia development.

In both Morocco and Tunisia, however, the
basic US role has changed in the past ten
years. Economic assistance is flowing to both
countries from more sources and the over-all
US share has declined. Tunisia has been one
of the models of the multilateral approach
In which a Consultative Group, under the
aegls of the World Bank has, for a number
of years, coordinated the international effort.

French aid to Tunisia has held steady in
real terms and aid to Morocco has increased
in both real and proportionate terms. US aid
has declined absolutely and proportionately
in both countries.

Between 1960 and 1964, the U.S. provided
two-thirds of all non-Communist economic
aid each to Morocco and Tunisia, Between
1965 and 1969, this proportion declined to 42
percent of the aid flowing to each. In 1970,
the US share dropped still further as other
donors have increased their share. Our de-
creasing share is a reflection of the progress
these countries are making and of the widen-
ing responsibility being assumed by other
nations, a trend entirely consistent with over-
all AID policy.

Our relations with independent Algeria
have been quite different from those with
Morocco and Tunisia,

If we go back to 1962, US expectations
about the potential benefits of bilateral re-
lations with Algeria were probably higher
than with most other newly independent
countries. They were probably unrealistic
then glven our inexperience in dealing with
each other, President Kennedy had felt a
special interest in Algeria dating from his
1957 speech urging the independence of Al-
geria. Ben Bella had flown back to North
Africa following his release by the French in
& US Air Force plane. His first foreign visit
as President was to the UN and Washington
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where he was recelved by President Ken-
nedy. The fact that Ben Bella chose to pro-
ceed directly from Washington to Cuba was
perhaps an omen of what was to come.

The Algerians for their part always held a
strong ideological bias against the U.S. They
identified the US with France through
NATO. Conversely, they felt a deep bond of
sympathy with those states which had en-
dorsed and supported the long bitter Al-
gerian war of independence against France:
North Vietnam, the UAR, the People’s Re-
public of China, and Cuba, all countries with
which in varying degrees, the US was at
odds. In this environment of suspicion and
hostility, and given the instability and ri-
valries of the Ben Bella period, it is not diffi-
cult to understand the lack of rapport. Even
the fact that the US supplied some $165
million of PL-480 foodstuffs between 1962
and 1967 was regarded by the Algerians as
a minor recompense for the devastation suf-
fered during their independence struggle.

The overthrow of Ben Bella on June 19,
19656 by Minister of Defense Houari Boume-
diene revived briefly US hopes that satisfac-
tory relations might be possible. Boume-
diene’s serious approach and his announced
intention to concentrate on his country’s
problems seemed to augur well for such a
development.

With the six-day war, however, Algeria
broke diplomatic relations and all US aid to
Algeria ceased by law. At the same time, Al-
geria seized almost all US firms operating
there, principally oil companies.

In retrospect, the break in relations proved
to have had some benefits. For one thing it
cleared the air. The romantic view of the
prospects for US-Algerian relations vanished
overnight. We recognized that mutual con-
fidence would not be based solely on ald pro-
grams, however well-intentioned, nor on pub-
lic gestures of support—however sincere.

The subsequent upturn in US-Algerian
relations has been marked by several turning
points. One was the emergence of President
Boumediene as the undisputed leader of Al-
geria. He focused his government’s efforts on
domestic economic development, and in the
pursuit of rapld industrialization, the Al-
gerlans found they wanted the expertise and
technology that private American enterprise
could supply. Many US firms responded to
the indication that they would be welcome.

Another major turning point was the Octo-
ber 1969 agreement between SONATRACH
and the El Paso Natural Gas Company for the
sale of one billion cubic feet per day of natu-
ral gas in liquefied form for importation to
the East Coast of the US. This project and
others like it represent a natural fit between
the US, with its estimated annual shortfall
in gas supply of 35 trillion cubic feet by 1980,
and Algeria with the fourth largest proven,
and largely uncommitted, gas reserves in the
world—130 trillion cubic feet.

But given the past history of U.S.-Algerian
relations, and Algeria’s treatment of U.S.
petroleum companies, the huge amounts of
capital needed, and the respective govern-
ment authorizations required, it was clear
even in 1969 that to bring these projects to
fruition would be no easy task. If they could
be implemented, however—and I am opti-
mistic that they will be—they would create
the most significant long-term economic
links between the U.S. and North Africa in
history. They would make a substantial con-
tribution to Algeria’s economic development
and reduce Algeria's dependence on foreign
governments for development financing.

During the past two years both govern-
ments have, in a spirit of businesslike coop-
eration, taken actions to enhance the possi-
bilities for an early realization of these Liqui-
fied Natural Gas projects. Algeria has up-
graded and strengthened its diplomatic rep-
resentation in Washington—still under the

March 9, 1972

flag of Guinea—and we have done likewise
in Algiers under the Swiss flag. Algeria has
resolved all but one of its expropriation dis-
putes with U.S. companies. The Eximbank
has informed SONATRACH that it iIs pre-
pared to consider favorably—the financing of
several hundred million dollars of U.S. ex-
ports for the construction of the necessary
facilities in Algeria for this project. The
American companies will make no Iinvest-
ment in Algeria, but they will finance the
LNG tankers. The final authorization by the
Federal Power Commission—which will set
important precedents for the LNG industry—
is the one remaining requirement.

Turning now to Libya, U.S. relations with
Libya over the past 20 years have gone
through the same radical transformations
as the country itself. In the pre-oil, pre-mili-
tary coup period, Libya was considered one
of the most disinherited of the developing
countries and showed little promise of eco-
nomic viability. In the early 1850s, Libya
was dependent on U.S., UK, and other for-
eign aid for its economic development and
military assistance. Libya concluded a de-
fense agreement with the U.K., and agreed
to the establishment of Wheelus Air Force
Base outside Tripolli and a British air base
near Tobruk. Wheelus became, because of its
ideal climatic conditions, the principal train-
ing base for U.5. fighter aircraft stationed in
Western Europe.

This close relationship, which was clearly
one of Libyan economic dependence on the
US and the UK, was obviously headed for
change when in December 1957, Esso became
the first oll company to announce it had
struck oll. By 1968, Libya had become one
of the world’s leading oil producers and the
per capita GNP of its 1.6 million inhabitants
had increased from about $100 at independ-
ence to $1,640. Reflecting this transforma-
t.luaré. our assistance program was ended in
1965.

In Libya, the United States faced in a very
special way the problem of identification
with a regime. We had provided substantial
financial support in the early days of the
Kingdom. We enjoyed the benefits of military
facilities. There was a widespread—but un-
founded—belief that the British and Amer-
ican Ambassadors dictated policies to Libyan
Governments.

There was much less awareness of the
growing concern of American representatives
in Libya at the increasing detachment of the
King from events in the country, the in-
fluence of some of those around the King on
policies and, what was particularly sericus,
the disenchantment of many of the best
young men in the country with the lack
of progress in the bullding of modern
institutions.

It is tempting, but perhaps idle, to
speculate on whether the United States
could have had a significant influence on
the course of events in this country. It is
always easier to say what should have Leen
done when one knows how the story turned
out. Our aid had heiped launch the country.
The King and many of its leaders felt an
indebtedness to us, Yet, it was clear to all of
us in Libya during those years that the course
of events was in Libyan hands and would be
determined by Libyans. Neither an earlier
withdrawal of our facilities from Libya nor
the exercise of any extraordinary influence in
that country would, In my view, have
changed the basic direction of events.

It was, particularly regrettable, but not at
all surprising, that the leaders of the coup of
September 1969, under Lieutenant (now Col=-
onel) Qadhafl took power with deep suspi-
cions of the United States and with serious
expectations that we would try to oppose
their coup. The matter was further compli-
cated by the fact that the new regime, deeply
influenced by the frustration of the young
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Arab military officers over the course of the
six-day war made the Arab struggle against
Israel a principal tenet of its foreign policy.
Their bellef in our unqualified support for
Israel remains today the chief obstacle to
better relations. Other suspicions have, I be-
lieve, been modified.

We adapted quickly to the change in Libya.
It was never our intention to do otherwise.
We agreed to the evacuation of our air base
near Tripoll and our Coast Guard navigation
station in the Gulf of Sirte. We modified the
nature of our relationship to meet the new
situation.

In Libya today, the greatest US interests
are, in a sense, beyond the government do-
main, The investment and activities of pri-
vate American companies in the develop-
ment and production of Libya's vast oil re-
serves are essentially matters between the
companies and Libya. Our role—when we
have a role—is to seek to explain wider as-
pects of international relations which may
bear on oil policy. In the negotiations last
year, for example, our official effort was con-
fined to explaining our primary concerns as a
government over the consequences for the
consuming nations of any breakdown in ne-
gotiations, and to explalnirg actions taken
by the US Government in permitting the
companies to concert on negotiations.

Today the OPEC countries are in a strong
position as a result of the world energy out-
look, Demand for oll and gas by the de-
veloped world is expanding by leaps and
bounds. The OPEC countries have that oil
and gas, far in excess of their own needs. A
great amount of creative diplomacy by gov-
ernments and business alike is going to be
required if the demands of the producing
countries for increasing revenues and for
control of the companies are to be met with-
out disrupting the industry, the consumers
and the economies of the producing coun=-
tries themselves. Libya will be a major driv-
ing force among the OPEC countries.

One can ask, in retrospect, what were the
benefits we gained from our substantial as-
sistance to Libya in its early days?

Pirst, we must recall the strong efforts
made by the Soviet Union in those days to
have established a Soviet trusteeshlp over
the former Itallan colony of Tripolitania.
Our help to Libya enabled it to emerge and
survive as an independent nation. It gave us
advantages In access and the utilization of
key facilities during critical years following
World War II. It provided a base on which
the Libyans and private American firms
could build the important petroleum indus-
try that exists in that country today.

Events have moved. Clrcumstances have
changed. We have changed with them. We
should not regret what has gone before for
that was important to where we are today.
And today’s Libya has a leadership with
which we still have problems, but it is an
independent leadership providing no more of
an opportunity to other non-Arab forces
than it provides to us.

North Africa is a significant area of the
world, at the hub where Europe, Africa, and
the Middle East meet. It lles on our route of
access to southern Europe and the Eastern
Mediterranean, It is a significant source of
energy for Europe and will increasingly be-
come so for us. It 15 an example of the
trends and problems of the developing world
generally.

We have, without forgetting our friends,
adapted to change in North Africa. We see
its nations as individual entities, each with
unique characteristics, determining its own
future and its own policles. We see our rela-
tions with them as important to our own
interests. We can preserve those interests so
long as we are prepared to continue an active
role in the area and to find foundations for
our relationships built genuinely on common
interests.
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GI BILL EDUCATION BENEFITS FOR
VIETNAM VETERANS

HON. WM. JENNINGS BRYAN DORN

OF BOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. DORN. Mr. Speaker, Vietnam era
veterans will receive greatly increased
GI bill education and training benefits
under our bill that passed the House by
unanimous vote on Monday. It was a
very special honor for me to cosponsor
this bill, H.R. 12828, and support its
passage in our House Veterans’ Com-
mittee.

Education is the answer to many of
the problems today. Unemployment and
underemployment of our returning Viet-
nam veterans is one of our most critical
problems. It is tragic for men who have
fought in the mud, mire, and filth of
South Vietnam to return home and find
no job available. The least we can do
today is to provide increased education
and training benefits, and thus encourage
every returning GI to take advantage
of the GI educational programs.

It is right for a grateful Nation to pro-
vide for educational benefits for those
men and women whose education was
interrupted by service in the Armed
Forces. Every dollar we spend on the
education of the Vietnam veteran will
come back tenfold. It is an investment
in tomorrow. It is an investment which
will provide better housing, provide job
opportunities, and is insurance against
dissatisfaction, divisiveness, bitterness,
and unemployment. Education is the
greatest investment that this Congress
can provide.

The GI education program for Woerld
War II veterans cost the Nation $19 bil-
lion—$19 billion to educate 10 million
men and women. These 10 million vet-
erans have already paid into the Fed-
eral Treasury an estimated $100 bil-
lion more than they would have paid
had they not been educated and thus
provided with increased earning power.
This does not take into consideration
local taxes, State taxes, philanthropies,
homeownership, and a better enviren-
ment for these men and women.

Mr. Speaker, this is the greatest in-
vestment in the history of the world.
It will pay the American people dividends
in the years to come. It has been the
opposite of Federal control of education
and socialistic regulation of our people.
The GI education program provided
more freedom, dignity, and self-respect
among our people. We should do no less
for the Vietnam veteran today. Like the
GI education program for World War II
and the Korean veterans, this bill will
provide further opportunity and justice
for the Vietnam veteran.

Mr. Speaker, this bill will provide for
an increase from $175 a month for a
single veteran student to $200 a month.
Proportionate increases are provided to
student-veterans who have dependents
and who are in part-time training pro-
grams. The bill also extends additional
benefits to widows and children under
the War Orphans Act, and to disabled
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veterans in training and rehabilitation
programs. It liberalizes the standards of
the farm training programs for veterans.
This is wise and sound legislation which
will enable veterans to learn modern
farming techniques and to progress in
our rural areas, thus curbing the popu-
lation flow to our already overcrowded
urban areas. This bill provides the me-
chanics by which our veterans can re-
ceive their educational benefits in a
timely manner and not place a burden
on their families or cause mental an-
guish to themselves. This prepayment
plan will do much to insure that the
veteran will receive his benefits without
unnecessary delay and with a minimum
of paperwork. There are several other
commendable features of this bill which
will assist the veterans as they continue
in their academic careers.

Mr. Speaker, I commend our dynamic
and able chairman, the Honorable OLmy
E. “Ticer” TEAGUE, for his splendid ef-
forts in passing this legislation. I also
wish to commend my associates on the
committee for their successful sponsor-
ship of this timely legislation, which
will open further the door of opportunity
for our veterans who have served with
honor and distinetion.

HATCH ACT STATEMENT

HON. JEROME R. WALDIE

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Speaker, I intro-
duced today a bill which would restore
to Federal civil employees their rights
to participate, as private citizens, in the
political life of the Nation and would
protect Federal civilian employees from
improper political solicitations.

Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday, February 29,
1972, I testified before the Subcommittee
on Elections of the Committee on House
Administration at the invitation of the
chairman. At that time I expressed my
strong support for legislation to remove
the unjust and overprotective restric-
tions on Federal civilian employees im-
posed by the Hatch Act. In particular, I
addressed myself to the act as it relates
and is interpreted in my own State of
California.

The bill which I have introduced to-
day is designed to remove these unneces-
sary and unreasonable restrictions, while
maintaining the protection and integrity
of the federal system of employment
from unnecessary implication with the
private political activity of its employees
on the job.

It is deeply disturbing to me that such
modifications have not been instituted
long before this.

Public employment should not forc-
ibly deprive a person of his rights to
constitutional protection. The Federal
Government should not be allowed to
condition admission to and pursuit of
public empioyment upon any terms
which it may choose to selectively im-

pose—especially when not all Federal
employees are subject to the same re-
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strictions. Such a double standard seems
to me both arbitrary and quite unneces-
sary.

The notion that a public employee is
a servant, and less equal than any other
civilian employee whereby he must sac-
rifice his personal rights merely to en-
gage in earning a living, should be la-
beled as false from the beginning. Yet the
Hateh Act imposes just such a restric-
tive distinction upon these employees.
Such restrictions can only force many
fine Americans, who find it against their
good conscience to be deprived of their
most basic constitutional rights, out of
a high calling toward Government serv-
ice. It is ironic to me that through such
laws we force the exclusion of those who
hold these basic human rights so dear. As
our Federal employment rolls swell each
year, more and more Americans are being
forced to make such a choice. It is dis-
turbing to me that the “privilege” of
Federal employment is based on such
an unconstitutional requirement.

Because the Hatch Act is so broad and
general, many varying interpretations of
it are found. In some instances, it has
been used as a lever to coerce employees
to remain silent by throwing an unjusti-
fiable fear into them of expulsion or
prosecution. In other cases employees are
denied the right to speak out or work
against injustices of their political sys-
tem, as private citizens.

But one of the most disturbing pro-
visions of this act, with its broad and
general language, is the flexibility that it
allows for very subjective and selective
interpretation and enforcement of the
act. This is the most potentially dan-
gerous provision because it allows the
Federal Government, or segments there-
of, to single out and remove or perse-
cute any person of any given belief for
actual or alleged political activity on his
own time. The line between partisan and
nonpartisan activity is hazy at best, and
no assistance is given in outlining guide-
lines or criteria which are objective. I
find this to be a most serious flaw.

Clearly, such interpretation is not the
intent of Congress now nor was it the
intent of Congress when the act was
passed. Yet, this is just how the law can
be distorted. The legislation which I pro-
pose today would tighten up the meaning
of the act and loosen up the unnecessary
and unfair restrictions. Not to do so is
a discredit to both the lawmakers and
all public employees who happen to come
under its jurisdiction.

Mr. Speaker, in my own State of Cali-
fornia, the State supreme court, in de-
ciding Hatch Act cases of its own, has
held that:

Only a “compelling” public interest can
justify the imposition of restraints upon the

political activitles of public employees and
that it must appear that the restrictions
* * *» are not broader than are required to

preserve the efficlency and integrity of the
public service.

Mr. Speaker, I fully realize the need
for the Federal Government, when cir-
cumstances absolutely compel to impose
certain personal political restrictions
upon particular employees when they are
at work. But the practice of blindly re-
stricting all Federal employees, all the
time, from taking a most important part
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in the mainstream of the Nation, its
political process, is both unreasonable
and unjust. My bill provides for the nec-
essary restraint of private political ac-
tivity while on duty or in uniform as a
protection for the Federal institution. In
addition, the bill also contains provisions
to continue to protect the employee from
being approached through his job for po-
litical solicitations. But these restrictions
can and should be lifted from the em-
ployee once he leaves the office and re-
turns home. He should be as free as the
next man to set examples for his chil-
dren and participate in the political proe-
ess in any way he sees fit or chooses.

California Supreme Court Justice To-
briner stated that:

The expansion of Government enterprise
with its ever-increasing number of employees
marks this area of the law a crucial one. As
the number of persons employed by the Gov-
ernment and governmentally assisted insti-
tutions continues to grow, the necessity of
preserving for them the maximum practi-
cable right to participate in the political life
of the republic grows with it. Restrictions on
public employees which, in some or all of
their applications, advance no compelling
public interest commensurate with the
waiver of constitutional rights which they
require Imperil the continued operation of
our institutions of representative govern-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, I insert the entire text of
Justice Tobriner’s opinion in the Recorp
at this point:

In the present case we consider once again
the constitutionality of restraints imposed
upon the political activities of a public em-
ployee. We once agailn review the factors
which clrcumscribe the power of the govern-
ment to exact as a condition of public em-
ployment a walver of constitutional rights.

[1, 2] We have recently held that only a
“compelling” public Interest can justify the
imposition of restraints upon the political
activities of public employees and that, “It
must appear that the restrictions * * * are
not broader than are required to preserve the
efficiency and integrity of the publiec service.”
(Fort v. Clvil Service Commission (1964) 61
Cal.2d 331, 337-338, 38 Cal.Rptr. 625, 629, 392,
P.2d 385, 389.) Similarly, in the present case,
we hold that a governmental agency which
would require a walver of constitutional
rights as a condition of public employment
must demonstrate: (1) that the political re-
straints rationally relate to the enhancement
of the public service, (2) that the benefits
which the public gains by the restralnts out-
weigh the resulting impairment of constitu-
tional rights, and (3) that no alternatives
less subversive of constitutional rights are
available.

According to defendants, the particular re-
straints involved here may be sustained be-
cause they do no more than prohibit the pub-
lc employee from campaigning against his
own superior, an inhibition which has been
upheld in Fort. We shall explain, however,
that these restraints cover a far wider field
of political participation than the campaign
against one's superior. To the extent that the
restraints operate beyond the sphere of the
proffered justification they advance no com-
pelling public interest and exact the walver
of constitutional rights without compensat-
ing public benefit. SBuch restraints cannot
stand; & dismissal predicated upon them
must be reversed.

In April 1960 the defendant hospital dis-
trict hired plaintiff as a nurse's aide. In this
capacity plaintiff performed such tasks as
bathing patients, changing beds, and taking
temperatures. The record shows that plaintift
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consistently performed her assigned dutles
to the complete satisfaction of her superiors.

Late in 1963 a number of citizens became
dissatisfied with the pollcies of the defendant
district and commenced a campaign to recall
from office certain of its directors. Plaintiff
participated in the activities of this group by
attending some of its meetings, circulating
recall petitions and distributing literature,
The record indicates that plaintiff confined
her activities on behalf of the recall campaign
to her off-duty hours and that in seeking to
infiluence interested citizens to vote for the
recall she did not advise them of her employ-
ment by the district.

On February 7, 1964, the hospital admin-
istrator issued to all hospital personnel a
memorandum entitled “Political Activities
of Public Employees.” The memorandum
stated: “Notlce is hereby given that the Board
of Directors of the Washington Township
Hospital District [has] instructed the Ad-
ministrator to place all employees on notice
that employee participation in any political
activity for or against any candidate or ballot
measure pertaining to the * * * District is
unlawful and will not be acceptable conduct
for an employee of this hospital and shall
constitute grounds for disciplinary action
and/or dismissal.” The memorandum pro-
ceeded to state that the employees were “fur-
ther advised"” of certain sections of the Gov-
ernment Code relating to the political activi-
ties of public employees. The memorandum
quoted in full the language of Government
Code section 3205 which provides: “No officer
or employee whose position is not exempt
from the operation of a civil service personnel
or merit system of a local agency shall take
an active part in any campaign for or against
any candidate, except himself, for an office of
such local agency, or for or against any bal-
lot measure relating to the recall of any
elected official of the local agency.”

Plaintiff thereupon sought to enjoin the
district from representing to its employees
that participation in the recall campaign
was unlawful and from threatening or insti-
tuting reprisals against any employee for
participating in that campalgn.

While plaintiff's sult for an injunction was
pending, the assistant hospital administrator
called plaintiff into his office and demanded
her assurance that she had withdrawn from
participation in the recall movement and
that she intended “to obey the letter and
spirit of the directive of the Board of Di-
rectors.” He also stated that plaintiff's fallure
to glve such assurance would result in her
prompt dismissal “on the ground that active
participation in recall activities by any em-
ployee while remaining an employee of the
hospital district causes a disruption of em-
ployee relations by creating dissension and
unrest among employees, which in turn dis-
rupts and Impairs the service to the patient
and the public.” Plaintiff indicated that she
intended to continue her participation in the
recall movement. Her employment was there-
upon terminated. Plaintiff has since amended
her complaint to seek reinstatement, back
wages and punitive damages.

In urging us to affirm the action of the
trial court in sustaining a demurrer to plain-
tiff’s complaint, defendant district notes that
it maintains no clvil service or merit system
for its employees and that section 32121, sub-
division (h), of the Health and Safety Code
declares that employees of local hospital dis-
tricts hold their positions “at the pleasure”
of the hospital board. Since no provision of
constitutional or statutory law purports to
glve plaintiff a right to secure or retain em-
ployment by the board, defendant urges that
its right to terminate her employment knows
no legal limit.

[3, 4]. Despite the antiquity of this argu-
ment, its reasoning today stands utterly dis-
credited. Although an individual can claim
no constitutional right to obtain public em-
ployment or to receive any other publicly-




March 9, 1972

conferred benefit, the government cannot
condition admission to such employment or
receipt of such benefits upon any terms that
it may choose to impose. As Professor Thomas
Reed Powell long ago observed, “Logically
a thing which may be absolutely excluded is
not the same as a thing which may be sub-
jected to burdens of a different kind, even
though such burdens would be regarded by
all as less onerous than the burden of abso-
lute exclusion. The ‘power of absolute ex-
clusion’ is a term not identical with the
‘power of relative exclusion' or the ‘power to
impose any burdens whatsoever.'” (Powell,
The Right to Work for the State (1961) 16
Colum. L. Rev. 99, 111.)' Today courts and
commentators alike recognize without ques-
tion that the power of government, federal
or state, to withhold benefits from its citi-
zens does not encompass a supposed “lesser”
power to grant such benefits upon an arbi-
trary deprivation of constitutional right?

The faulty logic inherent in defendant's
proffered syllogism was rejected by this court
in Danskin v. San Diego Unified Sch. Dist.
(1946) 18 Cal. 2d 536, 171 P. 2d 885. That case
involved a school district which had under-
taken to confine the use of Its buildings to
organizations whose members gave a satis-
factory account of their views. In the course
of that opinion we declared: “The state is
under no duty to make school buildings
available for public meetings [citations]. If
it elects to do so, however, it cannot arbi-
trarily prevent any members of the public
from holding such meetings. [Citations.] Nor
can it make the privilege of holding them
dependent on conditions that would deprive
any members of the public of their constitu-
tional rights. A state is without power to
impose an unconstitutional requirement as
a condition for granting a privilege even
though the privilege is the use of state prop-
erty [citatlons] * * * It is true that the
state need not open the doors of a school
building as a forum and may at any time
choose to close them. Once it opens the
doors, however, it cannot demand tickets of
admission in the form of convictions and
affiliations that it deems acceptable.” (Dan-
skin v. San Diego Unified Sch. Dist., supra,
28 Cal. 2d at pp. 645-547, 171 P. 2d at pp.
891-892.)

Similarly, in Syrek v. California Unemploy-
ment Insurance Appeals Board (1960) 54 Cal.
2d 519, 532, T Cal. Rptr. 97, 354, P. 2d 625, 632,
this court stated that, “[A]lthough the state
need not legally have provided unemploy-
ment benefits for anyone, once it has done so
it cannot withhold them from one who has
good cause for declining a proffered employ-
ment.”

[5] On the other hand, we cannot accept
the apparent suggestion of some few cases
that government may never condition the
receipt of benefits or privileges upon the
non-assertion of constitutional rights. (See,
e.g., Frost & Frost Trucking Co. v. Rallroad
Com. (1928) 271 U.S. 583, 503-594, 46 S.Ct.
605, 70 L.Ed. 1101; Terral v. Burke Constr.
Co. (1922) 257 U.S. 529, 532-533, 42 S.Ct.
188, 66 L.Ed. 352.) The government em-
ployee should no more enjoy the right to
wrap himself in the flag of constitutional
protection against every condition of em-
ployment imposed by the government than
the government should enjoy an absolute
right to strip him of every constitutional
protection. Just as we have rejected the fal-
lacious argument that the power of govern-
ment to impose such conditions knows no
limits, so must we acknowledge that govern-
ment may, when circumstances inexorably
S0 require, impose conditions upon the en-
joyment of publicly-conferred benefits de-
spite a resulting qualification of constitu-
tional rights3

[6] In dolng so, however, government
bears a heavy burden of demonstrating the
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practical necessity for the limitation. At the
very least it must establish that the imposed
conditions relate to the purposes of the leg-
Islation which confers the benefit or priv-
ilege.* In the words of Mr. Justice Frank-
furter, “Congress may withhold all sorts of
facilities for a better life but if it affords
them it cannot make them available In an
obviously arbitrary way or exact surrender
of freedoms unrelated to the purpose of the
facilities.” (American Communications Ass'n,
CIO v. Douds (1950) 339 U.S. 382, 417, T0
8.Ct. 674, 693, 94 L.Ed. 925, Frankfurter,
J., concurring and dissenting.)® Thus in
Housing Authority of City of Los Angeles v.
Cordova, supra, 130 Cal.App.2d Supp. 884,
889, 279 P.2d 215, 218, the court denied the
power of the City of Los Angeles to exclude
from public housing persons who decline to
sign certificates of nonmembership In
subversive groups, noting its doubts that
“the laudable purpose of combating the
efforts of subversives is advanced by com-
pelling them to live in slums or substandard
housing accommodations.' ®

[7] Not only must the conditions annexed
to the enjoyment of a publicly-conferred
benefit reasonably tend to further the pur-
poses sought by conferment of that benefit
but also the utllity of imposing the con-
ditions must manifestly outweigh any result-
ing impairment of constitutional rights.”
Further, in imposing conditions upon the en-
joyment of publicly-conferred benefits, as
in the restriction of constitutional rights by
more direct means, the state must establish
the unawvallability of less offensive alterna-
tives and demonstrate that the conditions are
drawn with narrow specificity, restricting the
exercise of constitutional rights only to the
extent necessary to maintain the integrity
of the program which confers the benefits.?

[8] The public employee surely enjoys the
status of a person protected by constitutional
right. Public employment does not deprive
him of constitutional protection. In the ab-
sence of an imperative necessity to protect
the public from irresponsible activity of so
seious a nature that it would disrupt the
public welfare, such protections are not sub-
ject to destruction by a public employer's
insistence that they be waived by contract.

We recognized and applied these principles
in our recent decision in Fort v. Civil Service
Commission, supra, 61 Cal. 2d 331, 38 Cal.
Rptr. 625, 392 P.2d 385, holding that only
“compelling" public interests can justify a
governmental entity In demanding a walver of
constitutional rights as a condition of public
employment. “*Although * * * one employed
in public service does not have a constitu-
tional right to such employment |[citation]
it is settled that a person cannot properly
be barred or removed from public employ-
ment arbitrarily or in disregard of his con-
stitutional rights.” (61 Cal.2d 331, 334, 38
Cal.Rptr. 625, 627, 392 P.2d 385, 387.) * We
further noted in Fort, “The principles set
forth in the recent decislons do not admit
of wholesale restrictions on political activities
merely because the persons affected are pub-
lic employees, particularly when it is con-
sidered that there are millions of such per-
sons. It must appear that restrictions imposed
by a governmental entity are not broader
than are required to preserve the efficiency
and integrity of its public service.” (61 Cal.
2d at pp. 337-338, 38 Cal.Rptr. at p. 629, 392
P.2d at p. 389 (italics added); see also Kin-
near v. City etc. of San Francisco (1964) 61
Cal.2d 341, 343, 38 Cal.Rptr. 631, 392 P.2d
391.)

The restrictions imposed upon plaintiff’s
political activities by Government Code sec-
tion 32056 and the board's directive are not,
as Fort insists that they must be, “required
to preserve the efficiency and integrity of
[the] public service."” The sweeping prohibi-
tions of the statute and the directive are not
necessary to the sueccessful functioning of
the civil service system. Indeed, the defend-
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ant district has not even attempted to dem-
onstrate that such political restrictions even
relate to the general purposes of the civil
service legislation.

[9] The single ground upon which the de-
fendant would sustain these restrictions is
that 1t may constitutionally prchibit a pub-
lic employee from running or campaigning
against his own superior officer. Defendant
rests upon the declaration in Fort that “A
strong case, we think, can * * * be made
for the view that permitting a public em-
ployee to run or campaign against his own
superior has so disruptive an effect on the
public service as to warrant restriction. It is,
of course, possible to draw a restrictive pro-
vision narrowly in order to deal specifically
with such abuses." (61 Cal.2d 331, 3388, 38
Cal.Rptr. 625, 629, 392, P.2d 385, 389.) Since
the instant limitations were not narrowly
drawn to deal with this specific abuse, how-
ever, they cannot rest upon this circum-
scribed ground.

[10] We have recognized that administra-
tive disruption may ensue from the partici-
pation of a public employee in & campaign
for or agalnst his own superior and that the
state may meet such danger by specific re-
striction. Here, however, we do not reach that
question; we need not determine whether the
working relationship between plaintiff and
the board was so immediate that the board
might be considered her “own superior.” We
shall point out that the present restrictions
attempt too wide a prohibition. “Where the
statute Is attacked on First Amendment
grounds the court Is not limited in its exam-
ination to the application of the statute in-
volved in the particular case, but may con-
slder other possible applications of the
statute.” (Canon v. Justice Court, supra, 61
Cal.2d 446, 450 39 Cal.Rptr. 228, 230, 393,
P.2d 428, 430; see also Fort v. Clvil Service
Commission, supra, 61 Cal.2d 331, 338-340, 38
Cal.Rptr. 625, 392 P.2d 385; NAACPF v, Button,
supra, 371 U.S. 415, 432-433, 83 S.Ct. 328;
Talley v. State of California (1960) 362 U.S.
60, 63-64, 80 S.Ct. 536, 4 L. Ed.2d 559; Thorn-
hill v, State of Alabama (1940) 310 U.S. 88,
96-99, 60 S.Ct. 736, 84 L.Ed. 1093; Note, In=
separability in Application of Statutes Ime
pairing Civil Liberties (1948) 61 Harv.L.Rev.
1208). Accordingly, we need not determine
whether the conduct of plaintiff disclosed by
the present record so closely imperiled com-
pelling public interests as to be properly
subject to regulation by a more narrowly
drawn statute.

Both Government Code section 3205 and
the board’s directive would prohibit conduct
that does not fall within the statement in
Fort that the state may constitutionally re-
strict the freedom of a public employee to
run or campaign against “his own superior.”

The directive proscribes participation in
“any political activity for or against any
candidate or ballot measure pertaining to
the district.” By extending its ban to “any
ballot measure pertaining to the district” the
directive embraces matters other than cam-
paigns against an employee's “own superior.”
Indeed, in its present form, the directive,
like the restriction struck down in Fort,
would include “even * * * measures which
would directly and personally affect the em-
ployee such as one relating to his own
salary or working conditions.” (61 Cal.2d 331,
335, 38 Cal.Rptr. 625, 628, 392 P.2d 385, 388.)

[11] The overbreadth of the statute lies in
the wide swath of its prohibition of employee
participation in a number and variety of
elections. Subject to an exception for per-
sons “exempt” from civil service, the statute
provides that no employee of a “local agency”
may participate in “any campaign for or
against any candidate, except himself, for
an office of such local agency.” Since Govern-
ment Code section 3201 defines “local agency™
as “'a county, city, city and county, political
subdivision, district, or municipal corpora-
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tion,” the ban of section 3206 would, for ex-
ample, prevent an employee of a city from
participating in the campaign of any officer
of his city, and perhaps even his county,
however remote might be the working rela-
tionship between such employee and such
officer. So broad a rule cannot find justifica-
tion in our dictum that a public employee
may constitutionally be prevented from op-
posing the reelection of “his own superior.”

We turn, finally, to the suggestion that the
statute does not apply to a public employee,
such as plaintiff, who does not enjoy the
benefit of a civil service or merit system.
The statutory ban here expressly extends
only to public employees who are “not exempt
from the operation of a civil service person-
nel or merit system.” Accordingly, the argu-
ment runs, the employees of a government
agency which, like the present defendant,
has instituted no civil service or merit sys-
tem for its employees are thereby rendered
“exempt from"” the operation of such a sys-
tem within the meaning of the statute.

If there were no other guide to the mean-
ing of this phrase, we might well conclude
that the statutory ban applies only to per-
sons who enjoy the protection of a civil serv-
ice or merit system and that the Legislature
intended to preserve intact the political free-
dom of all other public employees as a
surrogate for the job security which they lack.
We note, however, that article XXIV, section
4, of our Constltution sets forth an exten-
sive list of “Offices and Employments Exempt
From Civil Service.” For the most part, these
positions are elective or high appointive
offices whose holders could not reasonably
be expected to refrain from political activi-
ties without profoundly affecting the work-
ings of our representative institutions. Since
the Constitution has made explicit by defini-
tion the officers who are “exempt from civil
service,” we cannot at will vastly expand that
category.

[12] The purpose of the Legislature in
confining the ban of Government Code sec-
tion 3206 to persons ‘“not exempt from” a
civil service or merit system was to exclude
only persons affirmatively exempted from the
operation of such a system by its own terms
or by the terms of statutory or constitutional
law. Thus the fallure of the defendant dis-
trict to institute a civil service or merit
system for its employees does not excuse
them from compliance with Government
Code section 3205, if that provision were
otherwise valid.

In summary we note that the expansion of
government enterprise with its ever-increas-
ing number of employees marks this area of
the law a crucial’one, As the number of per-
sons employed by government and govern-
mentally-assisted institutions continues to
grow the necessity of preserving for them the
maximum practicable right to participate In
the political life of the republic grows with
it. Restrictions on public employees which, in
some or all of their applications, advance
no compelling public interest commensurate
with the waiver of constitutional rights
which they require imperil the continued
operation of our institutions of representative
government.

This court has recognized the right of gov-
ernmental agencles to preserve tpeir har-
monious operation by restricting such polit-
ical activities as directly threaten admin-
istrative disruption or a loss of integrity.
When, however, the sweep of the restrictions
im extends beyond the area of permis-
sible limitation, we are obliged to strike
down such strictures and any official act
predicated upon them.

We reverse the judgment of dismissal en-
tered by the trial court pursuant to its order
sustaining defendants’ demurrer and remand
the cause for further proceedings consistent
with this opinion,
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SIXTY YEARS OF OUTSTANDING
SERVICE

HON. JOHN BUCHANAN

OF ALABAMA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, March 6, 1972

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, Sunday
marks the 60th anniversary of an orga-
nization which has meant much to this
Nation throughout the years—the Girl
Scouts of America.

Like many parents, my wife and I know
from personal experience something of
the value of the Girl Scout program. Cur
daughter, Liz, is a former member of the
Girl Scouts and our other daughter,
Lynn, is now a Brownie. Hence, I can
appreciate the fine work this organiza-
tion has done in developing character
and skills in the young women of our
great country.

I have also had the opportunity to view
firsthand the fine work of the many
Scouts and volunteers of the Girl Scouts
Cahaba Council in the Birmingham, Ala.
area, which it is my privilege to represent
in the Congress.

The nearly 10,000 girls and 2,500 vol-
unteers participating in the Cahaba
Council Scouting program have re-
peatedly reinforced the outstanding rep-
utation which Scouting has earned over
the years through such programs as the
Helping Hands Drive to collect clothing
for the Salvation Army, gathering gifts
for the Juliette Low World Friendship
Fund, helping put programs together for
the Alabama Education Association plus
numerous other civic activities.
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The myriad of programs offered by the
Girl Scouts will prepare the girls of our
Nation for the roles they will play as
adults in our society and permit them
to become active now in providing solu-
tions to some of our current problems.

Their work in the environmental field
is well known and gives these girls insight
into the problems we face in protecting
our environment while giving them guid-
ance 1n helping to clean it up.

It is an organization of girls of all races
and creeds, promoting understanding in
a world where the lack of understanding
has given rise to so many conflicts.

Scouting stimulates initiative and pro-
vides training in six broad areas—the
meaning of the Scouting promise and
laws, service to others, troops manage-
ment by the girls themselves, which pro-
vides a lesson in self-government, citi-
zenship, international friendship, health,
and safety.

The reports of Girl Scouts helping oth-
ers are countless, and reflect the char-
acter which these girls have developed.

But it is not just the Girl Scout orga-
nization which must be saluted on this,
its 60th anniversary, it is the Scout lead-
ers throughout the Nation who have
given so many hours of their time and
so much of their energies unselfishly to
encourage the development of this Na-
tion’s youth.

There can be no question but that this
Nation is richer for the contributions
which the Girl Scouts of America have
made over the past 60 years and that
this wealth will grow for future genera-
tions.

NIXON'S CHINA TRIP BREACHED
THE WALL

HON. CHARLES E. CHAMBERLAIN

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 3972

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. Speaker,
President Nixon’s historic journey to
mainland China will undoubtedly be re-
membered as one of the foremost
achievements of his administration. It
will be months and probably years before
a full assessment of its impact on the
course of history can be made. Nonethe-
less, the importance of this first step is
clear. The Jackson Citizen Patriot of
Jackson, Mich., in its lead editorial on
February 29, the day after the President
returned, provided its readers with a
thoughtful discussion of some of the pos-
sible ramifications of this trip and I
commend it to the attention of my col-
leagues:

Nixon's CHiNA Trir BREACHED THE WALL

President Nixon and his considerable en-
tourage are back in the familiar surround-
ings of the Capitol today as the first Amer-
fcan President ever to visit China while in
office.

The one-week sojourn in that still some-
what ancient kingdom brought no startling
announcements of friendship or diplomatic
relations. It did help to thaw considerably
the iceberg that has separated the two
countries during the past two decades.

Much of the ice is still there as evidenced
by the joint communique issued by the
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President and Chou En-lai shortly before the
President departed on his return trip.

The communique spelled out areas of dis-
agreement in very general terms but ended
with a message of hope that the two big na-
tions would continue to pursue the rela-
tionship begun by the President’s trip.

Without doubt, the most significant state-
ment made by the President was that this
nation would remove its military collar from
the islands of Taiwan at some future date
as tensions in that area lessen.

Perhaps this is an exercise in futility.

Any reduction in American military
forces on or near Talwan is likely to make
the Nationalists edgy and contribute to in-
creased tension in the area, not less.

However, that is a problem the President
and his advisors apparently will not have
to face in the immediate future.

Few expected any startling agreement with
regard to the other situations in Indochina
and none was forthcoming.

Chou En-lal, long a supporter of the Viet
Cong and North Vietnamese, did nothing
to jeopardize his relationship with these
two groups.

Vying as it is with the Russians for the
No. 1 position in the hearts of the North
Vietnamese, China could not afford any con-
cessions that would appear to be a softening
of its well-known position vis-a-vis the
United Statgs.

There was hardly any diplomatic move-
ment on either side in regard to the other
vexing questions in Indochina.

The Chinese Communists are again looking
warlly at a prospering Japanese nation. They
know that history offen repeats itself and
no one in power wants a repeat of the ex-
ploits of the Japanese Empire of the Thirties
at Chinese expense,

They know that a prosperous nation often
seeks to improve its commercial stature with
military expansion.

When Japan could no longer find erough
raw material to support its burgeoning in-
dustrial empire in the Thirties, it went look-
ing for that raw material in China's back-
yard.

That doesn’'t seem possible today because
China is a much more powerful nation today
than it was 40 years ago. But the Chinese
don’t forget easily and they are uneasy over
Japan's new-found industrial might.

Chinese leaders quite naturally reason that
what happened in the Thirtles and Forties
could happen again in the Seventies.

With Russia on the north growing more
hostile, Japan on the east and the National-
ists on the south, the Chinese communists
have every reason to be wary about their posi-
tion in Southeast Asla.

That is why they are looking to the possi-
bility of, if not a friendship with the United
States, at least a neutralization of a previ-
ously unfriendly relationship.

Because of that, this nation can probably
expect new overtures from the Chinese with
emphasis on cultural and journalistic ex-
changes, without fully recognized diplomatic
relations. We have similar exchanges now
with other Communist countries without an
exchange of ambassadors.

The President's visit to China is recogni-
tion of the role that nation plays in world
diplomacy and the actual power it holds as
one of the world's leading powers.

In order to deal with the problems that
power engenders, the President first had to
make some formal recognizance of it. That
has been done now. The groundwork for
further discussions and diplomatic debate
has been laid.

And Talwan cannot possibly feel that it is
the only nation affected by this big power
meeting. Japan, and certainly many of the
other nations of Southeast Asia, must be
wondering how their national interests were
treated by the President and Chou En-lai.

Other than some never-before revelations

7905

about life in China, the press coverage of
the President's trip provided few insights
into what the two leaders discussed.

We shouldn’'t have expected more than
that; even the President cautioned against
expecting too much in terms of break-
through agreements.

Just getting beyond that invisible China
wall proved refreshing, How long will the
euphoria last? We don't know. But a breath
of fresh air often does wonders for lagging
spirits.

HON. HUGH CAREY CALLS FOR A
UNITED IRELAND

HON. ROBERT O. TIERNAN

OF RHODE ISLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. TIERNAN. Mr. Speaker, many of
us are deeply concerned over the tragedy
of the situation in Northen Ireland, but
few have been as persistent and vocal as
my friend and colleague from New York,
Huca Carey. Congressman CaArRey has
spoken out against the injustices being
perpetrated against the Catholics in Ul-
ster on numerous occasions, and is the
chief House sponsor of the Kennedy-
Carey resolution calling for, among other
things, a united Ireland.

The February 27 issue of the Sunday
Press carried an interview with Congress-
man CAReY on the Irish situation. I urge
each of my colleagues to take a few
moments to read this very fine article.

[From the Sunday Press, Feb. 27, 1972]
FroM THE IRISH EMBASSY—NOTHING

Tomorrow, in the august House of Repre-
sentatives in Washington, a two-page resolu-
tion, bearing the number H. Res. 702, will be
dealt with by the European Affairs Sub=
Committee.

There will be public witnesses called to
show why the motion which, summarized,
calls for peace in Northern Ireland and the
establishment of a United Ireland, should
be the subject of a debate In the 92nd Con-
gress—the Joint Assembly of 435 U.8. Con-
gressmen and 100 Senators.

The resolution has been tabled by Con-
gressman Hugh Carey of New York, and
backed by Mr. Daniels of New Jersey, Mr.
Garmatz, Mr. Rodino, Mr, Hawkins and Mrs.
Green, of Oregon, and Mr. Eilberg.

Senator Kennedy and Senator Ribicoff are
co-sponsors of the resolution.

H. Res. 702, a four-page pamphlet, re-
quests the United States Government, at the
highest level to urge the immediate imple-
mentation of the following actions,

1. Termination of the current policy of
internment and simultaneous release of all
persons detained thereunder.

2. Full respect for the civil rights of all the
people of Northern Ireland and the termina-
tion of all political, soclal, economic and
religious discrimination.

3. Implementation of the reforms promised
by the United Kingdom since 1968, including
those reforms in the fields of law enforce-
ment, housing, employment and voting
rights.

4. Dissolution of the Parliament of North-
ern Ireland.

5. Withdrawal of all British Forces from
Northern Ireland and the institution of law
enforcement criminal justice under local
control acceptable to all parties.

6. Convening of all interested parties for
the purpose of accomplishing the tnification
of Ireland.

The European Affairs Sub-Committee will
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hear evidence from witnesses representing all
shades of opinion in America on the Irish
question. The committee can decide to have
the matter discussed in Congress, if it goes
to a vote, and the resolution is passed, it will
mean that the world's most powerful voice
will be urging Britain to act.

MicHAEL HAND TALKS TO THE MAN BEHIND
MoNDAY'S VITAL RESOLUTION ON THE NORTH

Hugh Carey is very well informed about
Ireland'’s problems. He has been to the North
on & fact-finding mission and met with Op-
position M.P.s and Stormont Ministers. He
has also had talks with Ministers in Dublin,
and with U.S. Embassy officials in London.

After Derry, and the subsequent propa-
ganda machinery of the British Information
Service, he was bitterly disappointed that
there was no flow of information from the
Irish Embassy in Washington.

He told me: “When I was in Dublin, I
stressed the importance of getting the Irish
side of the stories across via the Embassy
here, I was promised that this would be
available,

“I haven't received a single scrap of news.
1 don't blame the Ambassador, he's done
everything he could. But the flow hasn't
been coming from Dublin, It's a great pity.

“The British were very quick off the mark.
Newspapermen and television people used the
Heath argument blatantly. Some of the news
stuff was just pure hand-out material. One
columnist described the Northern minority
as a “White” Panther group.

“I would like the Irish Embassy here to
feed us—and the media—with informative
excerpts of the latest happenings from the
minority point of view. As of now, they
haven't been particularly effective.

“I'd welcome news from all sources—even
Stormont. I'm a fair-minded person. My wife
Helen is of Scottish Protestant stock, but she
seeks the same justice as I do.”

Hugh Carey claims he didn't see fair ad-
ministration of justice on his visit to the
North. Nor did subsequent conversations
with two Stormont ministers convince me
that there was even intent.

He told me: “I talked with Mr. Baillie, the
Commerce Minister, and Mr. Fitzsimmons,
the Minister for Health. The former told me
that he would welcome someone like John
Hume into the Cabinet perhaps as his assist-
ant.

“He said that the two of them could go
on a sort of goodwill tour of the world in a
bid to get industries for the North. I asked
Mr. Baillle would there be a guarantee of
fair job allocation, and pointed out that the
shipyards employed 8,700 Protestants and 300
Catholics.

There couldn't be a repetition of this. I
added.

“I couldn’t get this guarantee and I was
of the opinion then that the Stormont gov-
ernment were going soft on the promised re-
forms.

“In a talk with Fitzsimmons, he told me
that the real problem with Catholies in
Northern Ireland was one of education. He
offered the excuse that as Catholics produced
too many children and sent them to inferior
schools, they weren't fit for key jobs.

“With an attitude like that, how could any
reasonably thinking man have faith in such
a Government?”

Mr. Carey is against violence in any shape
or form. “The British troops were sent there
as a peace-keeping force. But soldiers like
these don't act as policemen. They are the
assallants; they are tralned to kill.

“Violence only begets violence. I am against
the sniping at British soldiers. The use of
arms with intent to kill or maim is never
justifiable. But I am realistic enough to know
that the policy of internment, the failure for
many to secure a living wage, tends to drive
people to band together and they look to the
LR.A. as a protection.”

“And after Derry, when that man Mec-
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Keague said on the Frost show, which was
seen throughout America, that his people
called Bloody Sunday, Good Sunday, many
who had accepted the British line were
shocked.

Mr. Carey is a firm supporter of the civil
disobedlence campaign. “The withdrawal of
Opposition M.P.s from parliament was justi-
fled,"” he said.

“There is no alternative to this when laws
are unjust and seen to be so. Senator Ken-
nedy and I predicted that something like
Derry would happen. We hope there is no
repetition.

“The most amazing reaction to our stand
on Ireland has been the bitter condemnation
by British leaders of our actions. They talked
about Interfering in the affairs of a foreign
power.

“It's funny, you know, on what the British
class as interference. They didn't say we were
meddling when we fought against the Ger-
mans. I stood side by side with British sol-
dlers in that war in a common cause.

*“They didn’t cry stop when the U.S. have
bailed their pound on occaslons. Or when we
stepped in to save Rolls Royce. Or when we
backed their sanctions against Rhodesia—
another foreign power.

“The British, rightly, have spoken out
against Vietnam.

“Are we to stay silent on the apartheld
policy of South Africa? I wondem where the
demarcation line lles in so-called ‘interfer-
ence.' If appears to us that it is only when
we speak out on Ireland that they lay down
the law.

“The Americans and the British are cou-
sins—in blood and tradition. A President is
honoured in Runnymede and we've always
had the highest regard for their sense of falr
play. The United States is in a position to
call for justice to friends and foes and see
an end to war.

“This resolution should be seen as an of-
fer to conciliate. Gradually, we are getting
more backing from the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate. Senators Muskie,
Brooke and Buckley, while not agreeing with
all our proposals, are, in principle, with our
proposals.”

Hugh Carey, whose grandparents emigrated
from Tyrone to know the truth. Tomorrow,
Washington and the nation, will be listen-
ing to the beginning of the story.

DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS

HON. LESTER L. WOLFF

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, on May 26,
1971, Mr. Henry Schuman, commander
of the United Veterans Service Council
of Queens County, N.Y., spoke before the
House Veterans' Affairs Committee. Mr.
Schuman’s fine organization represents
more than 1 dozen county council units.
Because the Disabled American Veterans
were inadvertently omitted from the list-
ing of participating county council units
which appeared in the printed record of
the hearing, I have taken this oppor-
tunity to correct the record. The Disabled
American Veterans group is one which
deserves not only mention, but special
recognition, because its members have
made such tremendous sacrifices in their
service to our Nation. Their being repre-
sented at the hearing last May, there-
fore, was especially important and mean-
ingful to myself and my colleagues on
the commiitee.

March 9, 1972
“LET’S FREEZE GOVERNMENT TOO”

HON. JOHN E. HUNT

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, a timely
message has come across my desk, and
I am sure many of you have received it,
entitled “Let’s Freeze Government Too:
A Message Addressed to the President
and Members of Congress.”

A commentary on the administration
of the Economic Stabilization Program,
the gist of the message is contained in
this one paragraph:

It is unfair to control the economic de-
cisions of people—while letting federal
spending run rampant. Government must
do its part—Iit, too, must show self-discipline.

Indicative of this “self-discipline,” and
I say that facetiously, you will recall the
actions in the Senate earlier this week
in connection with the House-passed bill
to increase the national debt limit to the
phenominal level of $450 billion. By a
rather substantial margin, one amend-
ment was adopted to impose a firm ceil-
ing of $246.3 billion on Federal spending
for the current fiscal year ending June
30, 1973. Ironically, however, the Senate
then turned around 180 degrees and ap-
proved an amendment providing that if
the Senate votes more in any appropria-
tions bill than requested in the Presi-
dent’s budget, the ceiling figure is auto-
matically raised by a corresponding
amount. Furthermore, another amend-
ment would exempt from the ceiling any
increased outlays for farm price sup-
ports, the social security and national
service life insurance trust funds, and
for interest on the national debt.

Mr. Speaker, this kind of financial
wizardry is a hoax and it is about time
the Congress lives by the rules it purports
to approve as applied to the private sec-
tors of the economy. “Let’s Freeze Gov-
ernment Too” is a message that we
should all take to heart and I include its
text at this point in my remarks:

LeET's FREEZE GOVERNMENT ToO—A MESSAGE
ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT AND MEMEERS
OF THE CONGRESS
Under the current program of controls

and freezes, you are:

Asking' working men and women to make
sacrifices in holding down prices,

Asking businessmen to make sacrifices in
holding down prices.

What sacrifices will government make?
Government surely doesn't want to ask others
to make sacrifices it isn't prepared to make
itself. If your program to control inflation
is to succeed, government must do two
things:

1. Cut federal spending.

2. Restrain the creation of money through
the Federal Reserve System.

It is unfair to control the economic deci-
sions of people—while letting federal spend-
ing run rampant. Government must do its
part—it, too, must show self-discipline,

To halt inflation, federal government
spending must be frozen—better yet—CUT,
and the money supply restrained. Economic
controls deal with the results of inflation.
Frozen or reduced spending is one sure way
to reduce inflationary pressures. As wage and
price increases are deferred, so too should
spending for new federal programs be de-
ferred.
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It is also time for Congress and all agen-
cies of government to evaluate existing pro-
grams by their measurable results and get rid
of the deadwood programs that have a proven
record of ineffectiveness. Congress too seldom
reviews the need for legislation previously
enacted.

Will you, Mr. Presldent and members of
Congress, face up to these needs?

Only you have the authority to investigate,
hold hearings, ask questions and sit in judg-
ment of these spending questions.

If you don't know where and how to stop
spending, then you should set up the proper
mechanism to find the answers.

If the citizens of the United States must
struggle under economic controls then gov-
ernment should, in all equity, restrain its
own actions, with emphasis on reduced
spending and a restrained money supply.

It is time for government to cooperate with
the American taxpayer In this fight against
inflation.

Mr. President and members of Congress,
the responsibility is yours.

CALIFORNIA CRUDE OIL PRICES
FROZEN UNREALISTICALLY LOW

HON. CRAIG HOSMER

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, while the
Congress, the Executive and a host of
other organizations and institutions
wrestle with the impending energy crisis
in this country, I would like to point out
a situation which is unreasonably ham-
pering our best efforts to expand do-
mestic oil reserves.

California crude oil prices have been
frozen at unrealistically low levels, in
comparison with other comparable reg-
ions. This, of course, keeps a lid on avail-
able capital for increased exploration
and generally leads to the depression of
the California oil industry.

In using the Wilmington area of Cali-
fornia as a comparison with the Upper
Gulf Coast of Texas, the difference in oil
price by gravity between the two areas
becomes apparent. The accompanying
table briefly illustrates the differences:

Wilmington, Upper Guif Differences

alif. Coast, Texas

Gravity

The discrepancy in the posted price
between the two comparable areas is
caused largely by an imbalance in the oil
gravity differential. For example, Texas
crude declines in price 2 cents per grav-
ity degree while California crude de-
clines in price 5 to T cents per gravity
degree. This results in a progressively
unrealistic lower price for California
crudes.

This injustice existed prior to the ini-
tiation of price controls. The solution
can be accomplished by adjusting Cali-
fornia crude oil prices to a point of
parity with other comparable producing
areas; that is, the upper gulf coast of
Texas. The gravity differential should
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reflect no more than 2 cents per degree
to be in conformity.

The reason this price differential exists
is that until a few years ago refineries
were tooled to produce a high percent-
age of fuel oil. This product often be-
came a drug on the market which de-
pressed the value of lower gravity crude
oil since this type of oil, when refined by
methods then used, produced a much
higher percentage of fuel oil than high
gravity oil—the lower the gravity the
more fuel oil. The obvious economic re-
sult was that lower gravity crudes were
simply worth less in proportion to higher
gravities.

With the displacement of the burning
of fuel oil by natural gas because of air
pollution, refineries were forced to re-
tool. Through the use of hydrocracking
procedures, low gravity oil can now be
refined—or cracked—into a very high
percentage of high quality gasoline as
well as other products much more valu-
able than fuel oil. The actual value dif-
ference between a barrel of low gravity
oil as compared to high gravity crude is
therefore minimal with current methods
of refining. Yet, the large differential in
price between gravities has persisted.

Prior to the price freeze, independent
associations had been making some
progress toward a proper price readjust-
ment. The major purchasers recognize
that the marked differential in values no
longer exist but they can do nothing
about it because of the price controls.

That California crudes have greater
value is indicated by the fact independ-
ent refineries were offering a bonus
above posted prices before the price
freeze.

Evidence of the underpricing and in-
creased demand for California crude oil
was shown on November 8, 9, and 10
of 1971, when independent refiners com-
petitively bid 15 to 21 cents per barrel
bonus over the posted price for 12,000
barrels per day of 20 gravity oil from the
State’s share of production from the Long
Beach unit of the Wilmington Field.
This sale of crude oil was for a 3-year
period commencing April 30, 1972, and
had previously on October 14, 1971, been
declared valid by the Office of Emergency
Preparedness.

Importantly, an upward adjustment in
the prices of California crude oil will re-
sult in a much needed renewal of explora-
tion in prospective areas of the State.
During 1970, according to the annual re-
port of the Reserves Committee of the
American Petroleum Institute, there were
no new oil field discoveries in California
and the proved oil reserves had a net
decline of 259 million barrels from 4.24
billion barrels to 3.98 billion barrels. This
was the largest decline in 1970 for any
oli-producing State. In addition, prelimi-
nary reports indicate the consumption of
oil in California has been far in excess of
new reserves discovered during 1971. The
grim reality of energy shortages no mat-
ter how it may have been caused was pre-
viewed recently in England.

The increased revenue thus generated
for independent oil producers will pro-
vide the necessary additional capital to
explore for new reserves of both oil and
gas. Independent operators have histori-
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cally done more exploration onshore and
consequently have discovered far more
oil than any other segment of the oil in-
dustry. The proper incentive is all that
is needed to assure their continued lead-
ership.

The discovery of new gas reserves is
essential to keeping many industries op-
erating in California and a consequent
high level of employment. Utilities are
sorely pressed to keep many of their cur-
rent industrial users on stream. Gas re-
serves in the State of California are in-
sufficient to even meet the increased de-
mands during the winter months merely
as a supplement to imported gas from
other States and Canada. The reluctance
on the part of Canada to permit new con-
tracts for export to the United States to-
gether with the unavailability of gas
from other States because of unrealistic
price controls at the wellhead by the
Federal Power Commission for interstate
use has precluded the possibility of the
importation of new supplies into Califor-
nia. Any new gas supply which can be
found within this State should help al-
leviate the problem and to keep indus-
tries humming, thus avoiding a rise in
unemployment.

The shutting down of major industries
all over the State would obviously be a
catastrophe. This is the grim reality
California is facing in the not too distant
future if some immediate steps ecannot
be taken to alleviate the problem. Other
economic benefits would inure to the
State and local governments in the form
of additioinal tax revenue as well as in-
creased royalties from offshore produc-
tion to the Federal Government.

In short, there is an unrealistic differ-
ence in the price of crude oil as com-
pared with other oil producing areas
within the country having similar mar-
keting and refining facilities. The injus-
tice of lower crude prices for California
producers primarily because of an im-
balance in the gravity differential which
existed prior to the time price controls
went into effect, should be rectified. This
would enable the California producers to
attain parity with the end result of a
more healthy California oil industry,
greater assurance of a continuing supply
of energy to keep all industries function-
ing with a high rate of employment, and
a general strengthening of the national
security.

WAR POWERS LEGISLATION

HON. CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, not long
before the end of the first session of the
92d Congress, the Senate Committee on
Foreign Relations approved a bill to
make rules governing the use of the
Armed Forces of the United States in the
absence of a declaration of war by the
Congress.

That bill, S, 2956, is expected to come
to the floor of the Senate for debate and
vote early in this session. Senate con-




7908

sideration of the proposal is likely to
spark renewed controversy on the nature
of the war powers of Congress and the
President.

It is a subject on which the House
already has taken legislative action
through the passage of House Joint Reso-
lution 1 on August 2, 1971, In my view
the House-passed measure is a preferable
way of dealing with the war powers is-
sue than S. 2956.

It is my sincere hope that the Senate
will amend House Joint Resolution 1 and
ask for a conference in order that dif-
ferences may be expeditiously resolved.

Should S. 2956 be referred to the House
it is very unlikely that war powers legis-
lation will be taken up again. The House,
it should be underscored, has passed the
powers legislation in both the 91st Con-
gress and 92d Congress.

Therefore, unless a war powers bill
goes to conference, it is doubtful that
any legislation on war powers will be ap-
proved before the end of the 92d Con-
gress.

The Senate bill presents a number of
constitutional and practical difficulties
which make its passage undesirable.

In a recent article in the New York
Times, Dr. Arthur Schlesinger, Jr.,
Schweitzer professor of humanities at
City University of New York and a for-
mer Presidential assistant, expressed his
strong misgivings about the Senate com-
mittee proposal in an article entitled,
“Fallacies of the War-Powers Bill.”

In his article Dr. Schlesinger explains
the fallacious reasoning which underlies
the legislation. He also endorses the idea
of written Presidential reports about the
status and prospects of hostilities the
Chief Executive may have initiated,
which is the basis of House Joint Reso-
lution 1.

Because of the pertinency of this ar-
ticle, I am inserting it in the REcorp and
urge the attention of my colleagues to
it.

The article follows:

THE PrRESIDENCY UNDER CLASS II—FALLACIES
OF THE WAR-POWERS BILL
(By Arthur Schlesinger, Jr.)

The Indochina war has set In motion a
wholesome and belated critique of the Amer-
ican Presidency. A direct product of this war
is the proposed “War Powers Act of 1971,” a
bill designed to restrain the power of Presi-
dents to carry the nation into undeclared
hostilities. The bill's two particular archi-
tects are Senators Javits and Stennis. These
two able men are not usually encountered as
brothers in arms; and the collaboration of
this odd couple suggests the range and
weight of senatorial opinion behi-d the
measure. The Senate Forelgn Relations Com-
mittee, after intensive hearings, has endorsed
the bill. So, indeed, has The New York Times.

Nearly everyone agrees that Congressional

control over the war power has faded dan-
gerously In recent years, The war-powers bill
realistically understands that emergencies
may arise when Presidents must order mili-
tary action without waliting for Congression-
al approval. But it would limit the authority
of the President to act withou a declaration
of war to four specific categorles of emergen-
cy. And it would stipulate that military ac-
tion cannot continue for more than thirty
days without express Congressional consent.

The bill's first fallacy is that it is possible
to provide in advance for all foreseeable con-
tingencies. By restricting the Presidential
power to act without a declaration of war to
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four static categories, the Senators are try-
ing today, as George Ball has put it, “to do
what the Founding Pathers felt they were
not wise enough to do.” The result may well
be to tie a future President's hands when
some unforeseen crisis arises.

The 30-day authorization period raises
equally difficult problems. The best way to
illustrate these problems is to consider what
would have happened if the War Powers Act
of 1971 had been in force during other times
of emergency in our recent history. Specifi-
cally, would it have prevented President
Roosevelt from conducting the North Atlan-
tic intervention in 1941 and would it have
prevented President Johnson from increas-
ing the Vietnam intervention in 1965?

The short answer to these questions is that
the war-powers bill probably would have pre-
vented President Roosevelt from protecting
the British lifeline against Nazi subma-
rines—and that it probably would not have
prevented President Johnson from escalat-
Ing the war in Vietnam. If all this is so, then
the bill will serve neither the purpose for
which it was drafted nor the national inter-
est. .

In 1941 Britain, fighting alone in the west
against Hitler, depended on American ald for
survival. The Roosevelt Administration felt
that British collapse and Nazi victory would
Jeopardize the security of the United States.
Accordingly, Secretary of the Navy Frank
Enox announced in September that the Navy
had been “ordered to capture or destroy by
every means at its disposal Axis-controlled
submarines or surface raiders” in the west-
ern Atlantie. Now it is not at all clear that
this action falls within the four categories
of initiative permitted to Presidents by the
war-powers bill. In any case, it is certainly
not clear that Congress would have sustained
the “shot on sight” policy after thirty days.
In August, 1941, the House of Representa-
tives, confronted by a bill to extend the
draft, passed this relatively innocuous meas-
ure by only a single vote.

As for the Vietnam war, President Johnson
could unquestionably have got all the Con-
gressional blessing he wanted at any point
up to 1968, and perhaps even then. And this
suggests the second fallacy of the bill: that
it forgets the overwhelming short-run ability
of Presidents—especially in times when, un-
like 193941, opposition has not been aroused
by a great national debate—to define emer-
gencies and compel support. During the
shock of crisis the President is the dominant
source of information. Naturally he gives
Congress the facts that seem to justify his
actlon, as during the Tonkin Gulf affair, and
naturally the country rallies to him.

It generally takes longer than thirty days
for other facts to emerge and for sericus de-
bate to begin. By that time the war-powers
bill will have locked Congress into the war
policy. If we had had that bill in 1965, Con-
gress, far from controlling American inter-
vention in Vietnam, would have implicated
itself far more deeply through the simple
process of renewing the Presidential man-
date month after month.

The war-powers bill does contain some val-
uable ideas. One provision requires the Pres-
ident to send Congress periodic written re-
ports about the status and prospects of hos-
tilities he may have initiated. Another en-
ables Congress to terminate such hostilities
by statute or joint resolution and provides
that one-third of the members of either
house can bring such proposals to the floor
within 24 hours, These provisions deserve en-
actment on their own very considerable mer-
its. They would go far by themselves to
achieve the goal of restoring Congressional
authorlty over the making of wars.

But in general this problem will not yield
to nezat structural solutions, It is more fun-
damental that that. It requires different
states of mind—a new will to seek partici-
pation on the part of the executive, a new
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will to accept responsibility on the part of
Congress. It requires much more systematic
Congressional skepticism about information
and forecasts handed them by the executive.
It requires an end to the idea that foreign
poliey is too sacred for secular debate. With-
out these things the thirty-day authorization
will only play into the hands of forceful
Presidents. With them it will not be neces-
sary.

CHANGES PROPOSED IN OCCUPA-
TIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH
RULES

HON. WILLIAM A. STEIGER

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. STEIGER of Wisconsin. Mr.
Speaker, for the information of my col-
leagues, I am inserting in the REecorp
a recent announcement by the Depart-
ment of Labor outlining upcoming re-
visions in standards under the Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Act. Forty-six
changes in standards will be made by
the midpoint of fiscal year 1973. The
material follows:

George C. Guenther, Assistant Secretary
of Labor for Occupational Safety and Health,
said “OSHA's job safety and health stand-
ards are the Keystone of the Williams-
Steiger Occupational Safety and Health Act
of 1970. They must be dynamic in order to
fairly provide for maximum protection in the
rapidly changing workplace environment."

The timetable calls for changes in 31 stand-
ards by the end of 1972 fiscal year (June 30,

1972) and an additional 15 by the midpoint
of fiscal 1973 (December 31, 1972). Two more
were announced last month.

Guenther said the changes are key parts
of a three-phase program of standards devel-
opment by the OSHA Office of Standards
under Acting Director Gerald F. Scannell.

The first phase involves correction of typo-
graphical errors and simillar nonsubstantive
items found in the initial standards pub-
lished in 1971.

The second phase clarifies adopted na-
tional consensus standards and revoked some
provisions because of their discriminatory
nature or because they conflict with other
parts of the standards.

The third phase involves adopting new
standards, developed either by national con-
sensus standards organizations or by the
Department under procedures presented by
the Williams-Stelger Act.

Guenther sald “We are announcing the
schedule for these proposed changes so as
to inform interested parties of OSHA's in-
tentlons. Due to the complex technical na-
ture of many of the standards, the time-
table cannot be considered absolute, but re-
flects our best estimate of what can be ac-
complished during the balance of 1972."

Among the proposed changes and target
dates for completion are the following:

MARCH

Revoking the ban on steering knobs on in-
dustrial trucks.

Modifying the grounding requirement for
woodworking machinery to permit the use
of double insulated tools, and for switch
controls on portable power tools.

Amending the construction section for roll-
over protective structures for vehicles.

APRIL

Bringing standards for explosives into line
with those of the Department of Transporta-
tion (DOT) and the Internal Review Service
(IRS) to provide a single uniform set of
regulations.
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Modifying flammable ligquid container
specifications to reflect DOT regulations.

Revoking requirements for women's retir-
ing rooms and on the height of toilet parti-
tions.

Modifying requirements on drinking water
and ice, on the need for split tollet seats,
and others,

Revoking a section on color code marking
of physical hazards and on size requirements
for signs.

Rectifying conflicts on rallings, exit signs
and color coding.

Making technical changes, largely to as-
sure language conformity, in sections in-
volving machinery and machine guarding,
hazardous materials, fire protection, mate-
rials handling and storage, welding, cutting
and brazing, and such special industries as
pulp, paper and paperboard mills, textiles,
bakery equipment, laundry meachinery and
operations, pulpwood logging and agricul-
tural operations.

MAY

Making technical changes and corrections
in sections affecting powered platforms, man-
lifts and vehicle-mounted platforms, and
compressed gas and compressed alr equip-
ment,

Adding new sections on protective helmets
for electrical workers, slings, uniform traf-
fic control devices, exits, sprinklers, foam,
mechanical power transmission guarding,
bakery equipment and floating cranes and
derricks.

JUNE

Adding new sections on woodworking ma-
chinery, oil burning equipment, ovens and
furnaces and installation of gas appliances.

Adopting the 1971 Threshold Limit Values
of the American Congress of Governmental
Industrial Hygienists on toxic substances and
noise, replacing 1968 and 1970 levels.

Promulgating an asbestos standard to re-
place the emergency standard issued Decem-
ber 7, 1971.

Amending the construction standards to
correct conflicts, duplications and technical
errors, including those on catch platforms
and scaffold heights.

Completing a section on electrical trans-
mission and distribution lines and equip-
ment, including a specific standard for the
electrical utility industry.

Bringing sections of the general industry
standards and the construction standards
into conformity.

JULY

Adding a section on installation of gas
plping and gas equipment on Industrial
premises,

Bringing maritime standards into con-
formity with other standards where like
hazards are covered.

AUGUST

Adding sections on longshoring on the
docks, diving operations and workmen's
hoists.

Revoking the ban on pump-jack scaffold-
ing.

Adding amendments on tunneling to the
construction standards.

Resolving differences on scaffold require-
ments.

SEPTEMBER

Adopting a new standard on bis (chloro-
methyl) ether.

OCTOBER

Adding parts of a new consensus standard
on machine guarding for woodworking ma-
chinery, and on work in confined spaces.

DECEMBER

Adding new sections on dredging and local
exhaust systems.

Promulgating, in coordination with the
National Institute for Occupational Safety
and Health, standards on two of the OSHA
Target Health Hazards: carbon monoxide and
silica.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

THE CASE AGAINST
“GO METRIC”

HON. H. R. GROSS

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, the empire
builders among the bureaucracy are urg-
ing the Congress to hurl this Nation
headlong into the metric system. They
seek a crash program without the slight-
est idea of what it will cost in dollars, in
lost trade, or in massive inconvenience
and confusion. The cost is probably the
last thing on their minds.

Mr. George C. Lovell, an industrial en-
gineer and consultant, spent a year and a
half as a member of the U.S. Metric
Study Group at the National Bureau of
Standards. This group has recommended
that the United States “go metric.”

Mr. Lovell, however, has not been
lulled by the siren song of the metric
advocates and he has made an excellent
case against a nationwide conversion to
the metric system and for the retention
of our present system of measurement.

I hope that Members of the House will
take the time to read the remarks of Mr.
Lovell, which I include for insertion in
the Recorp at this point:

A MeTrIC AMERICA—A DECISION WHOSE

Time Has Nor CoME
(By George C. Lovell)

Passage of any legislation to convert this
country to the metric system of measurement
at this time in our history could well prove
to be a classic case of economic hara-kiri.
Most Congressmen, as with most business-
men and other citizens, are too preoccupied
with immediate pressing national issues to
be aware of what “going metric” really en-
tails. The price-tag could reach $100 billion '
if we add to the direct costs the large bureau-
cratic apparatus necessary to carry out any
“coordinated national program" and the mas-
sive assistance which will be necessary to
enable the many small businesses to adjust
to the new system, if indeed they manage
to survive the dual impact of competitive
disadvantage relative to the larger concerns
and the flood of imports which such a na-
tional program would trigger (not to men-
tion the million or more jobs lost to labor
in the process!)

The metric system Is a far superior system
for the sclentist and the chemist which ex-
plains why engineering and chemical sciences
are taught in metric and why those industries
closely aligned to scientific endeavor such as
chemical, photographic, and pharmaceutical
are on a metric base. But the metric system
proves impractical for other sectors of our
society when consideration is given to 1) the
complete embodiment of the customary
(inch, pound, gallon) system in our way of
life, in our language and in our communi-
cation with one another; 2) the difficulty of
converting a highly technical manufacturing
society, with its interlocking structure of
inch-based standard fabricated materials and
components; 3) the virtual impossibility of
divesting ourselves of the multitude of cus-
tomary designed products woven into the
fabric of our day-to-day lives, with the re-
sult that a dual system of non-interchange-
able parts or components may be with us
for 50 to 100 years or more, in turn requiring

1A preliminary draft of the U.S. metric
study report estimated over 860 billion in
direct costs. This was deleted in the final
version.
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a bilingual measurement language during
this entire period; 4) the possibility that 1
and 3 may lead to an outraged and resentful
populace, necessitating forced abandonment
of any “coordinated” government program
midstream (with further disastrous economic
consequence); 5) the uncertainty and un-
proven sginificant or tangible benefits which
might accrue to any speclfic segment of so-
ciety (with the except of some multi-national
concerns); and not least, 6) the spectre of a
foreign trade deficit which would easily ex-
ceed $10 billlon per year upon completion
of the conversion program.,

These conclusions are the result of nearly
three years Intensive investigation of the
pros and cons. “Let’s Go Metric” is akin to
the “grass is greener” syndrome which, one
discovers as one wanders into it has potholes
and deceptive patches of quicksand. The de-
gree of support for converting this country
to the metric system varies inversely to the
degree to which the ramifications attendant
to such a change are fully thought out. When
initially confronted with the hypothesis,
nearly everyone agrees it would be a good
thing for the country. However, if the ques-
tion leads to discussion, some doubts and res-
ervations surface as to the practical difficul-
ties of accomplishing such an undertaking.
Then, if in-depth investigations are under-
taken, a complete reversal in opinion occurs,
not so much from the massiveness of the
undertaking, but rather by bringing into
focus the basic points noted above.

FOREIGN TRADE

Congress had one overriding concern in
authorizing the Department of Commerce to
conduct a three-year study and that was an
economic one; “Would a metric America pave
the way for continued dominance in tech-
nology and total worldwide trade?"” It is true
that a one measurement based world would
facilitate International trade by creating a
worldwide interchangeability of parts and
components. The question then arises “For
whose benefit and at whose expense?” Before
Congress opts for a metric America, it had
better realize that the United States would
lose heavily to other technological nations in
the scramble for export markets, which, in-
cidentally, includes a very nice slice of our
own trillion dollar economy. The notion that
“going metric"” will provide a panacea for our
future economy is a delusion which must be
countered with reality.

We need but look to our neighbor Canada
for a textbook Iillustration. Both countries
produce to the same inch-based standards
which, of course, facilitates foreign trade for
those manufactured products which require
precision interchangeability of parts and
components. In 1964, the U.S. enjoyed a $700
million favorable balance of trade, $4.9 billion
exported to Canada compared to $4.2 billion
in imports. By 1969 the figures had expanded
to £9.1 billion in export and $#10.4 billion im-
ports for a favorable Canadian trade balance
of 1.3 billion. (In 1870, the Canadian advan-
tage was even greater, over $3 billion.) The
increased trade was in MSS*® manufactured

2 Canada has issued a white paper avowing
intent to go metric. The final decislon is
predicated on whatever the U.S. does. As one
statesman remarked, “When a mouse sleeps
next to an elephant, it keeps one eye open
to move at the same time as the elephant.”
In a one metric world, Canada would gain
by being able to compete in worldwide metric
markets while retaining its favorable export
trade with the U.S.

& MSS means “measurement standard sensl-
tive.” If the measurement standard is
changed, the size or contour of the part or
component is altered which, in turn, re-
quires modification in design throughout
the entire manufacturing chain of those
products requiring assembly and inter-
changeabllity of parts. (Screw thread stand-
ards for nuts and bolts are the most cbvious
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products, for the most part aircraft and auto-
mobiles. I fail to follow the logic which argues
that if both countries were metric, the favor-
able balance of trade would revert to the
United States. Yet, this fiction has continued
unchallenged.

During the Senate Commerce Committee
hearings relating to metric conversion heild in
1967, on page 54 of the November 15 report,
for example, we read the following: “A recent
study estimated that the United States is los-
ing between $10 and $20 billion in foreign
trade every year because she is not on the
metric system.”!! and the statement con-
tinues, “This export market would accrue to
us as soon as we went metric!” This surely is
a wild statement for if there is 10 or 20 billion
dollars of business lying around—where is
that shrewd Yankee ingenuity and sharpness
which could small a buck a mile away? Well,
a little detective work would have revealed
that Yankee ingenuity had been at work,
Yankee shrewdness had been on the trail, and
Yankee know-how had presevered to the tune
of almost 10 times that amount. And this was
accomplished without a metric shot being
fired! (although, unfortunately, this produec-
tion did not accrue to our export account). I
am referring, of course, to the multi-national
company phenomena.

MORE FROFITABLE

In 1958, while with the Business and De-
fense Services Administration (now Bureau
of Domestic Commerce) I wrote a proposed
position paper titled “Is the United States
Pricing Itself Out of World Markets?" The
gist of this paper presented the argument
that instead of engaging in export trade it
was more profitable in many cases to estab-
lish overseas manufacturing plants and cap-
ture that market on-site and at the same
time export to other parts of the world (in-
cluding the United States) from that loca-
tion. Higher U.S. production costs made this
possible and, I reasoned, if that trend con-
tinued, it would create a serious deficit in
our foreign trade markets. (The paper was
quietly buried as too touchy a political is-
sue.) I claim no prescience for I never
dreamed the extent to which this trend
would mushroom some 12 years later.

Within the past three years, the multi-na-
tional phenomena has completely changed
the world trade scenario and as a by-prod-
uct scotches once-and-for-all the chestnut
that if the United States converts to the
metric system it will increase our export
thereby enabling us to maintain a high
favorable balance of trade. Consider the fol-
lowing: 1) The U.S. multi-national com-
panies in the years 1969 through 1871 have
more than doubled their overseas investment
in foreign plant so that it now exceeds $100
billion; 2) The Texture of that Investment
has changed, currently exceeding 50% In
manufacturing plant compared to one-third
in 1857; 3) The product of these overseas
affiliates now exceeds $220 billion, of which
half, (or over $100 billlon, represents MSS
products). Most MSS products are produced
to inch-based standards and due to the
vagaries of history now provide insurance
from calamitous inroads to our economy
from metric standard based products. To
convert this capability to metric standards
would destroy whatever technological su-
periority and economic advantage we enjoy.

To supply the overseas facilities over 8§l
billion a year of inch-based standard parts
and components are exported from the U.S.
Added to this is nearly $2 billion in basic

example.) The altering of the part to accom-
modate the new standard is referred to as
a “hardware” change. Merely designating the
original item in metric terms instead of
inch terms is referred to as a “software™
change. A speedometer showing kilometers
per hour instead of miles per hour is an
example of a software change.
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production machinery and equipment for
new plant. In an all metric world, most of
this export would disappear for it would be
cheaper to purchase from on-site sources
already tooled up and producing to metric
standards.

DEFICIT INCREASE

This same result holds for any MSS prod-
uct whether or not produced by a multi-na~-
tional. For example, the interim metric study
report titled Imternational Trade noted (P.
62), “If the U.S. adopts ISO (metric) stand-
ards for (industrial) fasteners, it trade deficit
will grow sharply because the competitive ad-
vantage will swing further to foreign pro-
ducers who will have had production experi-
ence with most of theze standards, whereas
U.8. producers would have to acquire it.”
Illustrations of this nature are ignored and
swept aside by those who, having but one
objective, to “Let's Go Metric,” do not want
to be confused by the facts.

It is no problem to develop a rationale and
draw charts to show that our foreign trade
deficit would grow to $10 billion yearly fol-
lowing any 10 year transition period. In mak-
ing projections, only MSS products need to
be considered.

Assume that by 1985 Congress has given
the green light and the 10 year conversion
period has been completed. According to the
International Trade interim metric report
MSS product export in the 5 year period 1965
through 1969 increased from $9.5 billion to
$13.9 billion. Using that rate of growth, by
1985 a straight line projection shows that the
increase would be about $14 billion for a
total of about $28 billion per year. If half of
this increase is lost because of loss of com-
petitive technological advantage, we are out
#7 billion a year. Added to this would be loss
of a portion of the current 814 billion. If
we lost half of this (which includes the
current $3 billlon to multinationals) we have
another &7 billlon for a total of $14 billion!

On the import side, a similar projection
can be made. Using the same time frame
1965-1969, Import of MSS product increased
by $3.4 billion from $2.6 billion to £6.0 bil-
lion. At this rate, imports would grow to
£16 billion by 1985. The extent to which this
import would be greater due to loss of tech-
nological superiority on the domestic front
and overseas lower cost Is anybody's guess.
It could amount to another $8 billion a year.
This total added to the $14 billion in reduced
export indicates a swing of $22 billion a year
by the time this country has completed its
“coordinated” conversion program! These
data are shown in the following table:

FIGURE 1.—MSS PRODUCT
[Dollars in billions]

Status-

All metric
1969 quo 1985 1985

1965

Export._...__.__. 13.9 28 14
6.0

16 24
+7.9 +12

9.
Z
+6.

E/\ balance__ __ =10

Instead of a favorable U.8. trade balance of
$12 billion in MSS product there would be a
$10 billion deficit, the swing of $22 billion
noted above.

I know that these projections can be at-
tacked as unsclentifically developed. Econ-
omists are always disagreeing with one an-
other on specifics even when they agree on
generalities. There 1s no question, however,
that the direction of the import/export gyra-
tions pursued here is correct. The assump-
tions and rationale leading to a potential $22
billion loss in foreign trade are on firmer
ground than those used in the U.S. metric
study to show that there would be a net gain
of 81 billion a year in export trade and no
increase in imports as a result of metrication.
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These were based on off-the-cuff opinion of
those surveyed. What all this proves is the
desperate need, if Congress still has leanings
to pursue the metric siren, to first authorize
an in-depth study by a prestiglous economist
who could look impassionately and objec-
tively at the issue and not bias the results
for some self-serving objective. Unquestion-
ably, he would employ highly qualified econ-
omists and industrial techmnicians to assist
him to come up with conclusions and recom-
mendations which could bear close scrutiny.
Unfortunately, however, based on past his-
tory, that would not quell the debate. That
can only be accomplished by shedding light
on other complexities of the metric maze,
mostly of a social nature, and debunking a
number of metric myths which have been
widely circulated.

SMALL BUSINESS IMPACT

The Manufacturing Sector—For many
manufactured products, the hardwares?
change would not be a factor; only the meas-
urement language which describes it needs to
be changed; e.g., screw drivers, novelties, fur-
niture, and even complicated mechanisms
produced solely for domestic use. Yet, at some
point in time, as standard parts and mate-
rials are predominantly manufactured to
metric standards every manufacturer who
incorporates standard parts in his product
will be faced with the hardware conversion.
This would result from customer specifica-
tion, higher cost of nonmetric standard parts,
and the scarcity of sources producing cus-
tomary standard materials or components.

Any U.S8. industry (inch based) that now
has a worldwide competitive advantage (or
domestic for that matter) because of tech-
nological superiority (thereby making it dif-
ficult or impractical to compete on a metrie
base) would find its competitive advantage
scuttled if that industry had to convert. An
example would be the U.S. oilfield equipment
manufacturers who enjoy & viable worldwide
market produced to Inch-based standards.
The software change which would occur as
metric measurement language became uni-
versal would not affect their markets—it is
inconceivable that they would voluntarily
make the hardware conversion to metric-
based standards. Yet, as conventional sources
of customary standard produced materials
and components dried up, they would be
forced to make the hardware change thereby
opening the door to direct worldwide foreign
competition.

Domestically, the technical aspects of
hardware conversion alone would create
practical difficulties notwithstanding import
implications. For some small businesses, this
would be catastrophic, for some severe, and
others moderate or trivial.

Commerce Secretary Stans in his report to
the Congress recommended that any change-
sides it's easier” just won't go over. The
small manufacturer finding himself at a
competitive disadvantage with the larger
manufacturer may not agree with this rec-
ommendation, particularly since from his
point of view, he is being forced to convert
at no ostensible economic advantage to him.

THE LITTLE MAN

Consider a small manufacturer of, say,
less than 10 employees having one special
production machine, or one each of several
types of equipment. As metric production -
creases, he will be receiving more and more
inquiries or orders to produce to metric
specifications, at the same time, his inquiries
or orders based on customary standards will
be declining. How can he produce to both
standards on the same machine? If he em-
ploys dual dimenslons or dual read-out
mechanisms on the equlpment, what poten-
tial errors or reduced production capability
would accrue by the necessity of his em-
ployees being forced to work under a bilin-
gual measurement language? (The larger
concern can separate his employees into two
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groups, those working solely in metric, those
solely in inch.)

In the December 1970 issue of Professional
Engineer in an article titled “What To Do
When Metric Comes,” I described how prod-
ucts could be produced to both customary
and metric standards in the same plant.—
But this capability envisioned two assembly
lines, one using the older inch-based equip-
ment to produce the product to customary
standards and dimensions, the other line
using new metric designed or existing ma-
chines modified to produce to metric stand-
ards, The small concern has neither the flexi-
bility, the facilities, nor the capital to do this.
More significantly, some of the equipment
may not lend itself to inexpensive adaptation
to produce in both measurement languages.

The alternatives are not efficient solutions
and this places the small operator at a com-
petitive disadvantage. The use of conversion
charts opens the door to confuslon, error,
lost production time, and unhappy custom-
ers as those who have tried it well know.
Dual dimensioning of shop drawings are ex-
pensive and time consuming and he cannot
expect the customers to furnish them. They
also open the door to confusion and error,
for such drawings have proved to be clut-
tered and difficult to read. The customer is
more apt to turn to a supplier who can pro-
duce directly to metric standards or speci-
fications, While this may create cpportuni-
ties for larger concerns or entrepreneurs, it
is no consolation to the small concern suffer-
ing from loss of business. These observations
point up the necessity of a large scale gov-
ernment assistance program in any govern-
ment conversion plan.

The Non-Manufacturing Sectors.—While
the manufacturing community would be
faced with the greatest financial burden of
any conversion program there are several
non-manufacturing sectors that would be
faced with practical difficulties of varying
degree of impact with the greatest impact
falling on the smallest businesses. This, and
the possibility of serious repercussions with
political Implications if a premature metric
conversion is attempted at the retail/con-
sumer level, provide the basis for my con-
tention that such a program should be de-
layed for as long as 10 or 20 years after the
manufacturing Industry has metricated.

With respect to the practical difficulties,
consider the small delicatessen or independ-
ent grocer. How does he convert his weighing
devices concurrently with the large chain
stores and what costs are there? Will the
supplier of the replacement dials or drums
on the scales have such replacements on
hand on time? What scales need to be re-
placed or discarded because of the imprac-
ticability of converting or calibrating to the
new units of gram or liter? What about prie-
ing his stock which may be in pounds and
quarts but which he now must sell by the
kilo or liter—or conversely, the new stock in
kilos or liters comingled with pound/quart
stock? The large concerns can phase these
in or out at his central supply areas, but the
small operator does not have such flexibility.
All these problems need to be fully Inves-
tigated and some form of assistance is in-
dicated, particularly since the change stems
from government dictate rather than by free-
dom of choice.

Service Industries—There are two more
categories of small businesses which face
serious problems in any national metric con-
version plan: 1. Repair services; and 2. Parts
suppliers.

1. For the small service or repair shop with
limited resources, the problem of stocking
a4 minimum number of popular parts in both
metric and inch-based sizes would become
intolerable, not only with respect to financ-
Ing, but with respect to space. Then too,
there is the problem of communicating with
the consumer. When a housewife calls up
and says "my washing machine stopped”
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and the repairman determines it is a certain
part—does he take a metric or inch-based
part for the service call? How does he com-
municate with the housewife to get the
proper identifying model number to resolve
the guestion?

ESTIMATE

Questions similar to the above are reviewed
by Henry N. Osteberg of Sears, Roebuck and
Co., in the interim U.S. metric study report
titled “The Consumer.” After looking at the
magnitude of the problem, he estimated that
the cost in additional metric tools alone for
his company could represent an outlay of $2
million not to mention the cost of revising
service manuals and other required educa-
tional materials. He then looks at the preb-
lems connected with repair parts inventory,
internal company education and consumer
education and concludes that even 20 years
is not an unrealistic conversion period to per-
mit an orderly control of repalr parts inven-
tory. He considers the external problem of
communicating with the customer “a prob-
lem of far greater magnitude” for “there is
no economic incentive for the customer to
learn a new measurement language” he
further anticipates “attitudes of apathy and
even resentment’ and concludes that “Above
all, let’'s not be stampeded by a ‘now is the
time—let's go!” attitude.”

Now Sears is a large organization and if
they anticipate such problems with all their
capabilities of organization and control to
segment the difficulties, what about the small
businessman who has no such flexibility?
Consider, a small garage mechanic; in addi-
tion to duplicate sets of wrenches, taps and
dies, and so on, what about the aggravation
and cost resulting from stripped threads,
rounded nuts, broken keys and similar fail-
ures stemming from the incompatibility of
the two fastener systems and the ease with
which the wrong type can be selected in mak-
ing a repair, not to mention the added in-
ventory and difficulty of keeping that inven-
tory from being comingled?

2. This latter observation leads us to the
parts supplier most of whom are small busi-
nesses. Anyone who has had occasion to visit
a parts supplier is aware of the multitude
and variety of items in stock, not to men-
tion the investment such stock represents.
Now compound this situation with a dupli-
cate counterpart of many of the items to
metric speclfications. Does he have the space?
Can he afford it? What about inventory con-
trol and communicating with his clientele?
This is really pertinent today with the in-
creasing irresponsibility of hired help in de-
livering the correct size or model to the cus-
tomer causing still further delay and costs,
not to mention frayed tempers of all con-
cerned; the repairman, the supplier, and the
customer.

THE SOCIAL CHANGE

While the manufacturing sector of soclety
would bear the brunt of the burden in cost,
delay, and loss of business, the social change
attendant to metric conversion will be much
more difficult to bring about. This fact is well
understood by those who would be on the
firing line but is blithely played down by
those deliberately attempting to give out the
impression that there is public clamor to
“go metrie.”

The element of divesting is the key. This
principle is overlooked by those who have
been abroad and laud the metric system for
its simplicity when they return, They are
correct in their conclusion based on their ex-
perience for they were in an environment
completely oriented to metric language and
products. There were no inch-based measure-
ment phenomena all about them to block the
mental adjustment to metric. The analogy to
learning a foreign language is “a propos’ here
for it is universally recognized that one has
to be immersed in the language environ-
ment in order to really “learn” it and “think"
ir it. Their enthusiasm and urging to “go
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metric” would be in order if we could get rid
of the inch-based ambience in which we live.

Illustrations are endless. The water meters
are in gallons and gas meters are in cubic
feet. I agree that the solution to just not
change them is the correct one but why em-
bark on metric conversion in the first place
if we intend to keep the old units anyway?
More awkward situations exist in many other
routine facets of our lives. The thermostatic
controls in the millions of homes—new or
replacement thermostats would have Celsius
readings instead of Fahrenheit. It may take
50 years or more before the Fahrenheit style
controls disappeared and all the while peo-
ple will be forced to accommodate to and use
two systems of temperature readings instead
of one. (There is also the practical problem
of the necessity for half-degrees in the metric
scale for one degree Celsius is nearly 2 de-
grees in Fahrenheit, 1.8 to be exact. At T70°
Fahrenheit a one degree change in setting
may be just right for the comfort desired,
whereas a one degree Celsius might be too
much.) The 9x12 rug, now 2.7x3.6 (meters)
would still be there, as would the 8 foot high
ceiling, a quart of milk would be .946 liters,
a pound of butter 454 grams, and 176 miles
between 2 cities would be 283 kilometers.
When one went to buy an 8 foot board, it
would be a different length under metric
standards. What size do you order? And of
course, there is always the nuts and bolts.
Just what style or type do you buy so that
the replacement will mesh with the old?

The point is that none of these will just
be discarded and their customary designa-
tion must be retained for many years. The
pro-metric enthusiasts shrug off these truths
as mere temporary annoyances. They know
the public will take them in stride. Well, they
are not temporary and I'm not so sure the
public will take them in stride. Inevi-
tably, citizens will ask the questions, "What
am I gaining from all this?” “What's in it for
me?"” The fippant answers, “It's good for
you" and “it's good for the country” and "“be-
sides it’s easier” just won't go over. The
latter “it's easier'” would be infuriating to
anyone not familiar with metric units. Noth-
ing is easier when it's new and strange.

DELUSION

The ease with which England converted to
decimal currency from its awkward pound,
shilling, pence system is frequently cited as
evidence that metric switch-over would be
a cinch. This conclusion is a delusion, be-
cause the principle of divesting was operable.
It was a simple matter to take one’s coins
and bills to a bank on a certain day, get rid
of it, and receive decimal currency in ex-
change. Since everyone else did the same
thing, everyone was immediately in a deci-
mal currency environment and within a day
or so, everyone stopped grumbling about the
new fangled money and began saying “Why
didn't we do this years ago?” The same
euphoria would not result in a metric change,
for the 9x12 rugs, the electrical outlets, the
cooking utensils and the myriad of inch-
based products would still be there.

This presence of inch-based objects ex-
plains also why children exposed to metric
units in the schools year after year never
learn to “think” metric. As noted on page
34 of the metric study interim report “Edu-
cation” “the children come to think of the
mertic system as the one to use when they
are doing science and the (inch) system as
the one to use for all their other activities.”
For this reason, any premature massive edu-
cational effort to eliminate all inch-based
references (and even fractions as one edu-
cator stated!) would not be successful. Not
until the inch-based units can be dropped
from our everyday transactions, can a truly
metric oriented educational program succeed.

Another area of misunderstanding relates
to the practicality of measurement units.
The inch based customary system developed
along practical lines. As certain units become
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obsolete, they were dropped. Mr. Blanton C.
Wiggin, President of Advanced Instruments,
Inc., has noted ! that ‘‘Perches, pottles, poles,
puncheons, peppercorns, palms, packs, pokes,
and pennyweights have passed from the
scene.” To denigrate our system as full of
‘barleycorn’ is ridiculous. (Note: An inch at
one time was defined as the length of “three
barleycorns round and dry when laid to-
gether.”) An inch is defined by law as exactly
2.54 centimeters and either can be made as
accurate as instruments will allow. While
the scientist in the laboratory may be ec-
static at the constancy of his dimensions,
there being 9,192,631,770 cycles duration of
Cesium 133 in one second, I think the run-
of-the-mill citizen, the man or woman in
the street, is satisfied that there are 60 sec-
onds in one minute, 60 minutes to the hour,
and so on.
OVERLOOKED

What is overlooked is the concept of meas-
urement units as a set of tools, just as the
mechanic has a varlety of tools for specific
purposes, The same is true for measurement
units. When I drive 220 miles to New York
City, I do not correlate the miles to its inch
counterpart of 13.9x10* *1ches, I think of it
as miles. I think of my dining room rug as
9x12 (feet) and am satisfied. Here again, il1-
lustrations are endless. To get rid of these
tools for the sole reason that the new set has
& decimal relationship doesn't add up, for the
new set won't be used in normal living be-
cause of that relationship. Where a decimal
relationship is desired in our current system,
it is used. The decimalized inch is used in
shop drawings and, as every housewife knows,
the weighing scales at the market show the
decimalized pound on the meat she pur-
chases.

On the other hand, the metric units have
their flaws too. While the centimeter would
certainly prove to be a useful day-to-day
measurement tool in the home, there is no
handy metric counterpart to the foot. The
30 centimeter ruler is within a quarter inch,
and I suppose it would be glven some easy
name. The same problem exists for our gal-
lon, there is no close metric unit of volume.

What this whole section bolls down to is
this: Will the man or woman in the street
go along with the change? I believe that
when the housewife, mechanic, trades people,
service people, i.e., over 98% of the citizens,
realize what the metric switch will mean to
their routine way of life in the kitchen, the
grocery store, department store, service shop,
and the rest—a slow burn will develop which
will grow in intensity when they realize they
will be stuck with two systems of measure-
ment for years upon years, and, more in-
furiating, it has been thrust upon them by
a bureaucracy which seems to be insensitive
to their feelings. After all, from their point
of view, there is no apparent advantage and
many obvious disadvantages—and the system
is being forced on them. They haven't ob-
Jected to the inch-pound system, they see
nothing wrong with it, they have no objec-
tlon to manufacturers using metric but why
bother them with the change?

I would not want to be a politician facing
millions of citizens with their hackles up
clamoring for a reversal of any decision to
metricate particularly if industry was well
down the road to conversion. Nor would I
want to face the unions representing the mil-
lion or so laborers who realize that thelr
jobs have disappeared through the massive
flood of imports as a result of the “coordi-
nated national program."

THE U.S. METRIC STUDY
Following the submittal of the final metric
study report and at the urging of my friends,
I undertook to write a eritique of that study,

* Congressional
“Should the Unlted States Adopt the Metric
System?—Pro and Con."”

Digest, December 1971,
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but I soon dropped that project for I con-
cluded the study was too contrived. Now
that the horses are at the starting gate and
the signal to stampede is about to be given,
I must speak out.

I agree with Mr. Hannigan, Director of Re-
search and Development of the Internation-
al Brotherhood of Electrical Workers that the
study was unable “to identify any major ad-
vantages . . . and the glaring lack of infor-
matlon regarding its impact on a trillion dol-
lar economy.” * I have tried to fill in a few
thoughts on that score. He also found the
study “too narrow,” I agree. “It is blatantly
biased in favor of the conversion.” This was
no surprise, human nature being as it is. The
NBS position was known when the study
was placed there! “The recommendation to
let the costs of conversion ‘lie where they
fall’ will impose extreme hardship on those
individual firms and organizations least able
to afford them.” True. Even before I had
read his comments, I had submitted a paper
to the House Small Business Committee de-
scribing this problem in some detail.

The best written part of the entire metric
study was by A. G. McNish on pages ix
through xxiv, Preface of the interim report
“The Manufacturing Study” titled “Critique
on Metrication Cost Estimates in Manufac-
turing.” The critique is illuminating, thor-
ough, and to the point. What is more illu-
minating is that the critique was necessary to
begin with. In effect it is saying, “The cost
study data are no good and should be dis-
counted.” I regret that my prediction that
this would happen came true when higher
authority changed the groundrules mid-
stream, but I am amazed that a Government
agency would go on public record in this
fashion!

The charts on pages 100-101 of the final
raport will undoubtedly become a landmark
in deception and the rationale behind them
a classic in obfuscation. They are strictly
gossemer—Ilines based on unsubstantiated
facts drawn to support a predetermined con-
clusion. Mr. Willlam D. Rinehart of the
American Newspaper Publishers Association
Research Institute must have sensed this
when he stated.* “The National Bureau of
Standards has conducted a series of sur-
veys to arrive at the statistics that are now
being bantered about in an attempt to con-
vince people that forced metric adoption is
inevitable” and “The National Bureau of
Standards chooses to ignore the facts in or-
der to draw graphs to convince Congress that
the American public, labor, and business are
clamoring for forced metric.” He really hit
the mark with that shot!

The notion that gol' g metric is “inevi-
table” as a reason for doing so needs to be
examined. This prediction has been made for
200 years now, and it is as true (or untrue)
now as it has been all along. I do not hold
we should take the lead by following every-
body else unless it is to our advantage to do
80. Since it is not to our advantage, we
should let nature take its course. After all,
we became the world’s mightiest technolog-
ical nation and will continue to be If we
stick with a winner. Even if it could be
proven that going metric was inevitable, it
would not justify the large bureaucratic em-
pire which a “coordinated national program"
would necessitate. (I am convinced that is
really what is behind this whole maneu-
ver.) After all, death is inevitable and that
certainly does not justify a “coordinated na-
tional program of genocide.”

I remember one metric enthusiast who
argued that we should at least try metric
conversion, and if it didn’t work, we could
always go back to the old system. This is
the type of bureaucratic elitist who would
be in charge of tampering with the most
complex and sensitive technological soclety
the world has ever known—willing to play
Russian Roulefte with our economy! The
business community better wake up and
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take a good look at what is going on here
before it is too late.

The decision to commit the NBS to the
three year metric study has proved to be a
great disservice to that prestigious organiza-
tion. The NBS is the world’s peer in matters
relating to weights and measures and stand-
ards and has a most talented cadre of physi-
clsts and scientists dedicated to that end.
It is regrettable that the NBS charted courses
into flelds for which it was i1l equipped
and by employing questionable tactics may
have sullled its worldwide reputation. The
metric problem is primarily an economic
and social one with the standards question
but cne, albeit important, part of the total
picture.

A METRIC AMERICA?

For over a decade the NBS and responsible
industrial elements have been urging the
Government to support U.S. participating
in international standard making activities.
This is something which should have been
done long ago and the current Congressional
bill to do so should be passed forthwith. The
NBS interim report on International Stand-
ards and its companion Engineering Stand-
ards provide excellent and detailed material
on this vital but complex subject. The prob-
lem is not a metric matter but one of na-
tional self-interest. We need to participate
for the selfish reason of encouraging con-
tinued use and further worldwide acceptance
of those inch-based standards which are
internationally r as the best in the
world; the unified inch thread for one and
many others.

Conclusion #3, p. 2 of the International
Standards report notes:

“If the U.S, wishes to see the maximum
amount of its engineering practices and
standards included in the coming interna-
tional standards, it must, without delay,
take steps for adequate and effective par-
ticipation in international standards nego-
tiations.”

This conclusion ties in with my observa-
tion that the multi-national movement with
its overseas inch-based plant is the best in-
surance we have to keep a lead in technology
and in world markets. I believe that the
thread in conclusion #3 should have been
pursued for this reason. This would have
been consistent, also, with one of the man-
dates of the original act “to study the fea-
sibility of retaining and promoting by inter-
national use of dimensional and other engi-
neering standards based on the customary
measurement units of the United States.”
Congress should get on with it.

So far as the texture of our soclety is con-
cerned (in the measurement sense) the sit-
uation for many years will be about as it is
now—with a slow evolutionary increase in
metric measurement use. The analogy of a
bilingual language to illustrate this is in
order. Technological societies all over the
world have come to recognize the English
language as vital to them. Accordingly, Eng-
lish is taught in the schools in Japan, Ger-
many, and the rest. This does not mean that
the German language nor the Japanese lan-
guage is discarded. Nor does it mean that all
Germans or all Japanese speak or even un-
derstand English. They have been exposed
to it and, if in their livellhood the use of
English 1s necessary, they have a ready foun-
dation to quickly build on and succeed in
their endeavor. That segment of population
is truly bilingual. Yet when they return to
their homes or shop, they have no obstruc-
tion in thinking and communicating in their
native tongue.

The same is true in the U.S. with respect
to metrics. Metric measures are taught in the
elementary schools which is as it should be.
(Where it is not taught, it should be in-
stituted at once.) This provides a foundation
for bullding a metric facllity if it 1s n
In connection with one's livelthood—the
chemist, scientist, and techniclans in those
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industries working with metric units. (These
incidentally, represent less than 10% of most
working forces in those industries.) All of
them have a facllity and expertise in “think-
ing” metric on the job which poses no prob-
lem once the initial period of adjustment is
made. In the measurement context, they are
billingual. It is understandable that they are
enthusiastic about the metric system, it is so
much easier and useful so far as their livell-
hood is concerned. These same scientists, im-
mersed in metric all day, have absolutely no
block in stopping at the store on the way
home to buy a pound of meat, a quart of
milk, or perhaps several yards of cloth. The
facility of metric usage on the job is not a
persuasive enough justification to justify the
trauma which would ensue if an attempt to
force it on soclety in the home and in the
market place.

If, despite all the arguments brought to
bear against it, Congress should decide to
take the plunge, it should place any respon=-
sibility for carrying out its mandsate In a
separate entity—whether it be a Commission,
Agency, or whatever—and that entlty would
draw upon the recognized and established
Government arms—Department of Defense
for military, NBS for standards, and so
forth—for whatever is needed to accomplish
its mission. However, as for the basic ques-
tion “A Metric America?” when the facts are
in and evaluated, there can be but one con-
clusion, “This is a declsion whose time has
not come!”

e ——— e

THE EDUCATOR OF THE YEAR—
DR. WILLIAM LEE SMITH

HON. LOUIS STOKES

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, on March
15, 1972, Dr. William Lee Smith will be
honored by the Phi Delta Kappa Chapter
of Case Western Reserve University in
Cleveland, Ohio. The occasion will be a
dinner {o present the Educator of the
Year Award. Following the dinner, the
gathering will hear statements by Dr.
Louis A. Toepfer, president of the uni-
versity; Dr. Paul W. Briggs, superin-
tendent of the Cleveland Public Schools;
and Prof. Dean F. Berkley of Indiana
University.

I cannot think of anyone who deserves
this important recognition and tribute
more than Dr. Smith.

A former Clevelander, he has served
as Associate Commissioner of Education
in the Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare since March 1971,

As Associate Commissioner of Educa-
tion, Dr. Smith has had to formulate
national policy in the field of educational
personnel development. He is also re-
sponsible for programs to improve the
guality of teaching in this country and
to broaden training and retraining pro-
grams for teachers.

Dr. Smith was born in Boston. One of
his earliest educational experiences was
as a social group worker in a settlement
house. He later became a social studies
teacher and vocational placement coun-
selor in a technical high school. Follow-
ing that, he served as principal of the
largest junior high school in Cleveland,
Ohio. He then became the executive di-
rector of the PACE Association, an or-
ganization designed to encourage inno-
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vative techniques in the Cleveland Pub-
lic Schools. In 1969, he joined the U.S.
Office of Education here in Washington,
D.C., where he has been ever since.

Dr. Smith is an energetic and extreme-
ly capable man who, during the time of
his residence in Cleveland, made a sub-
stantial contribution to the city. He has
always been tirelessly devoted to im-
proving the lives of urban residents.
Among the capacities in which he served
in his spare time, he was chairman of
the education subcommittee of the
Mayor's Council on Youth Opportunities;
a member of the advisory committee on
consortia for the Greater Cleveland Com-
mission en Higher Education; member
of the Cleveland executive board of the
Boy Scouts of America; chairman of the
curriculum review and evaluation com-
mittee of the Cleveland public schools;
a member of the board of trustees of the
Urban Community School; a member of
the mental retardation committee of the
Welfare Federation of Cleveland; and
member ot the NAACP and the Urban
League. He also served as president-
elect of the Greater Cleveland School-
master’s Club.

Bill Smith is, without question, the
educator of the year. I urge my col-
leagues te join me today in congratulat-
ing and thanking a man who has given
of his time and energy to insure that all
American children receive the finest edu-
cations possible.

THANK YOU, KENNETH CHARD—
YOU RESTORETH THE FAITH

HON. JAMES C. CLEVELAND

OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. Speaker, the
following is an article which appeared in
the Keene Evening Sentinel of Keene,
N.H., on February 29, 1972. I have always
felt that the good in the younger genera-
tion far outweighs the bad, but good
deeds are frequently done with modesty
and little publicity. It is indeed heart-
warming to see at least one good deed
recognized.

The article follows:

Farrea RESTORED

This is a story about how one man learned
that, images to the contrary, there are quite
a few good young people in this world.

Hartford Times columnist Bill Ryan and
his family were attempting passage on Route
12 between Keene and Troy during the great
snow of two Saturdays ago.

When one of hils snowtires developed a
bubble that threatened to burst and strand
the Ryans in drifting snow, he pulled into a
tiny filling station.

The one attendant was a young man who
seemed to have more than he could handle
among the several motorists seeking aid and
refuge.

Ryan, not wishing to add to the attendant’s
chores, hesitated to ask if he could change
the tire. Perhaps it would hold up. But prob-
ably it wouldn't, so he asked, and the young
man said, “Oh, sure.”

“Between the other emergencies, he
changed the tire,” Ryan wrote last week in
his column. “You could hardly see him while
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he was doing it because he was covered with
snow and the snow was drifting all over the
car.”

The attendant finished his task and in the
process suggested that he make reservations
for the Ryans at a nearby motel where they
could walt out the storm. This he did, then
filled Ryan's gas tank. The bill was $5.20.

“How about the tire?” Ryan asked.

“Oh, that’s all right,” the attendant said.
“Everybody should do some good deeds once
in a while.”

Two long, long miles later, the Ryans
reached their motel.

“When we got there I started to think,"”
Ryan wrote later. “The kid had sald he was
& sophomore at Eeene State College, and that
he only worked weekends at the gas station,
from six in the morning to ten at night. I
called New Hampshire when I got back to
Hartford and got his name, something I had
:lorgotten in the rather hectic day of Satur-

ay.

“His name Is Eenneth Chard. Thank you,
Eenneth Chard. You restoreth the faith.”

WILLIAM B. PAPE

HON. ELLA T. GRASSO

OF CONNECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mrs. GRASSO. Mr. Speaker, the peo-
ple of Connecticut have lost a great
journalistic crusader. Indeed, we have
lost 2 man of complete integrity and
towering stature—our beloved friend,
William B. Pape, the publisher of the
Waterbury Republican and the Water-
bury American, who passed away on
March 4,

Bill Pape, who continued the family
tradition of publishing excellence handed
down by his father, was a dedicated and
devoted servant of the people, as well
as a diligent and effective proponent of
accurate, honest news reporting.

The coverage of his newspapers ex-
tends far and wide. They are widely
read and well respected throughout my
sixth district, as well as in the Water-
bury area.

A man of many interests and count-
less friends and admirers, Bill will long
be remembered and sorely missed. For
the interest of my colleagues, both an
editorial and article about this remark-
able man which appeared in the March
4 issue of the Waterbury Republican
follows:

WrirLiam B. Parg

If it is possible to sum up the life of Wil-
llam B. Pape, publisher and editor of these
newspapers, In a single sentence, it would
have to be: He had complete integrity.

He rarely used the word in connection with
the opemtion of the newspapers, but his
every suggestion, his every deed was governed
with that in mind. He wanted his newspapers
to present the news as honestly and fairly as

possible.

Mr. Pape published a family newspaper
and he wanted everyone on the staff to keep
that in mind at all times. No newspaper can
avoid publication of material that some will
consider offensive at some time, but he did
not want sensationalism to be the justifica-
tion for a news judgment.

He refused to publish many types of ad-
vertising that can be seen in newspapers of
great prominence daily, either because he
did not feel they were in good taste or be-




7914

cause they were misleading. Even though his
introduction into the newspaper fleld came
during a time when personal invective was
common place on editorial pages, he pre-
ferred critical comment which avoided the
sharp personal attack.

Mr. Pape ardently followed the policy estab-
lished by his father, the late William J. Pape,
in fighting for good government. He vigorous-
1y backed the Waterbury Taxpayers Assocla-
tion which served as a watchdog on city
government and was most unhappy when it
was absorbed by the Greater Waterbury
Chamber of Commerce. Only recently as the
Chamber has become more vigilant in work-
ing for efficlent local government did he
relent in his opinion.

He insisted that everv man should have
an opportunity to have news items publish-
ed, He felt that the extremist would eventu-
ally lose public support because of exposure.

Throughout his lifetime he fought secrecy
in government. He felt the federal govern-
ment overclassified documents with no
justification for so doing. On the local level,
he urged court action if all else failed in re-
vealing to the public the business of govern-
'ment. He felt secrecy was used to hide wrong-
doing or would, if permitted unabated, en-
courage wrong-doing.

He did not restrict his governmental con-
cern to writing editorials or having them
written. He personally attended meetings and
voiced his opinion on the need for improve-
ments.

Editorial objections to some governmental
actions on occasions brought criticism that
the paper was un-American. With great pride
he would write the critic that he was a gradu-
ate of the U.S. Naval Academy. But he never
let his pride in his country be a veil to
cover up improper actlons by officials.

During the past few years when he devoted
almost all of his time to the newspapers and
less to some of his other business interests,
he took particular delight in sitting In on
the daily editorial conferences at which pol-
icy was established. Only the most urgent of
outside business would get him to skip these
meetings.

One of his rigid policies was that every
column and letter on the editorial pages
had to be signed. No pssudonyms were per-
mitted. The only exception involved the
editorials. He opposed legislation which
would require that editorials be signed with
the explanation that they are the opinion of
the publishers and not any individual edi-
torial writer. A statement to that effect is
carried at the top of this editorial page daily.

Aside from honesty and efficiency in gov-
ernment, one of his favorite topics involved
the raflroads. He deplored the decline in rail
service. While he acknowledged the ineffi-
ciencies in newspaper production in the old
railroad station because of the design of the
building, he never regretted its purchase and
the salvation of the structure, including its
tower, as a landmark.

Mr. Pape never sought the limelight. He
suggestad that others pose for pictures and
stepped aside as frequently as possible. He
insisted that the Pape family be given no
special consideration.

He was always concerned with accuracy.
He went far beyond the obvious—the head-
lines and major news stories—to the two and
three-line *“filler” items which set forth
statistics he felt could not possibly be accu-
rate. He was never one to hide an error. If
it was made, he wanted the correction promi-
nently labelled.

Mr. Pape was distressed when the news-
papers were late in being printed and in-
sisted on detailed explanations of the cause.
The failure of papers to be delivered also
causzd him concern.

His memory was uncanny. He could recall
persons, places and events, particularly in
Waterbury history, that amazed everyone.
Stafl writers would often question him if
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they were unable to find the necessary back-
ground in the files. It was rare when he could
not produce the information needed.

Most of all, Mr. Pape was a gentleman. His
dealings with everyone—employe, customer,
salesman, friend, even political foe—were
always conducted with the utmost of pro-
priety.

The Pape family, his wide circle of friends,
this city, and especially these newspapers
will miss the gentlemanly example of integ-
rity and humility which he set.

WiLLiAM B, PAPE DiES; WATERBURY PUBLISHER
(By Clark Johnston)

William Bolton Pape, 72, publisher of The
Republican and The American, died shortly
after midnight at Yale New Haven Hospital
after a brief illness.

A quiet and kindly man, he was a forceful
and outspoken publisher.

In recent months he had not been feeling
well and stopped coming to work on Feb. 3.
He entered Waterbury Hospital Feb. 22 and
was transferred to Yale New Haven Hospital
on Feb. 28.

Although hospitalized, Mr. Pape kept in
touch with affairs of the newspapers and
even drafted an agenda for the annual meet-
ing of Eastern Color Printing Co. of which
he was board chairman and assistant treas-
urer.

In June, 1968 Mr. Pape became seriously
ill. The ailment was diagnosed as Rocky
Mountain spotted fever, but he recovered
and resumed his activities with undimi-
nished vigor.

Mr. Pape became publisher following the
death of his father, William J. Pape in 1961
and continued the tradition of crusading
journalism which had been a hallmark of the
paper.

A citation in memory of William J. Pape
made by the New England Professional Chap-
ter of Sigma Delta Chl journalism society
said Mr. Pape “held that the public doesn't
demand that a newspaper be right all the
time, but it does expect that the newspaper
will have guts.”

EDITORIAL GUIDE

The son concurred with the philosophy of
the father and kept it as the editorial guide
of The Republican and The American.

Mr. Pape’s presence was felt in local and
state legislative councils where he appeared
both as a newspaperman and a private citi-
zen to support causes he believed were in
the best interests of the people and to op-
pose vociferously those he felt were harmful
to the publie.

He battled at board meetings and in the
courts to protect the right of the people to
be fully informed on the public’s business.

Frequently he initiated or staunchly sup-
ported investigative reporting designed to
keep public officials on the *straight and
narrow.”

A broad-gauged individual intellectually,
Mr, Pape did not confine his activities to
publishing and civic affairs but had wide
personal interests.

He was an avid and competent target
shooter and had an interest in watches and
clocks, wine, old rallroads, and the history
of Waterbury and the state.

Undoubtedly because of his long affection
for and attachment to the Navy, he had an
abiding interest, as a civilian, in ships of all
kinds, particularly those of the older variety
such as paddle and side wheelers and old
steam launches.

He took what was to have been one of the
last trips up the Mississippi on the Delta
Queen before she was to be forced out of
service a few years ago because of an inabil-
ity to meet new safety regulations. However
the ship got a reprieve from the government
and still plies the waterways.

Mr. Pape was also Interested in covered
bridges and would try, on his infrequent va-
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cations to zero in on an area that had many
of them. He was also a collector of old prints,
particularly maps, and had a house full of
them including some stacked in the attic be-
cause there was no more available wall space
for them in his home.

Although he relinquished some of his re-
sponsibilities at the newspapers and at The
Eastern Color Printing Co. in the late 1960s,
he did not slow down, but took on the title
of editor of both papers and became even
more intimately involved in the daily edito-
rial production.

Mr. Pape was born July 21, 1899, in Passalc,
N.J., son of the late Julia Bolton and William
Jamieson Pape, who came from Passaic in
1901 as co-purchaser of The Republican.

It was the first step in the long career
which saw the eventual purchase of The
American and The Waterbury Democrat and
the founding of The Eastern Color Printing
Co., & firm which printed the first modern
comic books.

ANNAPOLIS GRADUATE

Mr. Page was graduated from Crosby High
School in 1918 and the U.S. Naval Academy
at Annapolis, Md., in 1922. He was com-
missioned an ensign and served at sea for five
years when he resigned.

He joined the Naval Reserve in 1929 and
was recalled to active service in 1941. When
released from active duty he remained in
the reserve and at the time of his death held
the reseve rank of lleutenant-commander
retired. -

One minor but nagging aggravation during
his active naval career irritated him each
time he thought of it for the rest of his life—
he was traded for a banjo player.

It wasn’t that he was anti-banjo players
per se, it was just the circumstances under
which the swap was made because it stymied
his carefully laid plans to win back for the
United States a Navy trophy cup won by a
challenge team of Argentinians in the coun-
try to pick up a warship and sail it home.

When the Argentine Navy personnel ar-
rived here to take possession of their ship,
they immediately challenged the Navy to a
shooting match. Surprised, the good sports in
the Navy accepted but didn’t have time to
round up a team of their crack shots and so
they lost to the South American “ringers.”

Mr. Pape, at the time, was serving on a bat-
tleship which was ferrying Gen. John J.
(Blackjack) Pershing on a good will tour of
South America.

Feeling the United States ought to try to
win back the trophy on the same terms the
Argentinians had won it, Mr. Pape pulled
a few strings with the Navy's Bureau of Navi-
gation and soon top Navy marksmen were
suddenly assigned to sea duty on one specific
battleship.

However, he didn't count on the chaplain
on the battleship shooting him down with a
claim he needed a banjo player for the ship's
musical aggregation. The requisition was
dutifully, and promptly, put through and
as the man with the banjo—a classmate—
was piped aboard, Mr. Pape was transferred
to a destroyer so that the ship's complement
would be evened out.

His crackerjack crew of marksmen “ring-
ers” were bereft of a leader and the antici-
pated challenge in Argentina never came off.

During World War ITI Mr. Pape traveled
five days a week to Selective Service Head-
quarters in Hartford where he was in charge
of the industrial deferment section, deciding
who was needed on the home front for the
war effort and who could be spared for active
service.

Nightly after his return from Hartford,
Mr. Page would go to the color plant and
review the day’s activities and he also spent
Sundays there. It was recalled that he never
missed a day.

The color firm, which began informally in
the basement of the newspaper plant on
Leavenworth St. in 1922, initially concen-
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trated on printing newspaper supplements.
The color plant was incorporated in 1928 and
finally moved to its own building in 1839.

Mr. Pape and George Janosik, who was then
head of the company's New York office, con~
celved the idea of collecting newspaper com-
ics in bookiet form and printing them in
color.

They attempted vainly to sell the idea to
Dell Publications which rejected the notion
because there didn't appear to be much
future in comic books, particularly as far
as advertising was concerned.

START OF TREND

However, the two persisted and finally
decided to try the scheme in Waterbury at
Eastern Color, thus starting the modern
comic book down the road to success and into
history. The first was “Famous Funnies.”

In 1931 Mr. Pape became a member of the
headquarters staff of the Connecticut Naval
Militia. A crack rifie shot, he often served
as a member of the naval militia team repre-
senting Connecticut in many rifie matches.

He elso served as coach of the Crosby High
School rifle team from 1928 to 1041, leading
that group to state championships.

In 1965 Mr. Pape raceived a 35-year medal
of the Governor's Foot Guard at special cere-
monies at Camp Dempsey, Niantic. He had
peen on the staff of the Second Co., Gover-
nor’s Foot Guard and served as a rifle team
captain. He had been in charge of rifie train-
ing among the Foot Guardsmen.

He held his Naval reserve commission for
43 years, 14 of which were on active duty. He
was a member of Cpl. Coyle Post, American
Legion continuously for over 40 years and was
a member of the Military Order of World
Wars, New Haven chapter, and of the Naval
Order of the United States, New York Com-
mandery, both for over a quarter of a cen-
tury.

He was for six years naval alde on the
staff of Gov. Raymond E. Baldwin and a
member for 45 years of the Second Company,
Governor's Foot Guard., He had also held a
commission in the Connecticut Naval Militia
and was a life member of the Retired Officers
Assoclation.

Over the years he was a familiar figure at
the National Matches at Camp Perry in Ohio
and he participated In many matches at the
Regiment Armory in New York.

His deep involvement in shooting on the
unpaid amateur but professionally skilled
level was reflected In an editorial position
defending the right of the people to bear
arms and his opposition to legislation which
he felt unduly intruded on the public's con-
stitutional guarantees in this area.

RETURNS TO CITY

After his active military service in the
1920s, Mr. Pape returned to Waterbury and
to The Republican and The American.

Following an apprenticeship in all de-
partments in the newsrooms of the papers,
Mr. Pape became an administrative head of
The Eastern Color Printing Co. to which he
devoted much of his time for many years.

However, during the late 1930s he tem-
porarily moved back into the news field, ac-
tively participating as a reporter and strate-
gist in his father's investigations of the Dem-
ocratic regime in City Hall headed by the late
Mayor T. Frank Hayes.

His knowledge of mathematics in general,
and financial operations in particular, was
invaluable in the probe as he personally
checked municipal books and ledgers for dis-
crepancies which would be immediately ap-
parent only to someone who knew what to
look for.

He also understood things to which people
could relate. Complex stories about the theft
of millions didn't seem to stir the public
much, but once in examining municipal led-
gers he came across an item he felt would
excite public interest.

The comptroller had charged cigars and
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mineral water for political affairs to the city
and the taxpayers were paying the bill for
the comptroler’s openhanded largesse. The
public was decidely not amused and began
paying more attention to the newspapers’
expose.

At tlmes over the years of investigation
which eventually led to the municipal con-
spiracy trial, other news executives despaired
of finding the key which would unlock the
closet of illegalities at City Hall.

But they were spurred on by Mr. Pape, who
kept himself and others at the tiresome task
of digging deep into the city's books.

Eventually the investigations resulted in
the trial and conviction of the leaders of the
conspiracy.

A by-product for The Republican and The
American was the Pulltzer Prize, the cov-
eted journalism award for responsible public
service to the community. It was the first and
only one awarded a Connecticut newspaper.

WAY WITH FIGURES

His way with figures showed up annually
on election night. For years office clerks op-
erating speedily on adding machines to bring
forth as quickly as possible the election re-
turns.

Mr. Pape accepted the machines but he
didn't give them his unreserved trust. Every
figure from every voting district for every
candidate in a city, state or national election
was personally checked by the publisher be-
fore it went into the newspapers.

He was concerned not only with the
mechanical aspect of adding one plus one,
since he also checked the cards from the
polling stations to make sure the vote was
logical.

If a vote for one or two candidates seemed
lopsided, he had the reports rechecked to
make sure there weren’t errors in transpos-
ing figures in the count.

One year computers were brought into play
but Mr. Pape used them only as a backstop.
They were beaten in reporting the results by
both the adding machines and by Mr. Pape,
who still went over every result to make sure
it was right.

The depths to which an unchecked and
irresponsible government can sink were
deeply impressed on Mr. Pape’s conscious-
ness,

He always, even with modern city and
state government officlals, kept in the back
of his mind a bit of reserve which acknowl-
edged the frailty of a man In high positions.

His knowledge of municipal affairs was
specific and detailed. More than one reporter,
innocent of what happened 20 or 30 years
before, got a briefing on the ramifications,
not apparent on the surface, which might
lead to unpleasant possibilities.

NO INTERFERENCE

Reporters, always concerned that the boss
upstairs may interfere with unfavorable
items concerning friends of the publisher,
never had a worry where Mr. Pape was con-
cerned. The rule was: If it happens, report
it regardless of whether the “boss"” looks good
or not.

A standing rule was that if a member of
the Pape family ever got involved with the
law, it should be printed.

The “Boss” was & victim of his own rule
and followed through.

Once, while driving, he hit a parked car.
There was no one around so he (1) left a
note identifying himself as the culprit; (2)
notified the police of the accident and (3)
called the newspaper to make sure the story
appeared in the paper.

It was not a grandstand play, for the rule
applied always to himself and to any mem-
ber of his family.

He frequently appeared at city board meet-
ings, especially the sessions of the Board of
Aldermen, most often while he lived in
Waterbury cn Farmington Ave. but also oc-
casionally after he moved to Woodbury.
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Normally, he identified himself as “W. B.
Pape, printer,” or when he lived here as “vot-
er”, and after ne moved to Woodbury, as
“taxpayer.”

The aldermen didn’t need a clue to the
fact he ran the city’s papers, but neither
did he feel it necessary to try to impress
them with his position.

“LIKE IT 15"

He sald his piece. If someone argued with
him, attacked him or tried to make his posi-
tion uncomfortable, the reporter heard it and
printed it “like it is."

Mr. Pape, as a news subject, never told a
reporter how to write the story. Regardless of
whether the story made him look good or
embarrassed him, the report was to be fac-
tual and every reporter knew that if he tried
to soften a criticism he would hear about it.

Some of Mr. Pape’s political enemies knew
the prime way to get their point of view
across was to try to link him with the oppo-
sition. They knew an attack on him would
be printed.

On one occasion, Mr. Pape, some days after
a story appeared, remarked ruefully to the
reporter who wrote it that his wife had seri-
ously recommended he temper his remarks
in the future and get home a little earlier.
There was no hint there should be any curbs
on reporting and there was none.

In 1962, Mr. Pape, the gulding light of the
Waterbury Taxpayers Association and the
man who made editorial policy, concluded
that Waterbury ought to have civil service,
The battle was on and it was bitter.

CLASHES WITH BERGIN

The late Mayor Edward D. Bergin, an artic-
ulate opponent of civil service, was in office.
The relationship between Mr. Pape and Mr.
Bergin was anomalous. They respected each
other but were unable to agree on almost
anything.

Both dedicated, one a complete politician
who believed the political way is the only
practical way to run a government; the other,
remembering the turbulent days of the 1930s,
had a natural suspicion of politicians.

It was inevitable that the two strong-
minded men would clash—and this they did
time and again.

While Mr, Pape, charged into the battle
supporting civil service, Mr. Bergin fought it
with equal vigor. Mr. Pape made it plain
that his opponent was to have his say fully
and fairly.

One reporter was assigned to report in ex-
tensive detail Mr. Bergin’s objections to civil
service, primarily the attacks on the papers
and Mr. Pape. The order was that the assaults
would be reported in full so that the readers
would have every opportunity to digest the
arguments of both sides.

Neither Mr. Pape nor Mr. Bergin lost his
perspective during the running fight. An am-
bitious campaign button printer sent to Mr.
Pape a sample button which could be worn
advocating civil service—or anything else for
that matter.

It was a round yellow button with the word
‘'yes” on it. To prove his impartiality, the
manufacturer also sent the publisher an
equal number of round yellow buttons with
the word “no” on them.

GIVES BERGIN BUTTONS

Mr. Pape declined the commercial,
chuckled and distributed the “yes” buttons
to his backers. He then sent Mr. Bergin the
same number of “no” buttons so the then
mayor would have “equal time” on people's
lapels. Mr. Bergin cheerfully and openly ac-
knowledged his opponent’s gesture.

Civll service as a governmental way of life
won. Mr. Bergin was defeated but the rela-
tionship continued. It was an uneasy truce
between two men who liked each other,
found themselves on opposite sides of a
philosophical fence and never could discover
a way to establish a working entente cordiale.

Each felt he had the measure of the other,
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each was sure he knew what made the other
tick, but they never melted their information
into a working relationship.

This was not unique. Time and again well
meaning state legislators, local aldermen,
police commissioners, members of the Board
of Public Works and the City Plan Commis-
sion faced formidable opposition from the
publisher.

Mr. Pape had several things going for him
when he met a hostile audience, particu-
larly of legislators. He had collected his facts
and he was usually imperturbable.

Those trying to throw him off stride had
difficulty because he could overlook the cut-
ting remark designed to demolish him; he
was convinced he was standing on principle
and thus couldn't be shaken in that direc-
tion and, finally, he was hard of hearing and
missed the thrust of some of the rebuttals.

RESPECTED BY REPORTERS

Reporters had a deep respect and affection
for him because he always refused to dis-
own a story that might embarrass his friends.
A specific reporter, or the staff in general,
might get a note that things weren't going
right and that a more careful assessment was
in order. But he would never publicly down-
grade a story or a reporter.

Mr. Pape was always willing to defend the
public even when the public itself wasn't
aware its rights were in jeopardy and needed
defending. .

Any time public officials tried to conceal
their activities, hide the minutes of their
meetings, or close records to reporters, Mr.
Pape was willlng to go to court.

The newspapers went to court to pry open
the minutes of the Torrington Board of Edu-
cation in 1950; to force disclosures from the
Thomaston Sewer Commission in 1968; to
defend the right of a student reporter to
look at the police blotter in Waterbury and
to demand, through Eastern Color, a revalua-
tion of the city which the politicians had
ducked for years.

Whether the actions were taken in the
corporate name of the newspapers or on
behalf of The Eastern Color Printing Co.,
Mr. Pape was the man who ordered the liti-
gation and assumed responsibility for the
results.

His presence was felt both physically and
through the editorial columns of the paper.
He was a familiar figure on the downtown
streets.

If it was possible to walk to a destination,
Mr. Pape did, and this habit made him avail-
able to anyone who wanted to stop him on
the streets with a complaint, & compliment
or a news item.

Mr. Pape was nothing if not meticulous
in the operation of both the newspapers and
the printing plant and he checked almost
everything from workmen'’s compensation re-
ports and telephone bills to the massive
complex presses which spewed the millions
of pages of color supplements, comic books,
catalogues and other materials.

UNDERSTOOD MACHINERY

It was widely felt at Eastern Color that
although he was not trained in the field, his
understanding of the machinery was as de-
tailed as that of the experts whom he hired
to keep the presses running smoothly.

One who watched him over the years said
he was “‘clever in searching out mechanical
problems” and finding solutions.

Although it was his father who initiated
a pension system for employees, it was Mr,
Pape who worked his way through the com-
plex Insurance structure involved to produce
the package eventually adopted In 1543 for
employees.

In the 1950s when William J. Pape reduced
his working schedule at The Republican
and The American, William B. Pape began
spending more time at the papers and less
at the color printing company.
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Long assistant publisher of the two news-
papers, Mr. Pape formally became publisher
following his father's death. Later his son,
William J. Pape, II, became active in the
papers’ business affairs and was elected as-
sistant publisher.

The elder Pape relinquished the pres-
idency of the Eastern Color Printing Co. in
February, 1968, to his son, Richard J. Pape.
Mr. Pape then became chairman of the board
and assistant treasurer of the company.

He was putting younger members of the
family into positions of responsibility which
he had held for many years.

BOUGHT RAILROAD STATION

Acquisition of the Railroad Station on
Meadow Street as a plant for the newspapers
was a source of pride and satisfaction to him.
He and his father were in complete agree-
ment that the Waterbury landmark ought to
be preserved.

When the then New Haven Rallroac an-
nounced it was going to sell the station the
Papes feared a buyer might deface, down-
grade or destroy the station and its famous
tower, and they immediately stepped in to
purchase it.

The fallure of the tower clock to work
properly annoyed him and the silence of the
bell caused him further distress. He had
the clock faces, hand mechanism and bell
striker replaced In 1963 and went further
to have the tower illuminated so it can be
seen from many points in the ecity. It is
clearly visible on the darkest night from the
highway interchange.

A complete railroad buff, Mr. Pape par-
ticipated in special railroad events, invited
fellow fans to climb the tower and possessed
a collection of old railroad schedules that
would make any aficlonado envious.

He was one of the founders of the Water-
bury Taxpayers Association and remained its
secretary from 1947 until it was absorbed into
the Greater Waterbury Chamber of Com-
merce.

The association served as a watchdog on
state and municipal government with a full-
time professional director kmowledgeable in
governmental finance who attended board
meetings, criticized city and state actions and
made recommendations to the association for
improvements in government.

Basically, it was an outgrowth of the scan-
dals of the 1930s and it showed the concern
Mr. Pape and other civic leaders had in
municipal affairs.

WIDE INTERESTS

There were few areas of the way of life of
Waterburians where Mr. Pape failed to make
his presence known from the Republican
Party to the Young Men’s Christlan Associa-
tion and the Eastern States Exposition.

He was a member of the Waterbury Hos-
pital Corp., & trustee and director of the
YMCA and former chairman of the “¥" board
and served on various committees, acting as
chairman of the Insurance, executive and
finance committees.

The Community Workshop, Inc., was of
concern to him and at the time of his death
he was its secretary. He served as trustee of
the Eastern States Exposition, director of
the Waterbury National Bank, Waterbury
Savings Bank, the Greater Waterbury In-
dustrial Development Corp. and was a mem-
ber of the Industrial Development Commit-
tee of the Chamber. He was a life member of
the National Rifle Assoclation.

Education was a special interest. He served
as & member of the board of managers of
Waterbury Higher Education, Inc., and the
mayor's Educational Advisory Committee
and trustee of Post Junior College.

His journalistic professional activities in-
cluded the secretaryship of the Audit Com-
mittee of The Assoclated Press and mem-
bership on the Traffic Committee of the
American Newspaper Publishers Association.
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He was also a member of the Connecticut
Chapter of Sigma Delta Chi, a journalism
society.

He was a familiar figure at conventions
of professional newspaper associations and
meetings of the Assoclated Press and United
Press International in Connecticut, the re-
gion and nationally.

Corporate responsibilities included the
presidency of American-Republican, Inc.,
chairman of the board of Eastern Color
Printing Co., vice-president of Paper Delivery,
Inc., and Waterbury Motor Lease, Inc.

As a youth he had a newspaper route, but
one winter he transferred it to his two young-
er brothers to take over a furnace route from
the owner who wanted to take a Florida vaca-
tion. In those days, when furnaces were coal-
fired, it was the custom to have someone
come Iin daily to keep them properly stoked.

He was one of the founders of The Chase
Building, Inc., the firm which bought the
structure across Grand St. from City Hall
from the Chase Brass & Copper Co. when the
latter moved its executive offices to Cleveland,
Ohio.

SOLD STRUCTURE

The firm rented space commercially and
eventually sold the structure to the city to
serve as an annex to City Hall. The mayor's
office and others were moved to the annex
to make room for the expanding Circuit
Court in the old City Hall.

Survivors include his widow, the former
Helen Cronan, daughter of the late Mr. and
Mrs. Patrick J. Cronan; three children, Mrs.
Charles E. Poindexter, the former Brenda
Pape; two sons, Willlam J. Pape II, who is
married to the former Patricia Moran, and
Richard J. Pape, who is married to the former
Cherie Moran; a brother, Brig. Gen. Robin
B. Pape, USA (ret), Silver Spring, Md.; a
sister, Mrs. Wilder J. Greeley, the former
Benita Pape, and five grandchildren.

A third son, Roger, died in a boating ac-
cident In 1960 near the family's summer
cottage in Madison.

A TRIBUTE TO YOUTH FOR
UNDERSTANDING

HON. ALPHONZO BELL

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, because I was
out of the city during the early part of
;a.«_;t month, I was unable at that time to
Jjoin with my many colleagues in a spe-
cial tribute to the international teenage
student exchange program, Youth for
Understanding—the largest and fastest
growing organization of this kind. YFU
is also one of the three teenage exchange
programs officially recognized by the
State Department.

This program was instituted by Mrs.
Rachel Andresen in 1951 on a very lim-
ited scale between the United States and
Germany since, as Mrs, Andresen very
wisely and accurately surmised, the
German youth of the post-Hitler era
needed a new perspective which could
be meaningfully and effectively en-
hanced by a stay of approximately 1 year
with an American family.

Since those early years, students now
enjoy these broad cultural and sociolog-
ical experiences in exchange with 44
countries from Argentina to Yugoslavia,
There are currently 3,500 foreign stu-
dents and 2,500 American students in-
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volved each year in these countries.
Summer programs are also in opera-
tion, extending the opportunity to a sub-
stantial number of young people for a
shorter period of time.

The personal contact and close asso-
ciation provided by these exchanges play
an extremely important role in further-
ing international understanding and
goodwill. For this reason and because of
the additional positive results this pro-
gram is capable of yielding, I believe
YFU deserves the commendation and
continued support of both the Congress
and the American people.

ECONOMIC STABILIZATION I: THE
INEQUITIES OF THE PHASE II
RENT GUIDELINES

HON. HENRY HELSTOSKI

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HELSTOSKI. Mr. Speaker, since
phase IT began in mid-November 1971,
a confused Price Commission has issued
at least three sets of guidelines for rent
increases. Each of these was imperfectly
drawn, but the final guidelines issued on
December 30, 1971, contain a glaring
loophole which makes a mockery of any
claims to equity and effectiveness by
the economic stabilization bureaucracy.

Specifically, the December 30 guide-
lines permit landlords, when leases are
being signed or renewed, to raise rents
by a percentage equal to rent increases

imposed just before the wage/price freeze

of August 15, 1971, was announced.
Thus, if a landlord increased a single
tenant’s rent by 30 percent on August 1,
he is perfectly free to raise all others by
that amount as their leases come up for
renewal. The impact of the rent guide-
lines then, is to reward landlords who
imposed inflationary rent increases last
summer, while subjecting thousands who
rent their homes or apartments to rent
hikes of 20, 30, 40 or more percent. _

The Price Commission, which takes
care that applications for price increases
by huge corporations are expeditiously
handled and approved, has made no
move to remedy the gross inequities of its
rent guidelines. The legitimate needs of
thousands of individual American wage
earners are shunted aside so that the
stabilization bureaucracy may make
phase II as smooth as possible for big
business.

Last week, a number of us in the House
sent a letter to the Chairman of the
Price Commission, protesting the glar-
ing loopholes in the rent regulations and
urging a totally new set of guidelines. We
believe that no rent raises except those
“occasioned by real estate tax increases”
be allowed and that “this ban should be
retroactive to November 15.” I urge those
of my colleagues who did not Join in
signing this letter to add their voices to
the call for immediate reform of the
Price Commission’s rent guidelines.

Finally, I include at this point in the
REecorp, the press release containing the
full text of our letter to Chairman Gray-
son of the Price Commission:
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CoNGRESESMEN URrGE PHAsSE II BAN oN RENT
INCREASES

WasHINGTON, D.C., March 3, 1972.—A bi-
partisan group of Congressmen representing
different sections of the nation have called
upon the Price Commission to ban all rent
increases retroactively to November 15 with
the exception of those made necessary by
real estate tax increases.

In a letter to Price Commission Chairman
C. Jackson Grayson, the Congressmen sald
that they are opposed to the “glaring and
unjustified loophole in the Price Commis-
sion’s regulations on rents which allow a
landlord to increase rents by 20, 30, or even
40 percent.” The Congressmen charged that
the regulations perpetuate inflationary rent
increases that were taking place before the
Phase I freeze on wages and prices.

The following is the text of the letter:

DeArR CHAIRMAN GrAYSON: We are writing
to express our concern over what we consider
to be a glaring and unjustified loophole in
the Price Commission’s regulations on rents
which allow a landload to increase rents by
20, 30, or even 40 per cent.

The “average transaction” rule promul-
gated by the Commission allows a landlord
to use, as a basis for computing rent in-
creases, the average rent increase transacted
by him during the base period in 1971, the
30 day period immediately prior to the Phase
I freeze on wages and prices. No matter how
high or exhorbitant this average increase
may have been, the landload is free to pass it
on to his tenants under Phase II regulations.
Beyond this. the regulations permit him to
tack on an additional two and one-half per
cent increase.

The fundamental problem with the “aver-
age transaction” rule is that it uses as a base
period the time when inflation in this
country was at its greatest. Rather than at-
tempting to curb these high rates of rent in-
creases, the regulations of the Price Commis-
slon have codified and institutionalized them.
Certainly one of the most essential elements
In determining the cost of living is what
people have to pay to keep a roof over their
heads. By allowing landlords to charge the
same overage increases under Phase II as
they did when there were no controls at all,
the Price Commission is perpetuating in-
flation.

We propose that no rent increases be al-
lowed under Phase II except those occasioned
by real estate tax increases. This ban should
be retroactive to Novemer 15 to remedy the
many inequitable rent increases that took
place after the Phase I freeze and under the
existing controls.

This Phase II ban would not only help to
curb inflation, but it would also make admin-
istration of enforcement of the controls con-
siderably easier.

Sincerely,
JorN G. Dow,
Member of Congress.

CoSIGNERS

Bella 8. Abzug of New York.
Herman Badlllo of New York.
James A. Byrne of Pennsylvania.
Edward P. Boland of Massachusetts.
Shirley Chisholm of New York.
John Conyers, Jr., of Michigan,
Ronald V. Dellums of California.
Sam Gibbons of Florida.

Seymour Halpern of New York.
William D. Hathaway of Maine.
Henry Helstoskl of New Jersey.
Edward I. Eoch of New York.
Norman F. Lent of New York.
Harold D. Donohue of Massachusetts.
Mike McCormack of Washington.
William Moorhead of Pennsylvania.
John Murphy of New York.

Charles Rangel of New York.
Thomas Rees of California.
Benjamin S. Rosenthal of New York.
Willilam Ryan of New York.

James H. Scheuer of New York.

G. Willlam Whitehurst of Virginia.

Lester L. Wolff of New York.

Jim Wright of Texas.

Jonathan Bingham of New York.
Dominick V. Daniels of New Jersey.
Those signing identical letters were:
Joshua Eilberg of Pennsylvania.
Jonathan Bingham of New York.
Bertram Podell of New York.
Harold Donohue of Massachusetts.
Arthur Link of North Dakota.
Dominick Daniels of New Jersey.
Charles Diggs of Michigan.

OPEN COURT—READING
ACCOUNTABILITY

HON. PHILIP M. CRANE

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Speaker, a problem
which has plagued our public schools,
and particularly the public schools in
large urban areas, is the fact that chil-
dren are not learning such fundamentals
as reading, writing, history, and arith-
metic.

In many instances, children are pro-
moted from one grade to another regard-
less of their performance, a situation
which has led to the call for “open uni-
versities,” meaning universities in which
those applying for admission are ad-
mitted regardless of their ability and
training.

One plan which has had dramatic re-
sults in teaching children to read is that
of the open court accountability plan.
The first of its kind in the Nation, it will
be extended to include the second grade
beginning in September 1972. The guar-
antee coming with this plan is that
schools using the open court program
would be refunded 10 percent of the price
of the program for each month below
grade level at which the class was rated
at the end of the school year.

Mr, Blouke Carus, president and pub-
lisher of open court, said:

We believe accountability is fundamentally
sound; schools deserve to receive full value
for funds spent on curriculum material.

Discussing this plan, Hope Justus of
the Chicago Tribune noted that:

The program uses an intensive phonics ap-
proach to reading. Students first learn 43
sounds, They bulld these into words, then
sentences, and on to paragraphs and lttle
stories. The textural materials are not hard-
cover readers, but colorful combination read-
er-work-booklets based on children’s classics,
folk tales, and poetry.

“One of the major differences,” said
Jerry Lebo, head of teacher training for
the company, “is our method in which
everything a child does he sees, he says,
he hears, and he writes.” Open court
calls its offering a correlated language
arts program, instead of just calling it a
reading program,

Miss Justus notes that:

I found a surprising degree and unanimity
of enthusiasm among teachers at all types
of schools. Principals consistently reported
generally rising if not spectacularly improved
test scores.

A school system in which the teacher
receives the same wages and advance-
ment regardless of whether or not chil-
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dren learn is one which provides no in-
centive for achievement. This program
may be part of the answer to the failing
educational standards in our inner cities.

I wish to share Miss Justus’ article,
which appeared in the Chicago Tribune
of December 17, 1971 with my colleagues,
and insert it into the REcorb at this time:
[From the Chicago Tribune, Dec. 17, 1971]

ONE READING PROGRAM FOR ALL
(By Hope Justus)

If the people at Open Court Publishing
Company in La Salle, Ill., have produced
what they believe they have and are be-
ginning to document, “Open Court” may
soon become a household word among teach-
ers and school board members.

Open Court has developed a reading pro-
gram that works—with Spanish-speaking
children, in inner city schools with high
pupil turnover, in the schools of affluent
suburbia, and in city schools with suburban
settings.

Skeptical?

So was I, I am well aware of the cardinal
saying of in-vogue reading thinking: No one
approach to teaching reading is successful
with every type of child.

THEY'RE TALKING NOW

But that is the kind of thinking which
has led the Chicago public schools to em-
ploy nearly 50 different reading programs.
That approach hasn't seemed wildly success-
ful either, so I swallowed some of my skep-
ticism and went to an Open Court briefing
for the Chicago press and local educators.

“We didn’t want to make a lot of noise
until we felt sure about what we had,”
M. Blouke Carus, the company’s publisher,
sald.

But after five years of development and
four more years of evaluation, company offi-
clals are starting to trumpet.

The program uses an intensive phonics ap-
proach to reading. Students first learn 43
sounds. They build these into words, then
sentences, and on to paragraphs and little
storles, The textual materials are not hard-
cover readers, but colorful combination
reader-work-booklets based on children’s
classics, folk tales, and poetry.

So what’s so different? Perhaps not all
that much so far.

“But one of the major differences,” said
Jerry Lebo, head of teacher training for the
company, “is our method in which everything
a child does he sees, he says, he hears, and
he writes."

Most programs, Lebo maintained, elther
teach these skills separately or postpone
one—usually writing—for later development.
This is why Open Court labels its offering a
“correlated language arts program,” instead
of just calling it a reading program.

By Introducing writing early, the program
turns much of the child’s own work into
“text” materials. For example, what a child
writes working independently may become
his spelling and penmanship lesson for the
day.

{ A PROGRAM FOR PLANNING

Another difference from many programs
is that Open Court tralns teachers to use
the program before beginning in any school,
provides additional training end discussion
time after it has started, and sends its own
consultants to observe classes and give follow
through help.

The company has grown confident enough
to offer a written guarantee of success with
1st and 2d grade materials. At the end of the
school year, the company will refund 10 per
cent of the program costs for each month
below grade level at which a class using the
materials is rated.

The school selects one of several nationally
standardized tests evaluation before and
after the course.
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It was here that my skepticism shot up
again. In what kind of schools were they
operating? Under what conditions? A com-
mon fault with fancy performance contract
arrangements is that they don't approximate
the classroom realities under which the aver-
age teacher must work. They may, for ex-
ample, specify attendance levels which must
be maintained or exclude from the contract
guarantee students who enter the program
late.

But Open Court was different in this re-
spect, too. Operating in all 50 states and
several foreign countries, Open Court can
cite several studies to document success in
classrooms where English is a second lan-
guage for many students—both in inner city
and affluent schools.

What about pupil mobility? Would they
make the guarantee to a school with, for
example, 50 per cent pupil turnover in a
year? “Yes, we are willing to absorb that,” a
company official said, unblinking.

NO REFUNDS YET

The company began offering the 1st grade
guarantee in 1969 and so far has not given
any refunds.

I went away impressed enough to want to
do some checking with Chicago public
schools using Open Court.

I found a surprising degree and unanimity
of enthusiasm among teachers at all types
of schools. Principals consistently reported
generally rising if not spectacularly improved
test scores.

When the customers sound as much like
the company's public relations team as was
the case here, something is happening that is
worth watching.

PAROLE BOARD A STARTING PLACE
FOR PRISON REFORM: COSPON-
SORS NEW LEGISLATION

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR.

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, the pris-
ons of America offer a spectacle of com-
plete despotism. In fact, our entire system
of justice, from the police, through the
courts, to prison and eventually parole,
is testimony to our failure to render and
mete out justice according to our own
standards. Somewhere midst this enigma
called the penal system, a beginning must
be made to reform and restructure pres-
ent institutions. The Federal Board of
Parole, that puzzling anachronism, is as
good as any place to start. Long ignored
because of public ignorance and bureau-
cratic boredom, the Board of Parole has
moved in mysterious ways while hiding
under the cloak of secrecy and obscurity.
As presently structured, eight men, with
the assistance of a small group of exam-
iners, are charged with deciding some
20,000 separate applications for parole
each year. In the absence of specific
guidelines, decisions are made arbitrarily
and are absolute. Results are not pub-
lished, and hearings are brief. Inmates
must appear before the Board unrepre-
sented by counsel and without the pro-
tective guard of the public eye. In short,
the Board is the inmate’s judge and jury.

The immense discretionary powers of
the Board frequently permit it to over-
step the boundaries of parole cases and
to enter the political arena. Though in
fact a part of the judicial procedure, the
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Board can also be viewed as exercising
the kind of power which causes it to be
considered a part of the executive branch.
A flagrant example of its political behav-
ior occurred when for a while parole was
uniformly denied to war resisters. Be-
cause of the administration’s hostility to
the resisters, the Board denied them
parole while routinely granting it to oth-
ers guilty of serious crimes of violence.
This is the Board’s real power and its
potential danger to justice.

Though long concealed in the shad-
owy recess of the Federal bureaucracy,
the workings of the Board recently came
to light when 20 inmates instituted a
class action suit demanding certain due
process measures in the parole proced-
ure. Congress itself has begun to take
interest in the issue of penal reform. A
House Judiciary Subcommittee is pres-
ently hearing testimony on the arbi-
trary and unconstitutional practices of
the Board. The bill presently before it,
H.R. 13118, which was introduced by the
subcommittee chairman RoBERT KASTEN-
MEIER of Wisconsin and cosponsored by
myself and Representatives Rvan and
Mixva, would correct many of these un-
fair practices. It would establish an in-
dependent Board of Parole, separate
from the Justice Department. It would
provide for fair and equitable Federal
parole procedures. The burden for a pris-
oner’s release would be shifted from his
shoulders to the Parole Board which
would be required to release him on find-
ing in favor of parole. Present law per-
mits denial of parole even after a fav-
orable decision. The bill also sets out
factors which the Board must consider
in determining whether to release a
prisoner; present law has no such com-
parable provision. If parole is denied, the
Board will have to give good and par-
ticular reasons for doing so.

Other previously omitted procedural
requirements are written into the bill:
a time schedule is set for hearings, the
right to counsel is guaranteed, and ma-
terials used by the Board must be made
available. Finally, the bill would estab-
lish a National Parole Institute, and
provide assistance to the States for the
operation of fair and adequately staffed
parole systems. While such legislation is
certainly a beginning, it is only a small,
first step on the path to comprehensive
penal reform.

Beyond the level of administrative
procedure, the fundamental obstacles of
class and race compound what is already
a very complex problem—rehabilitating
convicted felons. The present system has
shown little success in reducing the rate
of recidivism. Sweeping reforms must be
instituted to synchronize the workings
of corrections and parole, making their
goal—rehabilitation of inmates—take on
real meaning. Too often rehabilitation
is a meaningless term regarded cynically
by those who are supposed to bring
about rehabilitation.

More direct routes must be found for
involving the community as well as pa-
role officers in prisoner rehabilitation
and return to society. Use of extensive
counseling services, half-way houses,
and former inmate self-help organiza-
tions could substantially reduce the frus-
trations and sense of alienation which
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former convicts experience after leav-
ing prison.

The House hearings on parole have
brought home the stark realization that
penal reform must be coupled with re-
forms of the broader society in which we
live. Race, class, and poverty must be
fought along with prison problems, for
they are the conditions which create
crippling environments and pave the
path to prison.

ROGERS INTRODUCES HEART,
LUNG, BLOOD BILL

HON. PAUL G. ROGERS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I am to-
day introducing legislation to increase
and coordinate our national resources in
an accelerated effort to attack the Na-
tion’s No. 1 killer—heart disease.

This legislation also puts a priority on
solving the problems related to lung and
blood and their related diseases and I am
confident that this legislation will bring
about a significant reduction in death
and illness from these diseases.

I am pleased to note that eight mem-
bers of the House Subcommittee on Pub-
lic Health and Environment have joined
with me and that Senator KENNEDY has
13 of his colleagues supporting a similar
bill in the Senate. Joining with me are
Mr. SarTeRFIELD of Virginia; Mr. KYROS
of Maine; Mr. Prever of Nortk Carolina;
Mr. SymiNcToN of Missouri; Mr. Roy of
Kansas; Mr. NeLsen of Minnesota; Mr.
CarTeEr of Kentucky; and Mr. HASTINGS
of New York.

Unlike cancer, we can predict and
prevent heart attacks and strokes in
many cases. If this legislation is fully
implemented, I feel confident that we can
substantially reduce heart disease as the
Nation’s No. 1 killer within the decade
and great progress can be made in the 5
to 7 years after its implementation.

I will not go so far as to predict a cure
for cardiovascular disease, for we are not
that far. But I am extremely heartened
by the progress that has been made in
this area by the National Heart and Lung
Institute.

More than 1.2 million Americans suf-
fer heart attacks each year, of which
more than 500,000 die. And more than
200,000 Americans die of stroke each
year.

The work which we have already done
in the area of predictability and preven-
tion indicates that if the provisions of
the bill are established, we can reduce
these statistics by as much as 30 percent
within 5 to 7 years and by the end of the
decade, some experts forecast reductions
anywhere from 30 to 80 percent.

Taking even the most conservative es-
timate, you can see that this would have
a tremendous effect on one of our great-
est health problems.

The greatest fault thus far has been a
lack of funding, manpower and priority.
I think this legislation will remedy all
three of these deficiencies.
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The bill provides for increased fund-
ing from the present level of $232 million
for this year, to $1.2 billion over the next
3 years. At a minimum, an increase in
manpower of more than 100 is vitally
needed to boost the manpower National
Heart and Lung Institute to 700.

The manpower situation in the lung
and blood division is appalling. Emphy-
sema is the fasting growing killer in the
land. Yet the lung division had only one
senior doctor before January of this year.
Now there are only three. Most divisions
should be staffed by about 40 people. And
in the blood division we have only one
senior staffer and only four other em-
ployees.

We have about $21 million for lung and
$30 million for blood, but, because of the
almost total lack of in-house capabilities,
these funds are going to grant and con-
tract awards.

Lung problems contributed or directly
caused almost 90,000 deaths in 1970.

An estimated 10 million Americans suf-
fer from chronic respiratory diseases, 1
million from emphysema, 4 million from
chronic bronchitis, and 5 million from
asthma. Social security payments to
these people run in excess of $90 million
annually.

MY RESPONSIBILITY TO FREEDOM

HON. WATKINS M. ABBITT

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. ABBITT. Mr. Speaker, the Vet-
erans of Foreign Wars recently con-
ducted its nationwide “Voice of Democ-
racy” oratorical contest in which more
than 500,000 young men and women in
over 7,000 of the Nation’s high schools
participated. The theme this year was
“My Responsibility to Freedom.” In Vir-
ginia, our statewide winner was Miss
Phyllis McBee, of Hopewell, Va.

Not only am I proud of Miss McBee’s
achievement, because she was one of my
constituents, but also because of the fine
message which her speech conveys. We
hear a great deal today in criticism of
some of the activities of our youth, there-
fore, I feel that it is incumbent upon us
to give credit where credit is due to those
many outstanding young people who
continue to hold forth the high ideals of
democracy. She sets forth in clear terms,
not only the privileges of citizenship, but
also its responsibilities. I commend her
speech to the reading of the Members of
the House:

My RESPONSIBILITY TO FREEDOM

America was formed as an independent na-
tion, one built, not for glory, but for democ-
racy. When our forefathers fought for their
freedom, they risked their 1lives. Patrick
Henry's rousing “Give me Liberty or give me
Death!” was typical of the feelings of the
gallant men who founded the United States
cif America.

The men who were the first Americans had
the responsibility of fighting for their free-
dom. When they gained it, they had the re-
sponsibility of seeing that it worked. I also
have the responsibility of making freedom
work, I treasure my freedoms, use them, and
sometimes even take them for granted. I try
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to remember that laws I may not like are
necessary so that I can enjoy my own free-
doms.

I am an independent individual, but being
free isn't all fun and games. To be able to
enjoy my own freedoms, I can't step on those
of others. Having the right to protest and the
right of free speech doesn't mean that I have
the right to smash windows, create a riot,
shout obscenities at my neighbors, or libel
my chosen representative to the government.
There 1s a wonderful idea in our Constitution
which is that we can do almost anything that
won't hurt anyone else. Riots and laws re-
stricting freedom not only hurt me, they hurt
many others. Freedoms, when abused, are
freedoms no longer. My first responsibility
to freedom, then, is to understand what free-
dom involves. People do not realize the price
that was paid for freedom: Bloody feet
wrapped in rags to keep out freezing cold,
scant food to feed starving stomachs. Lives
glven for the cause of freedom. Have these
sacrifices been made in vain? Do I, as a re-
sponsible citizen, have the right to think my
country owes me anything? What indeed
have I ever done to deserve all the freedoms
and privileges I recelve—just because I Am
a citizen? Maybe we all should think about
this once in a while and think deeply about
President Kenedy's statement "It's not what
your country can do for you, it's what you
can do for your country.” If everyone thought
first of his country and the Golden Rule, we'd
have taken a giant step toward true peace—
we'd all be working toward a better America.
I should also ask myself how I'd feel if my
freedoms were taken away. Another respon-
sibility, then, is to myself. That means that
I must be reasonable and fair-minded in my
actions as a citizen.

Mixed with my love for my country is a
feeling of devotion and pride. Though some-
times my faith in the government is shaken,
the necessity of freedom is always present. I
am willing to lend a helping hand in pre-
serving and protecting it. I was born with
freedom as my heritage and I hope to die
leaving the heritage of freedom to the peo-
ple coming after me.

It has always taken blood and courage, war
and faith to make a nation free. The pur-
chase price of freedom Is always high, but is
never paid with regret. Our nation was forged
in the fires of revolution, hammered by stern
blows of Fate, shaped with hope, and tem-
pered with despair. My responsibility as a free
individual In a nation created for freedom,
lies in maintaining that freedom. Whether
it is making laws or obeying them, fighting
for freedom or defending it, the work must be
done and must be done by all. . . . Freedom
is not free.

FREEDOM FOR LITHUANIA
HON. HAROLD D. DONOHUE

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Speaker, it is a
particular personal privilege and pleas-
ure to join here with my colleagues in
commemorating the origin of Lithuania’s
declaration of independence. This year
we mark the 54th anniversary of that
very special historical event.

Back on February 16, 1918, after more
than a century of Czarist Russian oec-
cupation, the people of Lithuania de-
clared their independence.

However and unfortunately, they were
permitted to enjoy the rights and privi-
leges of a free people for little more than
two decades.
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Lithuania was deprived of her hard-
won, long-sought independence when the
Russian Army illegally occupied Lithu-
ania at the outset of World War II. Ex-
cept for a very brief period of Nazi dom-
ination, the Soviet Union has continued
to unjustly occupy Lithuania right up to
this very day.

Throughout this long period, the peo-
ple of Lithuania have bravely suffered al-
most inconceivable hardships and cruel-
ties from Russian persecution, assassina-
tion and slavery.

Nevertheless, the valiant people of
Lithuania have never given up their per-
severing struggle and desire to be free
again.

Despite the inhuman treatment of their
Russian captors, their stalwart ancestors
have remained steadfast in their com-
mitment to their faith, their culture,
their language and their ideals.

In doing this they have become an in-
spiring example to the whole world in
their unconquerable resistence to repres-
sion and tyranny.

Although, today, we express common
grief that Lithuania is not free, we are
bound to recognize and to applaud the
heroic spirit which still burns within the
Lithuanian people.

It is this undaunted spirit of a great
nation that prompts us to speak out
against their continued slavery.

We, as citizens in a nation “conceived
in liberty”, should not and cannot re-
main silent while the freedom loving peo-
ple of Lithuania and other small nations
remain the persecuted captives of Com-
munist imperialism.

That is why both as a Representative
in Congress and as a private citizen who
knows the virtues of the Lithuanian peo-
ple I believe we must continue to pub-
licize in every way that we can the ter-
rible cruelties being visited upon the
Lithuanian people. We must continue to
emphasize that the Russian occupation
is illegal and unjust.

We must keep reminding ourselves, our
fellow Americans, and all the citizens of
the free world that the Lithuanian peo-
ple are being held as slaves by a power-
ful nation that issues words of freedom
but whose forceful actions make a mock-
ery of those words.

If we ignore what we know to be the
truth about Communist hypcerisy, we
will be abandoning the principles of our
own national birth and jeopardizing our
own freedom.

Our common obligation is to stir the
conscience of the world through our own
Government and the United Nations to
act against tyranny and to preserve hope
in the minds and hearts of the valiant
Lithuanian peosple.

This commemoration is helpful in our
just cause. It serves to renew our own
dedication for the achievement of liberty
in Lithuania and to demonstrate to her
people that they do not stand alone and
forgotten.

Let us pledge ourselves to use every
resource and influence that we possess
to restore to Lithuania her rightful free-
dom.

I am sure that if we persevere in our
united efforts the day must and will come
when Lithuania will regain her liberty
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and again take her rightful place among
the free nations of the world.

8o, in spite of our sadness, on this 54th
anniversary of Lithuania's independence
let us look confidently to a brighter fu-
ture because we all know that freedom
cannot be forever denied to the courage-
ous Lithuanian people who have ever re-
mained immoveable in their allegiance
to the heroic traditions of their country
and the tremendous faith of their
fathers.

DRUG FIGHT AIMING FOR THE
WHOLESALERS

HON. SEYMOUR HALPERN

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HALPERN. Mr. Speaker, the
President’'s new initiative to fight drug
abuse will go a long way to cure this
scourge that is sweeping the country. We
all know how vital Federal legislation
and Federal law enforcement is if we are
going to effectively deal with the nar-
cotics problem. But all these programs
will be meaningless unless we are able to
attract highly talented and dedicated
people to carry out the thrust of Federal
efforts.

One such individual, U.S. attorney for
the eastern district, Robert A, Morse has
spent a good part of his professional life
dealing with drug traffickers. His ex-
perience in law enforcement is most im-
portant because as U.S. attorney for
Brooklyn, Queens, Nassau, and Suffolk
Counties he will be the main thrust be-
hind the new Office for Drug Abuse Law
Enforcement,

As the youngest man ever to hold the
job of U.S. attorney, Mr. Morse is a dy-
namic and thoughtful man who takes his
responsibilities seriously.

Last Sunday, the Long Island Press,
one of New York City’'s finest newspapers
published a most interesting and in-
formative article, which I believe cap-
tures the personality, dedication and
forcefulness of Mr. Morse. The article
outlines some of the ideas and innova-
tions Mr. Morse has implemented since he
accepted the position last summer. His
accomplishments are most impressive
considering the short time he has been in
office.

At this time, I would like to insert that
article in the Recorp so that my col-
leagues can get a glimpse of this most
talented and energetic U.S. attorney.

The article follows:

Druc FIGHT AIMING FOR THE WHOLESALERS

(By Seymour Marks)

The new nationwlde crackdown on dan-
gerous drugs, working through an independ-
ent agency created by the President a few
weeks ago, will not throw its heaviest weight
against the major international suppliers,
nor the little street corner pushers.

It will cut its biggest swath right down
the middle—the big wholesalers who are the
transmission line between overseas sources
and domestic little men who peddle “nickel™
($5) and “dime” ($10) bags.

So says the new U.S. Attorney for the East-
ern District, Robert A. Morse of Brooklyn
Helghts, the youngest man (42) at his ap-
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pointment last August ever to hold the
job.

And he ought to know, because New York
City will be one of nine headquarters cities
for the new Office for Drug Abuse Law En-
forcement, and much of its work will center
in the metropolitan counties.

Morse, whose federal domain covers Brook-
lyn, Queens, Nassau, Suffolk and Staten Is-
land, will play an important role in the
battle, because his assistants will prosecute
many of the cases originated by the national
team.

We've been hearing about narcotics crack-
downs for years—how does the new one
differ?

“It’s an infusion of manpower at the mid-
dle level,” explained Morse. “The Depart-
ment of Justice concentrates on the larger
drug rings. The little pusher is for the locals.
That leaves the middle-level big wholesalers.

“No sooner have we stopped one major in-
ternational source, let's say by signing a
treaty with Turkey, than a new source pops
up in Asia. The middle-level transmission
line remains the same. We expect the new
teams to make a big dent at this level.”

Morse, a moderately-short, chunky man
with grayish hair that is short by the cur-
rent vogue, but long by old “butch” haircut
standards, has placed his faith in a staff of
47 mostly-young assistants.

Typical of some of his top hands are his
executive assistant, Edward Thompson Jr.,
32, of Huntington Station, son of a state Su-
preme Court Justice; his eriminal division
chief, Edward Boyd V of Garden City, who
is only 28B; his civil division chief, James
Porter, 33, of Brooklyn Heights, and appeals
chief, David Trager, 34, of Brooklyn.

The young U.S. attorney and his young
sta’T have some youthful ideas about pri-
orities. No. 2 on his worksheet, after the
narcotics push, is ecology—pollution of nav-
igable waters.

He feels that spotting a polluter and haul-
ing him to court is not enough. The idea is
to get the polluter to give his own business
priority to projects and expenditures that
will end existing pollution and eliminate its
threat for the future.

As chlef assistant to his predecessor, Ed-
ward R. Neaher (now a federal judge) for two
years, Morse had plenty of opportunity to
work out ways of achieving those ends in the
fight against pollution. Now, as the chief, he
can draw on that experience.

“We will soon announce that a national
corporation will be spending $7.5 million for
rehabilitating a metropolitan oil terminal,
and 82,250,000 of that amount will be for
anti-pollution devices to prevent oil leaks
from tanks into the water,” he said.

The announcement probably won't come
from Morse's Brooklyn offices, but from
Washington. The Justice Department likes
to take its own due credit.

“We get that sort of thing done without
legal action—just discussion,” said Morse.
“We sat down with the corporation’s lawyer,
sitting right there where you are, and we
sald, ‘Counselor, what are you going to do
about it?" We kicked it back and forth, and
then the plan was evolved.”

Morse works closely with city and state
agencies, especially in connection with the
tons of raw sewage stil’ being dumped into
surrounding waters by municipalities.

“We coordinate our aims with the city
people,” he said, “and often get them fo
change priorities—like showing them that
bullding a sewer this year instead of next
year might solve a great pollution problem.
We get some important things done that way,
without public furor.”

Morse’s background of private practice
and public service in state, city and federal
J  bs has given him considerable leverage in
that sort of coordinated planning with local
government spokesmen.

A native of Brooklyn and a product of its
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schools, he was graduated from Indiana Uni-
versity before earning his law degree at
Cornell in 1852, Fresh out of law school, he
clerked for a year in the office of State
Attorney General Nathaniel Goldstein.

When Judge Walter Bruchhausen of Brook-
lyn was appointed by President Eisenhower
to the Eastern District bench, young Morse
was his first law clerk in 1953 and 1964.

Then he entered the Air Force for two
years as a lleutenant In the Judge Advocate
General's Office. He served his first hitch as
an assistant in the Eastern District U.8. at-
torney’s office from 1956 to 1959. From 1959 to
1970, he spent his time in a combination of
public and private practice.

After the late James B. Donovan became
vice president of the New York City Board
of Education, young Morse, who had been
assoclated with Donovan’'s law firm, became
special counsel to the board for five years,
directing a number of important investiga-
tions.

A lifelong Republican, Morse was Brooklyn
treasurer for the Nixon-Agnew campalgn in
1968. One of the President’s first appoint-
ments in 1060 made Morse chlef assistant to
Neaher in the Eastern District.

He has been counsel to a number of human
rights committees in Brooklyn, and a mem-
ber of the Brooklyn Advisory Council of the
New York State Commission on Human
Rights.

He has served In varlous capacities the
Brooklyn Institute of Arts and Sclences, the
Municipal Art Commission, the Brooklyn
Academy of Music, and other local agencies
and committees.

Morse lives alone in a Brooklyn Heights
apartment—bachelor quarters he has maln-
tained since he and his wife of 16 years were
divorced in 1966. Their 18-year-old daughter,
Deborah, is studying English and psychology
at Clark Unlversity, Worcester, Mass.

Morse is given to quick-snack lunches in
his office and to staying later than most of
his aldes. The last light burning in the U.B.
attorney's fifth-floor suite in the Brooklyn
courthouse is often in the chief’s office, where
he may be boning up on a difficult question
of law, catching up on neglected reading, or
«discussing a problem with a handful of as-
sistants working on a particularly important
case.

DAVID F. TOOMEY

HON. SILVIO 0. CONTE

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. CONTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to inform this body of the death of a
man from my First District in Massachu-
setts whose life was dedicated to serving
his country, State, and family.

David F. Toomey, who died last week,
was a former State commander of the
Veterans of Foreign Wars, Most of his
adult life was dedicated to serving the
needs of the men who have fought this
Nation’s wars. After attending local
schools in Greenfield, and playing foot-
ball at Boston College, he courageously
fought for his Nation in World War IIL
At such time he was awarded two Purple
Hearts for his participation in the Nor-
mandy invasion and the Battle of the
Bulge.

In 1952-53 Mr. Toomey served as State
commander of the Massachusetts Veter-
ans of Foreign Wars and he continued in
leadership activities in the VFW for a
number of years. He was also commander
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of the Lexington VFW Post and a mem-
ber of the Arlington Post, Disabled
American Veterans, and the Bedford
American Legion.

Having had the opportunity to work
with Mr. Toomey many times on local
projects, I will miss the wise counsel and
knowledgeable direction that only a man
with such outstanding service and wis-
dom can furnish.

His passing is a tragic loss to his family
and many friends. It is also a loss to peo-
ple everywhere who admire courage and
determination in their fellow man.

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I submit for
the Recorp the following article from the
March 1 edition of the Greenfield, Mass.,
Recorder which details the life of this
fine man:

FORMER MASSACHUSETTS VFW LEADER,
TooMEY DIiES

David F. Toomey, 57, of 9 Spencer St.,
Lexington, formerly of Greenfield, died Mon-
day in the Veterans Administration Hospi-
tal at Bedford after a long illness. He was a
former state commander of the Mass. Vet~
erans of Foreign Wars.

Toomey, remembered in Greenfield for his
activity in athletics and who won all-state
honors in football, was captain of the Green-
field High School team in the 1930’s. He later
played football for Cushing Academy and at
Boston College, where his football career was
cut short by injuries. He graduated from
B.C. in 1938.

During World War II he served with the
35th Infantry, taking part in the Normandy
invasion and the Battles of the Bulge. He
was wounded at both battles and received
the Purple Heart with two clusters. He was
also awarded the Bronze Star, the Combat
Infantryman's badge and a Presidential
Citation.

In 1952-53 he served the Mass. Veterans
of Forelgn Wars as state commander. He was
a past commander of the Lt. Joseph P. Ken-
nedy, Jr., Post VFW, Boston. He was a long-
time friend of former President John F,
Kennedy, who had served that post as its
first commander.

He was also a past commander of the Lex-
ington VFW Post and a member of the Ar-
lington Post, Disabled American Veterans,
and the Bedford American Legion.

When he was state commander of the VFW
he testified in Washington on the problems
of former servicemen during a House Sub-
committee hearing on Veteran’s affairs at the
request of U.S. Rep. Edith Nourse Rogers.

He was a charter member of the Lexing-
ton Lodge of Elks, a past grand knight of
Lexington Council, Knights of Columbus; a
fourth degree member of David I. Walsh As-
sembly, Knights of Columbus, Boston, and
the Boston College Alumni Assn.

He had been employed as an Insurance
claims specialist with the Firemen's Fund-
American Insurance Group.

Toomey was born in Greenfield on March
16, 1914, the son of David T. and Mary
(O'Connor) Toomey. He was a graduate of
local schools.

He leaves his widow, the former Anna Mar-
cotte, formerly of West Chelmsford; four
sons, David F. Toomey, Jr., of Dorchester,
Kevin F., Brian A. and Sean J., all of Lex-
ington; three sisters, Mrs. Margaret Molt-
enbrey and Mrs. Mary Kersavage, both of
QGreenfield, and Mrs. Anna Bonvie of Berk-
ley: two brothers, Timothy J. and John J.,
both of Greenfield; three grandchildren and
several nieces and nephews.

Funeral services will be Friday at 9 a.m.
in Sacred Heart Church, Lexington.

Calling hours at the Louis J. Spencer
Funeral Home at 52 Waltham St., Lexington
Center, will be tonight from 7 to 9 and
Thursday from 2 to 4 and 7 to 8 p.m. In
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lieu of flowers donations may be made to
the American Heart Assn.

IN SUPPORT OF CHAIRMAN HEBERT

Hon. G. V. (SONNY) MONTGOMERY

OF MISSISSIPPI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, in
its March 6 issue, the Washington Post’s
“Letters to the Editor” column contained
a letter from my very able colleague OTIs
Pike. For the benefit of my colleagues
who might have missed Representative
PIke’s comments on the joys and benefits
of an “Ivy League” education, now con-
sidered in some circles to be vital to our
national security, I am pleased to include
Representative PIRE's letter as part of
today’s RECORD:
FEBRUARY 28, 1972,
EpITOR,

Washington Post,
Washington, D.C.

DeAr Sir: The thing I loved most about
your editorial on the subject of “Representa-
tive Hébert's Vendetta" was that it made me
feel young, and at my age this is an increas-
ingly rare delight. You feel that Congress-
man Hébert is being a cad and a bounder
for discouraging the military from sending
men to study at that handful of ivy-covered
colleges which have kicked the military out
of the colleges.

As a graduate of two of the universities in-
cluded (inaccurately, by the way—one now
has the Good Housekeeping seal of approval)
in the prescribed list I remember all too well
the thinking implicit, and even explielt, in
your blast. It was exactly the way I thought
when I graduated from college and law
school.

Without the glories of an education at one
of the 16 universities named I could not
possibly have had the “best education avail-
able.” By eliminating those 16 from the 2500
colleges and universities in America of course
my choice would have been *'severely limited"”
and of course I would have had “less than
the best.” Oh, the joyous youthful snobbery
of it all!

Oh, but that was long ago and far away.
Before I lost my first case to a lawyer with
8 “less than the best” education. Before I
watched the happy possessors of “the best
education available” sit on both sides of the
table and approve the C5A contract which
managed at the same time to rape the tax-
payers and bankrupt the corporation.

For, oh so long, people who worship the
natural and hereditary intellectual suprems-
acy of the Ivy League have insisted that we
should send all our majors and colonels to
the Harvard Business School. We have done
so for decades. The glorious result of this
enlightened approach has been a new breed
of elite officers, singing “Fair Harvard” and
“Boola Boola", wearing their chickens on
their shoulders and their degrees on their
sleeves, while leading us into soaring cost
overruns and sinking efficiency. But, by God,
they can all play squash!

As long as the club insists on penetrating
the fiction that ‘‘the military officers and the
country as a whole” will suffer if our mili-
tary leaders can't go to Harvard, doesn't a
decent respect for the underprivileged 99 per
cent of our people require that at least the
editorial be written in good Ivy League
Latin? Congressman Hebert would still get
the message. Wrong college—right church!

Cordially,
Oris G, PIKE,
Princeton '43, Columbia 48, Vinson Col-
lege '61.
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THE COMMUNICATION BETWEEN
VOTERS AND REPRESENTATIVES

HON. BILL ARCHER

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, in re-
sponse to my most recent newsletter, I
have received a reply from Mr. Charles
A. Costello, Sr., one of my constituents.
His letter comments on the value of com-
munication between the voters and their
representatives in Government. For the
benefit of my colleagues, I ask that Mr.
Costello’s letter be inserted below:

Dear CONGRESSMAN ARCHER: I appreciate
very much the House of Representatives cal-
endar which you recently sent to me. I also
would like to take this opportunity to ex-
press my thoughts about your most recent
capitol report newsletter sent to your con-
stituents, which I received several weeks ago.

I have always attempted to maintain close
correspondence with my Congressmen, and
there are certain rewards from doing so. Un-
fortunately, this is not the case with most
Americans—of course, it's kind of like the
saying that what you put into something
largely determines what you will get out of it.

While it is needless to say that we need
more communication from the people to
their representatives, we also need more of
the type of communication from national
legislators to the people such as that so
superbly exemplified by your recent capitol

rt.

Quite naturally, proper attitudes of team-
work, proper senses of responsibility, and
common motivational goals must be present
at each end of communication in order to
accomplish desirable, meaningful, and ef-
fective results. People must feel a sense of
duty to the well-being of themselves and
their fellow Americans and pride in achieve-
ment for liberty, freedom, and democracy.
On the other hand, their representative must
also feel the same motivations and have the
same attitudes to properly function within
the purpose for which their positions were
established and currently exist. Like most
anything else, the key to success lies within
the efforts each group of communicators
makes within these given attitudes and moti-
vations.

Sure, every Congressman and Senator
publicizes periodic reports for the folks back
home. However, two things usually go wrong:
the Congressman or Senator usually gathers
together a batch of factual data from a
given period, deleting personal communica-
tive comment and avoiding real issues and
their truths, all of this not necessarily due
to their intent to do so.

Secondly, individual *“folk back home"
either doesn't care or feels he doesn't have
the time to read “this stuff anyway” and
communications never take place as the
message usually finds its place at the bottom
of the waste basket,

However, I know from personal experience
that caring and taking an active role can
pay off, as in the case where I have taken
the time to read, absorb, and react to what
you have taken the time to prepare and
inform me of concerning your representation
of me and many others. When all of the
elements are present and working, our gov-
ernmental process works beautifully—it just
takes “two to tango,” and the two ingredients
must be a representative and a citizen, each
with appropriate attitudes, purposes, and
motivations.

As a citizen of Texas and our nation, I
would like for the other hundreds of repre-
sentatives and their millions of constituents
to either be reassured or learn firsthand by
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my experiences that our system can work
and does work when properly approached
and utilized.

I suppose my message basically comes
down to what I said earlier about what is
gotter. out of something, because quite
simply if we are to maintain those things
which make America the greatest place to
lve, we can’'t simply sit back and feel se-
cure—we have to work at it to keep it. And
that's not just In government—we must
all work at making a contribution to great-
ness in our everyday lives and realize ihat
what we do every day does Indeed have a
bearing on what our country is and repre-
sents.

You may also wish to publish this letter
in your next capitol report; it may help in
stimulating more thoughtful communica-
tion from our district. Thank you once
again for giving attention to my thoughts.
Best wishes In your continuing efforts in
representing the people of our district In
our national government.

Warmest personal regards.

CHARLES A. COoSTELLO, Sr.

e ————

STRATEGIC CONCEPTS AND SOVIET
POLICY

HON. LEE H. HAMILTON

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, the
close relationship between strategic nu-
clear power and the domestic policy-
making process in the Soviet Union is lit-
tle discussed by Western analysts, as Da-
vid Holloway points out in an article ap-
pearing in the November 1971, issue of
Survival magazine.

In discussing the SALT talks, Mr. Hol-
loway notes that:

To hope . . . for a dampening of the arms
race on the basis of a common understanding
of strategic concepts and theory seems un-
realistic, in view of the complicated relation-
ship that exists between concepts and pol-
icy. . . . For policy is the outcome, not of de-
bates about coneepts, but of immensely com-
plex political and bureaucratic processes, of
which those debates are only a part.

This relationship between concepts and
policy is the subject of Mr. Holloway’'s
article, which I recommend to my col-
leagues. The author is lecturer in politics
at the University of Edinburgh. Survival
is published by the widely respected In-
ternational Institute for Strategic Stud-
ies in London.

The article follows:

STRATEGIC CONCEPTS AND SOVIET PoLICY
(By David Holloway)

It hag been suggested by some commenta-
tors that one of the major benefits to be ex-
pected from the Strateglc Arms Limitation
Talks (SALT) is the Institutionalization of
the strategic dialogue on a firmer footing
than hitherto. While a comprehensive stra-
tegic arms treaty is generally regarded as the
outcome most to be desired, considerable
claims are often made for a firmly-grounded
strategle dialogue. It is argued that the stra-
tegic dialogue between the United States and
the Soviet Union at SALT could lead eventu-
ally to a dampening of the strategic arms race
through unilateral restraint flowing from in-
creased understanding. Less conservative as-
sumptions, it is argued, could be used in
planning; the introduction of new weapons
could be slowed down; and threats to the
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other side’s deterrent forces could be avoided
in the procurement of new weapons.!

Such a dialogue might be expected to in-
clude the exchange of Information about
strategic programmes, policles and percep-
tions. And there can be little doubt that,
where this is coupled with the interpreta-
tion of specific programmes and their impli-
cations on strategic armaments, But it has
also been suggested that the discussion of
fundamental issues of strategy and arms
control would contribute to a mutual under-
standing on the basis of which specific agree-
ments could more easily be reached. Among
the issues which might be discussed are the
following: what are the purposes of strategic
nuclear forces? What constitutes a ‘suffi-
cient’ strategic posture? How stable is the
present strategic balance? What are the prin-
clples and objectives of arms control? It is
apparent that complete common under-
standing on these points is not a necessary
condition for the achievement of a specific
agreement on arms for which each side
might have its own reasons. But it is widely
assumed that common understanding would
facilitate a specific agreement, and that it
might have a beneficial effect beyond the
letter of the agreement. This assumption
appears to be made both for the case in
which there is mutual understanding and
agreement on these purposes and premises,
and for the case in which there i1s both
understanding and disagreement.

This line of argument raises a number of
basic questions about the relatlonship be-
tween strategic concepts and the develop-
ment of military power. For, in its simplest
forms, it assumes that the development of
strategic power is guided by strategic doc-
trine. This assumption is highly problemat-
ical and could not be made tout court on
on the analysis of Western defence policies.
But it is often made In the analysis of Soviet
policy, with a consequent failure to take
into account the domestic policy-making
process, the role of different institutions
and the functions of different kinds of in-
ternal debate. All this greatly diminishes
the value of such ansalysis. In this paper 1
shall look at Soviet military-strategic think-
ing in the light of the fundamental issues
mentioned above. Besides looking at Soviet
strategic concepts I shall consider briefly
their role in Soviet policy-making, with par-
ticular reference to the Soviet decision ta
take part in SBALT. The problem of defining
the relationship between concepts and policy
is of course an extremely difficult one, and
I shall be able to do no more than touch on
some of its aspects.

THE PURPOSES OF STRATEGIC FORCES

In the Soviet Union much of the argu-
ment about this extremely complex issue
has centered on the specific proposition,
associated with Clausewitz and endorsed by
Lenin, that war is the continuation of poli-
tics (policy) by other, violent means. Soviet
theory has adhered in general to this posi-
tion. But in the nuclear age considerable
difficulties arise in maintaining such a view:
in what sense can misslie-nuclear war be
regarded as a continuation of politics? More
generally, how can strategic nuclear capa-
bilities be translated into political power
and influence?

Under KEhrushcheyv the general and mutu-
ally destructive nature of nuclear war was
stressed; since Khrushchev's fall greater
emphasis has been put on the capacity of
the Boviet Unicn to survive and win such
a war. The earlier view went hand in hand
with a rejection of the idea that nuclear war
could be regarded as a continuation of pol-
icy. the more recent emphasis has been
accompanied by a reassertion of the validity
of this conception in the nuclear age. The
reaffirmation of this position does not prove,
as some commentators have appeared to as-

Footnotes at end of article.
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sume, that the Soviet Union has been aiming
for some sort of first-strike capability. Soviet
writers have been careful to distinguish two
questions: that of the essence of war, and
that of its expediency.

The new emphasis in Soviet military writ-
ing does not appear to signal a substantive
change in policy. But it amounts, nonethe-
less, to more than mere casulstry, for it re-
flects several important features in Soviet
military thinking. The first of these is the
fear that undue and exclusive insistence on
the destructive nature of nuclear war will
lead to demoralization or complacency in the
armed forces. It is one of the main purposes
of the Soviet military press to help maintain
the morale, fighting spirit and combat readi-
ness of the Soviet armed forces, and any
analysis of military writings must bear this
in mind. The second feature is the emphasis
of the war-waging, as well as the war-deter-
ring, elements in military strategy. This
emphasis seems to arise out of a genuine
conviction that nuclear war with the United
States is a real possibility, and it is this
possibility that forms the central focus of
Soviet strategic thinking. The renewed stress
on the Clausewitzian view of war can be
seen as part of an attempt by Soviet military
writers to discredit the assumptions which
underlay Khrushchev’s policy of minimum
deterrence. .

The emphasis on the possibility of nuclear
war in Sovlet strategic thinking has clear
implications for Soviet understanding of the
purposes of strategic nuclear forces. Their
object is to deter war, and wage it If deter-
rence fails. Nuclear war would be a catas-
trophe for both sides, but damage could be
limited, and to speak of victory is not neces-
sarily meaningless. This emphasis affects also
the relationship between offence and defence
at the strategic level: an anti-ballistic missile
(ABM) system could, in principle, play an
important role in limiting damage in a nu-
clear war. The focus on nuclear war affects
also the roles and missions assigned to the
different branches of the military establish-
ment. More abstractly, it makes the point
that deterrence is not viewed In the Soviet
Union as an eternal principle of Sovlet-
American strategic relations. Mutual deter-
rence is not regarded as an exclusive mecha-
nism for regulating the balance of strategic
power, since deterrence is not viewed as the
sole purpose of strategic capabllities; nor is
mutual deterrence seen as a reliable device
for preventing nuclear war—hence the need
to prepare to wage such a war.

The political uses of strategic nuclear
power are even more complicated than its
military exploitation, Khrushchev espoused
& highly personal style of managing military
power in the pursuit of his political goals.
He sought to exploit a nuclear posture which
he defined, almost at will, as superlority or
parity vis-d-vis the United States, without
being prepared to pay for more than a mini-
mum deterrent. His deterrent and counter-
deterrent threats suffered a continuous de-
cline in credibility. His successors have
eschewed his vociferous manner, and have
adopted a policy of greater restraint, though
perhaps also of greater pertinacity, towards
the United States. It has evidently been a
prime concern of the new leadership to re-
store credibility to the political uses of their
military power. This they have sought to do
by building up thelr strategic capabilities
and also by increasing the flexibility of their
military power.

The feeling that numerical strategic in-
feriority was politically disadvantageous cer-
tainly seems to have been an important ele-
ment in the Sovit decision to overcome that
inferiority. Some observers have seen the at-
talnment of strategic parity as a large con-
tributory factor in the self-confidence which
Soviet policy has displayed in the last two to
three years. But the difficulty of isolating and
evaluating this factor among others is ap-
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parent from the use of such vague, though
perhaps expressive, terms as ‘superpoweritis’,
‘expansionist mood’, and the. assertion of
‘selgnorial super-power rights' to character-
ize current Soviet policy. How long this mood
will last, and how far it might be conducive
to an adventurous, and potentially danger-
ous, policy is not clear.
THE DEFINITION OF SUFFICIENCY

There is In Soviet strategic theory no obvi-
ous criterion of nuclear sufficiency. There is
a principle of military superiority which is
extremely vague and impossible to quantify.
It sometimes means little more than that
standards of excellence should be pursued in
all aspects of the military effort. Neverthe-
less it is no doubt extremely important inas-
much as it reflects a firm belief that the
Soviet Union, as the leading socialist state,
must have a superior military capability of
some kind; and this superiority will tend to
be expressed at the very least in terms of
numbers. Whatever the motives behind the
Soviet strategic builld-up, and whatever the
steps by which it was decided upon, the
Soviet planners have been faced with the
problem of how far to carry deployment. In
spite of the almost ritualistic Soviet insist-
ence on the need for superiority, the notion
of sufficiency is not totally alien to Soviet
thinking.

Ehrushchev had declared Soviet defense
to be 'wholly adequate’ in 1960, but this
assessment was based more on his faith in
his own ability to exploit Soviet military
power for political ends than on any mili-
tary strategic criterion. Soviet strategic doc-
trine does not have a criterion of sufficiency
such as is supplied by the notion of assured
destruction. Indeed that notion is derived
essentially from the concept of mutual deter-
rence, and the quantification of assured
destruction may be seen as the deification of
deterrence.

The Soviet build-up In strategic arma-
ments has gone well beyond the point of at-
taining an assured destruction capability.
The motives for the build-up are not wholly
ascertainable, but it must presumably make
sense in terms of the purposes of strategic
nuclear forces—in a war-waging and damage-
limitation context, and for the political gains
to be extracted from it. Some commentators
have suggested that, while inferiority was
unsatisfactory, the achievement of parity has
been accompanied by a realization of the
diminishing political utility of vast strategic
power. It has been argued also that Soviet
planners are becoming increasingly aware
that more armaments do not necsssarily
bring greater security. Sovlet planners are
faced, therefore, with the problem of de-
ciding how much is enough.

THE STABILITY OF THE STRATEGIC BALANCE

Soviet military theorists do not deny that
there may exist at a given time a situation
in which either the Soviet Union or the
United States could inflict enormous damage
on the other in a retaliatory strike. But what
they seek to do, with their distinction be-
tween the essence of war and its expediency,
Is to prevent any acceptance of mutual de-
terrence as a normal state of affairs.

In this they are doubtless helped by the
connotations of the two Russian words for
deterrence—sderzhivaniye (literally restrain-
ing or checking) and ustrasheniye (literally
terrorization); the former is generally used
to describe the effect of Soviet military
power on the United States, and the latter is
commonly used to describe what the United
States tries to do to the Soviet Union. Thus,
apart even from the possibility of destabiliz-
ing developments in weapons technology,
there seems to be in Soviet thinking a con-
sciousness of change and flux, and an un-
willingness to accept mutual deterrence as in
any way sacrosanct. This might be called a
dialectical view of the strategic balance,

Allled to this issue is the Soviet concept
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of the arms race. It is only in the last three
to four years that the elements of action and
reaction have gained any prominence in So-
viet commentary on the arms race. Before
that it was seen as something Imposed on
the Soviet Union by the aggressive United
States. Recent Soviet analysis has pointed to
the complexity of the policy-making process
in the United States, though with due em-
phasis on the activities of the military-in-
dustrial complex. There seems to be a much
greater awareness of the degree to which So-
viet and American policies interact, and of
the degree to which one side will attempt to
offset increments in the other's military
capabilities.

The attalnment of parity seems to have
contributed greatly to this awareness. To a
government seeking to overcome a position of
numerical strategic inferlority any mention
by the other side of an action-reaction proc-
ess will seem like a threat to maintain the
existing strategic relationship. Once a situ-
ation has been reached In which both sides
acknowledge parity, such a threat can more
reasonably be made by both sides. In any
event, the earlier Soviet insistence that ballls-
tic missile defense (BMD) could not be con-
sidered destabilizing because it was purely
defensive has now been replaced by an atti-
tude which 1s more sensitive to its arms-
race implications, But the problems of inter-
pretation are exemplified here. We cannot tell
whether such statements are purely declara-
tory or whether they represent a real change
in Soviet attitude. The defensive nature of
BMD was proclaimed when Soviet deploy-
ment was taking place; the destabilizing
implications have been found since the U.S.
decislon to deploy the Safeguard system. But
Soviet policy does seem to have become some-
what less introspective in the last three
years. There has been an evident desire to
understand American policy better. The very
active Institute of U.S. Studies, which has
been set up in the U.S.8.R. Academy of
Sciences, has a central role to play in the
interpretation of U.S. policy.

THE PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTIVES OF ARMS
CONTROL

The Soviet Union remained for a long time
suspiclious of US arms-control proposals (e.g.
the Johnson freeze) which might have served
to legitimize American strategic superiority.
By the summer of 1968 the Soviet leadership
had decided to enter SALT at what Pravda
described as “one of those rare moments in
history . .. when both sides are ready to
admit equality in the broadest sense and to
view this as an initial position for reaching
agreement concerning the freezing and the
subsequent reduction of arms."” 2
“They have insisted, as a basic principle,
that no side should gain unilateral advan-
tage from the talks.

The SALT talks seem to presuppose: recog-
nition of the existence of strategic parity
between the super-powers; acceptance of
mutual deterrence as the basis for an agree-
ment to limit arms; and an acknowledge-
ment that if no limitation, tacit or explicit,
is agreed upon, the arms race will enter an-
other spiral because each side will seek to
offset the other's potential and realized in-
creases in strategic power. There i{s no cri-
terion or guideline in Soviet strategic doc-
trine to suggest that agreement on the basis
of these assumptions would be satisfactory.
And it seems to have been precisely on this
point that there has been controversy in the
Soviet Union over the decision to take part
in SALT. The decision seems to have been
taken by the Soviet leadership on the basis
of political calculation rather than military-
strategic reasoning. As one Western com-
mentator has put it:

““"The question for the Soviet Union is not
merely whether the present military balance

Footnotes at end of article.
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is satisfactory, but whether it is more satis-
factory than a situation resulting from a
continuation of the arms race.” ?

And another:

“The Russians would like to possess a
numerical superiority over the US at the
highest level which would not spark off an-
other major round of the strategic arms race.
For, while nothing that the Soviet leaders
have so far authorized in weapons policy has
imposed an intolerable strain on the Soviet
economy, another major round could; more-
over, the Russians could not guarantee that
such a round would not leave them relatively
worse off than they are now."*

This is to pose the Soviet leadership a par-
ticularly fine problem of political judgment,
especially when the policy-making machines
on both sides appear to be so cumbersome,
and the mechanism of the arms race so poorly
understood. And it seems likely that there is
in the Soviet Union disagreement about how
far deployment can go without sparking off
another round of the arms race. Part of this
disagreement seems to focus on the inter-
pretation of the arms race. For example, the
American decision to go ahead with the de-
ployment of multiple independently-target-
able re-entry vehicles (MIRVs) raised doubts
in some Soviet quarters about the genuine-
ness of US adherence to a conception of stable
mutual deterrence, and about the seriousness
of its participation in SALT. The United
States, it is maintained, will fabricate a
Soviet ‘threat’ to enable it to pursue whatever
policy it chooses, irrespective of the real na-
ture of Soviet policy. Thus the interpretation
of US policy becomes a delicate issue, and one
of real importance, in Soviet politics.

It appears that the major aims of Soviet
Strategic policy at SALT are: to stabilize the
strategic relationship at parity; to prevent
another spiral of the arms race, which would
be extremely costly, and might diminish se-
curity rather than increase it; to establish
more clearly its own strategic arms policy
by probing US policy. Besides, participation
in SALT is an outward and visible sign of
super-power status, If this interpretation is
correct, and the Soviet approach to SALT i-
serious, as it seems to be, then it appears
that Soviet policy is based on the acceptance
of assumptions and principles which run
counter to dominant elements in Soviet mili-
tary-strategic thinking.

CONCLUSIONS

I am aware that this argument has sim-
plified enormously complex issues to the
point of distortion. Soviet strategic thinking
contains diverse elements: different institu-
tional interests and different styles of argu-
ment are involved.

There is, for example, a disjunction be-
tween the emphasis on the need to prepare
to wage war, to be found in military writings,
and the stress to be found in Foreign Min-
istry statements on the political implica-
tions of strateglc programmes. This differ-
ence in emphasis can be explained in part by
saying that the military press serves to main-
tain the morale of the armed forces and to
rationalize their combat training and po-
litical education. But this does not render
the difference in emphasis irrelevant to our
understanding of how Soviet policy is made.
For if the morale and combat readiness of
the armed forces have to be kept up by the
propagation of a doctrine which is at odds
with Soviet policy, the High Command and
the Main Political Administration will press
for at least some correspondence between
Soviet policy and strategic doctrine, unless
we assume the conscious dissemination
among the armed forces of a doctrine which
bears little relation to Soviet policy.

Another instance of diversity is to be found
in Soviet strategic analysis. The military
philosophers, who are based mainly on the
Lenin Military Political Academy which is
subordinate to the Main Political Adminis-
tration, use In their arguments the potent
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mixture of appeals to ideological orthodoxy
and military conservatism, But newer kinds
of analysis, based on economic modes of
thinking and new forecasting techniques,
are galning ground in the military academies
and the central administration.

These appear to be closely linked to the
new emphasis on the elements of action and
reaction In the arms race, and to the search
for a definition of sufficiency. They flow from
the attainment of parity—or rather, from
the acceptance by the super-powers that
parity does exit. For parity is an imprecise
concept, whose precise definition in terms of
armaments seems to matter less than the
psychological effects of acknowledging its
existence. The new modes of thinking are
based on the belief that a plateau, or point
of equilibrium, has been reached in the
strategic balance. Hence the divergence be-
tween strategic policy and strategic concepts
in the Soviet decision to take part in SALT
may be no more than the symptom of a
transitional period in Soviet strategic think-
ing.

If anything like a comprehensive agree-
ment to limit strategic armaments were to
emerge from SALT it would perhaps be ac-
companied by changes in strategic doctrine
which rationalized the outcome and ex-
plained why it was satisfactory. But even if
new methods of analysis, and new strategic
concepts, were to gain greater influence in
the Soviet Union, this would not necessarily
destroy the ‘Russian style’ in policy, for the
psychological basls of such concepts as de-
terrence and sufficlency would lead to their
being made operational in a ‘Russian way’.

The complexity of the relationship between
concepts and policy makes it imperative to
take account of institutional arrangements
when analysing Soviet policy. By this I have
in mind not so much the guestion of dis-
agreements in the Politburo—the search for
these is often a futile exercise—but rather
the relationships between the various insti-
tutions involved in the making of strategic
policy: the Ministry of Defence, the General
Stafl, the Main Political Administration, the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Central Com-
mittee Departments, the Council of Ministers,
the Military Academies, the Institute of US
Studies and so on. For all the minute study
of the Sovlet press which has taken place,
the institutional arrangements for the for-
mation and executive of strategic policy have
been largely neglected. Yet the internal de-
bates in the Soviet Unlon can scarcely be
properly understood without reference to the
political and bureaucratic context within
which they take place.

This discussion is relevant to our under-
standing of the strategic dialogue. Soviet
participation in SALT seems to point to a
less introspective approach to policy and to
changes in strategic thinking. And for those
who have seen Soviet strategic thinking as
an obstacle to arms control, either because 1t
lacked sophistication, or because it reflected
aggressive designs, these changes will seem
hopeful. But the process of change is com-
plex, and present Soviet policy seems to be
the result of a compromise reached in 1968
to adopt a businesslike approach at SALT,
and at the same time to continue to deploy
strategic armaments.

Indeed, both sides have been so intent on
providing themselves with bargaining coun-
ters that SALT may have had the effect of
speeding up the arms race rather than slow-
ing it down. To hope, therefore, for a damp-
ening of the arms race on the basis of a
common understanding of strategic concepts
and theory seems unrealistic, in view of the
complicated relationship that exists between
concepts and policy. I am not casting doubt
on the value of the dialogue at SALT, which
will be bound up in the discussion of stra-
tegic programmes. But the study of Soviet
policy on the basis of open materials, If it is
to contribute to our understanding of how
Soviet policy is made and of how the arms
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race works, must go beyond the analysis of

concepts. For policy is the outcome, not of

debates about concepts, but of immensely

complex political and bureaucratic processes,

of which those debates are only a part.
FOOTNOTES

1 For an interesting discussion of SALT and
the strategic dialogue, see Jerome H. Eahan,
“Strategles for SALT” in World Politics, Jan-
uary 1971.

2 Pravda, T July 1968. Quoted in R. Kol-
kowicz et al.,, The Soviet Union and Arms
Control: A Superpower Dilemma, Johns Hop-
kins Press, 1970, p. 59.

® M. Gallagher in R. Kolkowicz, op. cit., p. 4.

¢ M. Mackintosh, “Soviet Strategic Policy,”
in The World Today, July 1970, p. 273.

STAR EDITORIAL SAYS GOP-ITT
MESS SHOULD BE CLEANED UP

HON. JOE L. EVINS

OF TENNESSEE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. EVINS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker,
the Washington Evening Star in an edi-
torial on yesterday emphasized the im-
portance of clarifying the mystery sur-
rounding a gift by the International
Telephone & Telegraph Corp. to the Re-
publican National Convention.

The editorial emphasizes the impor-
tance of pursuing this matter “to the
end, however bitter,” to avoid shaking
public faith in our system of govern-
ment.

Because of the interest of my col-
leagues and the American people in this
most important matter, I place the edi-
torial in the REcorp herewith:

THE ITT MEess

It is all too clear that the Senate Judiciary
Committee must pursue the International
Telephone and Telegraph $400,000 mystery
to the end, however bitter. More, much
more, is at stake here than Richard G. Klein-
dienst’s confirmation ag attorney general.

For all we know, any connection between
ITT's anti-trust settlement and the com-
pany’s underwriting of Republican conven-
tion expenses may have had nothing to do
with Kleindienst. As he and other adminis-
tration spokesmen stoutly insist, there may
have been no such connection.

But too many questions have been raised
as to who did what, to and for whom, in this
tangled affair. If they are left unanswered,
public faith in our system of government
will take a beating that the country cannot
afford.

For these are not small questions. If in fact
ITT's contribution was a payoff for Justice
Department favors—if it was, indeed, a deal—
then we confront a scandal of historic pro-
portions that could involve highest admin-
istration officials.

There are indications that the G.O.P. now
is preparing to renounce ITT's proferred lar-
gesse, and it would seem highly advisable
for it to do just that. Such a move would
involve no concession that this backing was
tendered as a quid pro quo for settlement of
the industrial conglomerate's merger prob-
lems. That agreement, between the Sheraton
Corporation (an ITT subsidiary) and the City
of San Diego (the Republican convention
site) was a dublious proposition from the
start,

Corporations, of course, are forbidden by
law to contribute to political campaigns. It
is doubtful that this prohibition covers gifts
to a city for convention expenses. Yet the
Republicans were critical when, in 1964, the
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Democrats extracted $15,000 a page from cor-
porations for their convention program.
Whether ITT's commitment is for $400,000
or something less—the precise figure is part
of the mystery—it is sald to be by far the
largest such donation in the history of con-
vention financing. On the face of things, it
iz a bit much, even without the questions
subsequently raised.

To forego ITT's generosity at this late
date poses a tough problem for the Republi-
cans, The citizens of San Diego seem strongly
disinclined to grab for the check. But this
mess has got to be cleaned up, one way or
another. A good place to start is to say to
ITT, however belatedly, what all concerned
must fervently wish they had said in the first
place: “Thanks, but no thanks.”

ENVIRONMENTALISM AND SOCIAL
RESPONSIBILITY

HON. CHET HOLIFIELD

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Speaker, it is
becoming inereasingly obvious that con-
cern for the environment can be carried
to ridiculous extremes. In their zeal to
return this land to its pristine state, the
followers of the new religion of environ-
mentalism seem to have forgotten that
208 million Americans must also live on
this land. They must use resources for
heat, housing, clothing, and food. If
Americans are to have a standard of liv-
ing above the starvation level, they must
also use resources for energy.

I have noted, with some satisfaction,
increasing differences of opinion between
knowledgeable conservationists whose
opinions have earned respect, and the
new environmental zealots. The latter
groups, composed of economically com-
fortable persons who profit from execu-
tive positions, article writing, and the
lecture circuit, must receive continuous
publicity or disappear. Unfortunately,
these zealots have unquestioning follow-
ers who are eager to repeat their demands
for instant solutions in complete disre-
gard for the consequences in human suf-
fering or economic damage.

An example of the selfish attitudes ex-
pressed by the environmental demagog
is this quotation of a leader in the field
which was carried in the Fresno Bee on
February 23, 1972.

We need to halt the growth of affluent,
white, middle class America. The affluent,
white American child uses 50 times the re-
sources of a ghetto child.

If this is true, Mr. Speaker, what
are its implications? I believe that the
speaker’s intention is clear. If he has his
way, the ghetto child is to be denied the
economic means to improve his standard
of living, He means to call a moratorium
on technical and economie progress, and
thereby trap the poor in their existing
situation.

Fortunately, Mr. Speaker, there are
voices of reason and moderation. One of
these is my friend, John F. Henning, ex-
ecutive secretary-treasurer, of the Cali-
fornia Labor Federation, AFI-CIO. In
a recent speech he most ably stressed the
stake of labor and the unemployed in en-
vironmental issues. I will insert a report

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

of his speech, as carried in the Califor-

nia AFL-CIO News, into the Recorp at

this point, and commend it to my col-

leagues as excellent reading:

[From the California AFL-CIO News, Feb.
25, 1972]

CALIFORNIA LABOR STRESSES STAKE OF JOBLESS
N EcoLoGic IssuEs

Organized labor will not “remain silent in
the face of assaults by environmentalists who
would provoke more unemployment in a
state already suffering from more than half
& million jobless workers and in a nation
where high unemployment has become part
of economic planning by Washington.”

So declared John F. Henning, executive
secretary-treasurer of the California Labor
Federation, AFL-CIO, In an address in Los
Angeles Wednesday in which he championed
organized labor's position on environmental
issues and challenged environmentalists "to
make their proposals an integral part of eco-
nomic and social advance.”

The California AFL-CIO official stressed
that organized labor does not intend to lend
“the name and honor of labor to those who
have through the years not only fought the
working people but all environmental
change.”

Too often, Henning suggested, the con-
servationists' position “would mean addi-
tional limits on economic growth in a coun-
try already suffering from the restrictive
monetary and fiscal policles which have
added 2.5 million workers to the unemploy-
ment rolls since January of 1969.”

In his address to a dinner meeting of the
Los Angeles chapter of the Industrial Rela-
tions Research Assoclation at the Wilshire
Hyatt House in Los Angeles, Henning pointed
out that:

Economie growth is imperative if we would
have the more than two and a half million
new jobs a year required to replace those
removed by our average annual productivity
increase of three percent, Economic growth
is imperative if we would provide jobs for the
approximate 1.5 million young workers who
each year enter the labor force.”

But, he charged, too many environmen-
talists “wish to throttle industrial expansion
regardless of the distress thereby inflicted
upon working people.”

As an example, he cited the zoning debates
that developed last year over San Francisco
waterfront development which found “the
wealthy and conservative voicing for the first
time an interest in life along the Embar-
cadero.

“There is no record of these people over
expressing resentment of the wretched hous-
ing that so long scarred the waterfront area;
no record of resentment of the dangerous
working conditions existing in the anti-
quated dock facllities; no record of resent-
ment of the life seamen and longshoremen
were once obliged to accept in this richest
of nations. ...

“The same environmentalists who will
bleed over the sight of dead fish in oil pol-
luted waters will never lift their voice in
Sacramento or Washington in the name of
jobless workers. These are the so-called
moralists who like to lecture unions about
narrow job Interests. These are the so-called
liberal intellectuals who take very good care
of their own economic situation but who are
outraged over protests by unemployed work-
ers denied jobs by conservationists’ schemes,"”
he said.

Henning also cited the six-story height
limitation placed on the ballot in San Fran-
cisco last fall and sald that if it had been
adopted there would have been no new
high-rise offices or commercial construction.

“Such a limitation would not only have
strangled San Francisco's commercial future
but aborted thousands of jobs in the con-
struction, service and maintenance flelds,”
he sald.

Another example of what he termed the
“limited vision" of many environmentalists
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is the demand for immediate prohibition of
leaded gasoline.

“Abolition must ultimately come,” he said,
“but the immediate banning would prove a
major economic blow to millions of work-
ers. It would mean the choice of buying a
new auto or converting a present car. The
affluent would hardly notice.”

But, he said, “the low-income family would
be crippled by the choice.

“Is 1t, then, soclally responsible merely to
demand that only unleaded gasoline be sold
as of this day? There must be a program of
measured change; there must be a con-
slderation of worker needs,” he asserted.

Recalling that historically industrial deci~
sions were made with little regard for social
or environmental consequences, the State
AFL-CIO official observed:

“The origins of our polluted nation rest
in the still strong tradition of unregulated
capitalism. Labor understands this and labor
realizes that environmental reformers will
be maligned and misrepresented by most of
the U.S. business establishment.

“Labor also realizes that the environmen-
tal movement of the past decade was not only
inevitable but essential if America would
know something more than a civillzation of
waste, refuse and pollution,” he said.

Henning emphasized, however, that there
should be a natural alliance between labor
and environmentalists and said that it's
really ironic that labor finds itself “more and
more in tragic combat with ecological re-
formers and their organizations.”

But, he said, that conflict is not yet beyond
control.

“It is the obligation of labor and environ-
mentalists to search for areas of accord if
they would both serve a common, liberal
commitment,” he said.

A number of such areas exist, Henning said,
pointing to the Bay Area Rapld Transit Sys-
tem which has had the support of both en-
vironmentalists and labor since its Inception.
This project, he pointed out, will signifi-
cantly reduce air and noise pollution and
traffic congestion and improve the economic
and physical environment of the area served.

At its peak, he noted, construction em-
ployment totaled 8,000 and an equal number
of jobs were created in related industries.
Thus BART met both environmental and
economic needs.

Another area where conservationists and
labor could find fairly easy accord, Henning
said, is in the need to clean baye and rivers
by installing new or revamped sewage dis-
posal systems—programs that will create jobs
and reduce pollution.

Henning emphasized that the AFL-CIO
“remains willing to unite with socially re-
sponsible environmentalists."

He pointed out that last year the Cali-
fornia AFL-CIO worked closely with the
Sierra Club in Sacramento and Washington
to maintain the 1680-acre limitation of fed-
eral reclamation law and to seek to amend
it to provide for federal purchase and resale
or lease of excess lands to provide funds for
recreational, conservational and educational
development.

In conclusion, he reminded environmantal-
ists “that the building of a decent society
begins with the recognition of workers and
their survival needs. Our dialogue should
begin here,” he said.

PAUL BABSON—A MAN WHO NEVER
FAILED

HON. MARGARET M. HECKLER
OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mrs. HECKLER of Massachusetts, Mr.
Speaker, “A man who never failed.”
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These words epitomize Paul Babson and
what he meant to his community of
Wellesley, Mass., his State, and to the
American financial world. He was many
things to many persons—a sage and
prophet as well as financial wizard to the
business community; a generous aqd
thoughtful philanthropist to the resi-
dents of New England; and a personable
and delightful gentleman to his many
friends and associates.

Paul Babson will be greatly missed in
Massachusetts by all of us who loved and
admired him and respected his wisdom.
The many living monuments which stand
to his memory will be all the more cher-
ished as time touches them, and the last-
ing effect of his optimism will continue to
inspire young lives to strive and to excel.

Mr. Speaker, I should like to share
with my colleagues a beautiful testament
to the diversity of Paul Babson’s achieve-
ments as summarized by the Wellesley
Townsman on February 17, 1972,

PAUL BaBsoN Dies AT FLORIDA HOSPITAL IN
His TTTH YEAR

Memorial services will be held Friday after-
noon at 4 o'clock in the Church of the Cove-
nant in Boston for Paul Talbot Babson, T7,
prominent Boston businessman who lived on
Kenilworth road for many years and was one
of the community's most prominent citizens.
Mr. Babson died Sunday in Memorial Hospi-
tal in Sarasota, Fla.

The man who would become known as one
of New England's foremost philanthropists
came to Wellesley as a young man and lived
here during the many years in which he was
among other important activities—a member
of the Board of Directors of the Wellesley Na-
tlonal Bank (now the SBouth Shore National)
from 1924 to 1966. He was its president from
1941 through 1947.

He would go on to become known as a man
who never failed, and the story was told that
when Standard and Poor's—the financial re-
porting firm—was in serious financial and
management straits, he invested both cash
and management shrewdness to save it and
bring it roundly into the black.

Mr. Babson’'s philanthropies probably were
not widely known. His most recent of interest
to Wellesley involved new dormitory build-
ings at Babson College. His very substantial
gift launched the project and it is now well
on its way toward completion.

Babson was a director of McGraw-Hill, Inc.,
president and a director of the Gulf and Bay
Corp. of Sarasota and a trustee of 330 Beacon
8t. Trust of Boston.

"He was former chairman of the board of
Standard & Poor's Corp. of New York and of
the Boston-Worcester Corp. He also was an
early assoclate of the late W. M. Kiplinger
in the Kiplinger Washington News Letter.

A native of Seward, Neb. Babson was grad-
uated from the University of Nebraska in
1917 with a degree in business administra-
tion. He served during World War I as a
pllot in the Army Air Corps.

From 1924 to 1961 he was president and a
director of United Business Services Co., a
Boston-based investment adviser and pub-
lisher. He was author of a weekly column en-
titled “The Back Yard' which he wrote under
the name of “Paul Talbot.”

Babson was a trustee of Babson College,
Springfield College and Newton Wellesley
Hospital.

In a 60-year affililation with the “Y" he was
president and director of the Boston orga-
nization; a member of the National Counecil
of YMCAs; a member and former vice-presi-
dent of the National Board, and chairman of
its International Committee of the United
States and Canada during its worldwide
“Buildings for Brotherhood"” campalgn.
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For eight years, he served on the executive
committee of the YMCA World Alllance, in
Geneva and was awarded the YMCAs highest
honor, the Distinguished Service Award.

In 1956, he was given the Washington Pil-
grimage Citation as the mnation’s *Lay
Churchman of the Year.”

The University of Nebraska presented him
with its Distingulshed Service Award in 1941
and with an honorary doctor of laws in 1970.
He also held honorary degrees from Boston
University and Springfield College.

He was a member of the American Eco-
nomics Society, the Boston Economies Club,
Alpha Kappa Psi, the American Orchid Socl-
ety, the Gulf and Bay Club, the Wellesley
Club, the Wellesley County Club and the
Algonguin Club.

He leaves his wife, Edith; a son, Donald
P. of Wellesley Hills, and a brother, George
L. of Syracuse, N.Y.

COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM

HON. K. GUNN McKAY

OF UTAH
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. McKAY. Mr. Speaker, a city in
Utah’s First Congressional District re-
cently won a top national beautification
award and in so doing set an example
of what can be done to help improve the
environment in which we live.

The community of Roy, Utah, was
judged to have the most comprehensive
community improvement program in the
United States and received the National
Clean-up Congress TRIGG Trophy for
beautification excellence.

There were some 180 separate civie
beautification projects involved in Roy’s
citywide improvement program and it
was the total involvement of the com-
munity that not only won the national
award, but also made Roy a much bet-
ter community in which to live.

It is my pleasure today to pay tribute
to the citizens of Roy, Utah, for their
total involvement in community beauti-
fication. Such involvement is a result of
not only cleaning up the physical faecil-
ities, but also involves the changing of
attitudes. It is nice to know there are
people such as those in Roy who have
taken the initiative to improve their city
and their lives.

I should also note that the city’s youth
were included in the project and often
led the way with their enthusiasm. This
will build a solid foundation for the
yvears ahead and certainly makes for the
“city with a future.”

The Ogden Standard Examiner, one
of northern Utah’s major daily news-
papers offered an editorial salute to Roy
and I insert this in the Recorp for your
consideration:

PRIDE, CHALLENGE IN ROY'S BEAUTY
PRIZE

There was a justifiable sense of pride—
and an underlying current of challenge—in
the ceremonies Tuesday that recognized Roy
as the nation’s reigning beautification
champion.

There's no question about Roy's right to
display the three-foot-high gold-plated
Trigg trophy, topped by a statue of Winged
Victory, that symbolizes the community's
triumph.
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The story of how thousands of Roy citizens
of all ages joined in the victorious campaign
to make their city cleaner and more beau-
tiful was told graphically in the big scrap-
book that graced a table in the center of the
Roy High Gymnasium.

Preparing that book meant a lot of work.
But that preparation was only a fraction
of the municipality's total effort that gave
it first prize in the 1971 Clean-Up, Paint-
Up, Fix-Up competition.

No other Utah city has won the Trigg
trophy before.

But what about 19727

That’s the challenge!

Jeff Lasater, 15-vear-old, 6-foot-3, student
body president at Sandridge Junior High,
recognized this in the soul-searching re-
marks he made, rapidly because of his nerv-
ousness at facing the audience of “VIPs."

“We will have o work harder to keep our
environment beautiful . .. as more people
come to our earth,” the handsome youth
declared.

Councilman Joseph Dawson picked up the
challenge, asserting that Roy’s “total com-
munity involvement™ to clvic beautification
“is built on a firm foundation.”

Chairman George 1. Prost of the Weber
County Commission, expressing the entire
county’s pride in Roy's recognition, urged the
championship city’s neighbors to exhibit the
same “sense of concern” and “strong mo-
tivation™ for improvement.

Rep. K. Gunn McKay pointed out that
“you can't be something you're not."” Gov.
Calvin L. Rampton sald he hoped the
achievements in Roy would serve as a model
for the entire state, in keeping “with the
great sense of pride in our homes and com-
munities . . . that Utahns have shown for
125 years.”

Roy Councilman Dennis Chugg, quarter-
back of the community's beautification
team, acknowledged that winning of the
1971 natlonal title had established stand-
ards that would take continued all-out ef-
fort to maintain. He sald he believed the
pace could be ccntinued.

We think it can—if the spirit shown in
the Roy High gymuasium this week is a true
sample of the dedication to beautification
throughout “The City With a Future.”

The real key to meeting the challenge
was illustrated, beautifully, in words and
music by the Roy High concert band and
chorale. They opened the meeting with
“Your Land Is My Land” and closed it with
“America the Beautiful.”

That's what the beautification campaigns
are really all about,

ENERGY SHORTAGES—1972

HON. JAMES A. McCLURE

OF IDAHO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Speaker, during
the past 10 months that the House Re-
publican Task Force on Energy and Re-
sources has been investigating the energy
supply/demand situation, we have been
told repeatedly of impending shortages
involving two basic energy sources—nat-
ural gas supplies and electric power gen-
erating plants.

Within the past few days, additional
energy supply problems have been re-
ported, together with projections of more
shortages for the coming summer, The
local natural gas utility, Washington Gas
Light Co., has announced that, effective
March 1, 1972, no new customers will be
added to their system. This new policy
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means that any building, old or new, resi-
dential or otherwise, cannot be connected
to gas supply lines if a new line exten-
sion is required.

In western Pennsylvania, Columbia
Gas has announced a similar ban on all
new sales, including residential. This ban
is also for an indefinite period. And, in
Ohio, two Columbus-based gas compa-
nies have requested permission to impose
a freeze on sales to new homeowners, a
request presently being considered by
the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio.

In this instance, the president of the
two companies said that it would be im-
possible to serve existing customers if
new customers were contracted for. He
also said that it will be mid-1973 at the
soonest before the companies will be able
to start supplying residential customers
again. And, for nonresidential custom-
ers, it will be 1977 before all restrictions
can be lifted.

One of the logical alternatives for
natural gas is electricity. If the new
homeowner or apartment construction
firm can not get gas, then they can install
electric heat, electric ranges, electric hot
water heaters, and so forth. Or, can they?

On the same day that natural gas cut-
backs were announced, the Federal Pow-
er Commission announced that summer
electric power shortages are likely this
yvear in Chicago and Miami. In both
cities, the projected shortage is due in
part to delays in starting up new power
plants.”

On a nationwide scale, the picture for
electric power supply is summarized in
a report by the National Eleciric Relia-
bility Council of Princeton, N.J., pub-
lished last month. In the interests of
economy, I will not present the entire
report, even though I recommend it for
your review and consideration, but will
present portions dealing with the reli-
ability of our electric power supply.

The report is entitled, “Impact of a
12-Month Delay of New Nuclear and Fos-
sil-Fired Steam Generating Units on the
Adequacy of Electric Power Supply in the
United States”, and was prepared by the
interregional review subcommittee of the
technical advisory committee of NERC.
The nine reliability regions comprising
NERC are:

ECAR—East Central Area Reliability
Coordination Agreement.

ERCOT—Electric Reliability Council
of Texas.

MAAC—Mid-Atlantic Area Coordina-
tion Group.

MAIN—Mid-America Interpool Net-
work.

MARCA—Mid-Continent Area Relia-
bility Coordination Agreement.

NPCC—Northeast Power Coordinating
Council,

SERC—Southeastern Electric Relia-
bility Counceil.

SPP—Southwest Power Pool.

WSCC—Waestern Systems Coordinat-
ing Council.

As the report indicates:

Generation reserves are a vital and neces-
sary component of generating capablility to
cover, most importantly, equipment failures,
malfunctions, and essential maintenance.
Reserves are not surplus capacity.

As the report also shows:

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Any reduction in reserves from the re-
quired level is not a linear function when
related to the reliability of power supply.

This nonlinear relationship between
percent reserves and the ability to carry
load can best be shown by an example
from the report.

If reserves are cut in half—from 209 to
10%—the probability of insufficient capacity
to carry the load increases sixty-fold. In
other words, if a 209 reserve level results in
only once in ten years when generating capa-
bility might be insufficient to carry the load,
a reduction to a 10% reserve level will result
in six occasions per year when load curtail-
ment could be expected.

And, finally, the report deals with the
question of interregional transfer of
power into a shortage area, by showing
that:

The widespread impact of delays in the
in-service dates of new generation and the
contiguity of the regions affected reduce to
insignificance the ability of one region to
assist another region. This eliminates inter-
regional assistance as a remedy for coping
with such delays. Here again, the problem is
one of insufficient installed generation and
not one to be met by transmission of power
from other regions.

During the coming months, the task
force will continue its study of the
energy supply problem in the United
States. The availability and costs of nat-
ural gas and electricity, together with oil
and coal, are critical questions affecting
all segments of our society.

At this point, Mr. Speaker, I would
like to present, as chairman of the House
Republican Task Force on Energy and
Resources, portions of the NERC report,
presenting the relationship between new
electric generating capacity and electric
power reliability in the United States:

REPORT OF THE NATIONAL ELECTRIC
RELIABILITY COUNCIL

FOREWORD

Recent US District Court decislons involv-
ing the issuance of a partial operating li-
cense for the Quad-Cities nuclear plant and
the issuance of cooling water discharge per-
mits by the Corps of Engineers raise the
specter of serious delays in bringing into
service new electric generating plants, These
court decisions held that the regulations of
the Atomic Energy Commission and the
Corps of Engineers in implementing the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act are invalid
and ordered that environmental impact
statements must first be prepared by these
agencies before granting the necessary power
plant authorizations.

The National Electric Rellability Council
(NERC) has directed the Interregional Re-
view Subcommittee of the Technical Ad-
visory Committee (TAC) to determine the
impact of these court decisions on the ade-
quacy of electric power supply on the basis
that all nuclear and fossil-fired steam gen-
erating plants now under construction would
be delayed by twelve months. This report
evaluates the effect of such delays in each
of the nine reliability regions comprising
NERC.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This report presents the results of an as-
sessment of the impact on the adegquacy of
electric bulk power supply of potential de-
lays of twelve months in the operation of all
new nuclear and fossil-fired steam generat-
ing plants. The basis for this assumption is
predicated on the possible effects of the two
recent US Distriet Court decisions referred
to in the Foreword. The impact of such de-
lays is analyzed for each of the nine regions
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of the National Electric Reliability Council
(NERC), encompassing the entire bulk power
supply in the US and parts of Canada, The
study is directed to an evaluation of the ade-
quacy of region reserves for the peak-load
periods of summer 1972, winter 1972-73, and
summer 1973.

Based on a twelve-month delay in the op-
eration of new nuclear and fossil-fired steam
generating capacity an aggregate of 25,000
Mw, or one third of the scheduled generation
reserves in NERC, would be unavailable dur-
ing the summer 1972 peak-load period. In
the winter 1972-73 peak-load period, 32,000
Mw or about 30% of the scheduled genera-
tion reserves would not be avallable. In the
summer 1973 peak-load period, there would
be a reduction in scheduled generation re-
serves of about 29,000 Mw, or 36% of these
reserves. (See Tables 1, 2, and 3).

The impact of such delays would be con-
siderably more severe In some reglons than
in others. In five of the nine regions—ECAR,
ERCOT, MAIN, MARCA, and SERC—genera-
tion reserves would drop to 10% or less in
the summer of 1972, reaching levels so low
that periodic load curtailment would be ex-
pected. Reserves in the MAIN region would
fall to less than 6%, and in SERC to 63%,
values which are extremely low for any sem-
blance of reliability.

Reserves during the winter 1972-73 peak-
load period, while somewhat higher generally
than during the previous summer, would
still be critically low at 12% in the SERC
region and 10.3% in the Rocky Mountain
Power Pool area of the WSCC region. Fur-
thermore, if essential maintenance require-
ments during the winter period are taken
into account, the ECAR and MAIN regions,
as well as the New York—New England sub=-
region, would drop to marginal and sub-
marginal reserve levels.

In the summer of 1973, five regions—
ECAR. MAAC, MARCA, SERC and SPP—
would fall again to 119 or less, with re-
serves in the MARCA region actually drop-
ping to 4.6%. In addition, the MAIN region
and the New York-New England subregion
may well be eritical in view of the fact
that a substantial part of the generating
capacity subject to a twelve-month delay
would then be scheduled for service just pri-
or to or during the summer of 1873. Should
difficulties arise in start-up and this capac-
ity become unavailable, reserves would drop
in MAIN and New York-New England to 10.4
and 10.7%, respectively, a level which is
critical.

On an overall NERC basis the aggregate
delays in fossil-fired steam generating units
during the period under consideration are
in the order of twice the megawatt capacity
of the nuclear units. This indicates the
magnitude of escalation of the problem of
inadequate power supply confronting the
nation as compared with the already serlous
situation outlined in the NERC report of
November 1971 This latter report assessed
the potential impact of nuclear plant delay
as a consequence of the so-called “Calvert
Cliffs” case.

As pointed out In the earlier report,? the
impact of possible power plant delays as a
result of recent court decisions, must be ex-
amiied not merely in terms of such delays
alone but also in the context of: (a) the
industry's present reserve situation, which
in some instances is already below desirable
levels because of delays already experienced;
(b) econstruction problems as a result of
labor difficulties and delays in material and
equipment dellveries; (c) less-than-accept-
able performance of new generating units
in their initial stage of operation; (d) in-
creasing environmental restrictions in the

! Assessment of the Impact of Nuclear De-
lays on Adequacy of Electric Power Supply
of the North American Bulk Power Systems.

2 Ibid—Chapter I, pages 4-5.
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operation of existing plants; asua (e) fossil
fuel shortages and a dislocation of supply.

Reference to Exhibits 3 and 6 herein shows
the widespread impact of a twelve-month
delay in completion of new generating capac-
ity on the adequacy of power supply dur-
ing the critical summer periods of 1872 and
1973. Past Industry experience has repeat-
edly demonstrated the value of intercon-
nected operation in allowing individual pow-
er system, to secure assistance for short-
term emergencies from other power systems,
areas, and reglons. However, the dimensions
of the problem confronted here are so vast

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

and widespread, both in terms of geographi-
cal impact and time duration, as to substan-
tially eliminate interregional assistance as
an ameliorating measure. Such delays would,
during summer 1972, critically affect an area
encompassing 40% of the US and 65% of
the total electrical load of the nation. An
additional 209 of the aggregate load would
be exposed to below-normal reserves. During
summer 1973, these values would Increase
to nearly 50% of the area of the US and
encompass 80% of the total load. An addi-
tional 7% of the aggregate load would ex-
perience below-normal reserves.

March 9, 1972

Based on the above, the consequences
of a twelve-month delay in the operation
of all new nuclear and fossil-fired generat-
ing plants could only be considered disas-
trous In terms of adequacy of bulk power
supply. In economic terms, the cost to the
nation would be far-reaching.

This assessment has not considered the
possible effects of the two court decisions
on the operation of existing generating
plants. Presumably, such plants could be
subject to the same judiclal action. If this
were the case, the nation's electric power
supply would be shut down.

TABLE 1.—SUMMARY OF CAPABILITY (PEAKLOAD) RESERVE DUE TO POTENTIAL DELAYS OF 12 MONTHS IN THE OPERATION OF NEW NUCLEAR AND FOSSIL STEAM GENERATING UNITS

SUMMER 1972

ERCOT MAAC MAIN MARCA

NPCC SPP wsce

Net capability as scheduled
Peakload

Reserves as scl
Megawatts.

Delayed capacity:

Megawatts__.
Reserves after

e!ays

UL e P S e e O e Y s L

25,716
20,938

4,778
—2,720

34, 860
28, 870

5, 900
20.8
=1, 555

4,435
15.3

34, 567
27, 845

6,797
24.4
-5,438

1,358
4.9

14,764
13, 031

1,733
3.3
-?19
1,014
7.8

2,058
9.8

54,028
41, 090

12,938
315
-3, 029
9, 909
24.1

33,723
28, 106

5,617
20.0
-3

4,904
17.5

74,879
57,316
17, 563
30.7
—848
16, 715
29.3

! Including net of purchases/sales, and without maintenance,

TABLE 2.—SUMMARY OF CAPABILITY (PEAKLOAD) RESERVE DUE TO POTENTIAL DELAYS OF 12 MONTHS IN THE OPERATION OF NEW NUCLEAR AND FOSSIL STEAM GENERATING UNITS

WINTER 1972-73

MAIN MARCA

SPP

Net capability as scheduled 1
Net capability after maintenance.
Peakload
Reserves after maintenance:
Megawatts.
Percent.
Delayedupa::cr megawans_______.__A_...,...,....
Reserves afm elays:
egawalts - e A e T A
PRGN e e A e e e R

35, 345
31,845
23,902

8,018

14, 604
14, 156
11,958

2,297
33.5 19.4
-5, 105 -1

2,913 1, 568
12.2 13.1

31, 240
19,210
9,430
49.2
73

8,717
46.4

g netof p g/sales, and before maintenance.

2 Reflects

as well as mainty 2,

TABLE 3,—SUMMARY OF CAPABILITY (PEAK LOAD) RESERVE DUE TO POTENTIAL DELAYS OF 12 MONTHS IN THE OPERATION OF NEW NUCLEAR AND FOSSIL STEAM GENERATING UNITS

SUMMER 1973

ERCOT MAAC MAIN MARCA

NPCC SERC

Peakload

Reserves as scheduled:
Megawatts_
Percent__.

Delayed caraci?

Reserves after delays:
Megawatls
Percont.. ..o

26,719
23,011

3,708
16.1
—575
3,133
13.6

37,572
31,470

6,120
19.4
—3,315
2,787
8.9

37,314
30,114

1,275
24.2
—2,209

5, 066
16.8

16, 262
14, 269

1, 993
4.0
=1, 335

658
4.6

59, 569 84,115
43,970 70,994

15, 599 13,121
35. . 5
-3 926 —7,744

11, 679 5,311
26.6 1.6

i Including net of purchases/sales, and without maintenance.

PLANE TESTING TOTALLY
INADEQUATE

HON. LES ASPIN

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. ASPIN. Mr. Speaker, the General
Accounting Office recently reported on
testing programs conduced on compo-
nents of our new jet aircraft.

That report reveals that much of our
testing program today is outmoded and
deceptive.

Some equipment for the planes is 500
percent less dependable than predicted
by tests and required by minimal mili-
tary standards. Presently each individual
component is tested separately and once
breakdown rates are equal to or greater

than required military standards the
particular component is approved for in-
stallation on an aircraft. Once the
sophisticated equipment is actually put
together on a plane that flies, it breaks
down much more often than expected.

Despite this obvious problem, the mili-
tary continues to use the same old test-
ing system that gives misleading and
often meaningless results.

For example, tests of computers for the
reconnaissance version of the F—4 phan-
tom jet predicted a breakdown every
320 hours. That was above the required
military standards. But once the plane
was put in actual operation the system
broke down on the average every 40
hours. This computer is eight times more
likely to malfunction than predicted by
original tests and required by minimal
military standards.

The result of this inadequate and often

deceptive testing program is a lot of
broken down equipment that takes a
great deal of time and money to repair.

Testing should be completed on pro-
totype aircrafts rather than on individual
components. The only way to test an air-
craft is to build a complete prototype
and find out if it works or not.

Instead, today, the military’s piece-
meal testing program produce useless
and even deceptive testing results. The
General Accounting Office’s report which
is a letter to Secretary Laird, follows:

U.S. GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE,
Washington, D.C., January 19, 1972.

DeAr Mg. SECRETARY : The General Account-
ing Office (GAO) has looked at the procedure
used by the Air Force to achieve reliability in
aviation equipment. Aware that a low level
of reliability was being experienced on some
equipment, GAO wanted to know why.

We examined the performance records of
selected subsystems and compared these with
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reliability test requirements incorporated in
the procurement contracts. Our work was
performed at the Ogden, Oklahoma City,
Warner Robins, and San Antonio Air Mate-
riel Areas; the Air Force Loglistics Command;
and the Air Force Systems Command.

The Air Force buys and accepts subsystems
from contractors on the basis of reliability
demonstrated in tests. There Is little, or no,
direct correlation, however, between the re-
liability achieved in tests and that experl-
enced during actual operations. When Iin-
stalled in alrcraft, these subsystems are
usually much less reliable.

The quality of maintenance performed in
the field, the type of missions the egqulp-
ment is used on, the skill with which it is
used and how the equipment interfaces with
other subsystems all affect its reliability. For
these reasons, it is understandable that re-
liability in actual use will be somewhat less
than in test conditions. However, because
such extensive differences are being experi-
enced by the Air Force, we belleve there are
weaknesses in the testing methods or criteria
being used.

TEST RESULTS COMPARED WITH OPERATIONAL

EXPERIENCE

One measure of reliability of equipment is
the length of time that it will perform satis-
factorily without failing. This interval of
time is called “mean time between failures”
(MTBF). The Air Force and the Naval Air
Systems Command contracts specify a mini-
mum acceptable interval that must be
achieved in reliability testing.

Comparisons were made of actual operat-
ing performances of subsystems with the
minimums used in the testing programs, and
wide differences were noted. The bomb navi-
gation system of the A-TD attack aircraft
{llustrates this.

The bomb navigation system Integrates
various avionic subsystems which provide (1)
navigation to the target, (2) a computerized
run on the targest, (3) weapon release, and
(4) return navigation from the target. The
fallure of any one of the major subsystems
detrimentally affects the accuracy of the sys-
tem. The following table shows the minimum
acceptable reliability, which was met during
test, and the actual mean time between fail-
ures experienced. Additional comparisons for
F-4 alrcraft systems are shown in an attach-
ment.

MEAN TIME BETWEEN FAILURES

{in hours]

Minimum
acceplable
demonstrated
by test

Experienced
during
actual

Major subsystems of the 1
operations

bomb navigation system

Forward looking radar! 20
Weapon delivery r.ornput =, 95
Air dpata computer. . g 175
Doppler radar. . — 48
Head up dlsplay S 88
Inertial measurement 77

1 At the time of our review the forward looking radar had not
passed the minimum acceptable reliability qualification test

NEED FOR BETTER TESTING

Rellability is a system performance char-
acteristic which must be considered when
the effectiveness of a weapon system is be-
ing determined. The characteristic, therefore,
is as important in designing new weapon
systems as other performance parameters
such as range, speed, or payload welght. The
decisionmaker must decide whether more
time and money should be spent for addi-
tional research, or to accept equipment with
the possibility of incurring additional costs
for subsequent modifications and logistic
support. However, the reliability information
available—on which decislons are based—
does not permit realistic prediction of relia-
bility. We believe that better testing will pro-
vide a more realistic prediction of rellability.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

A Military Standard (781B) has been Is-
sued to facilitate the development of factors
for realistic correlation of test and opera-
tional levels of reliability. According to an
Alr Force Systems Command official, there is
no correlation between test and operational
MTBF's primarily because tests do not simu-
late environmental conditions and do not as-
sure that the components are compatible
with other equipment. Also, important test
requirements are sometimes waived. It is the
opinion of Air Force Logistics Command per-
sonnel that tests, if properly planned and ad-
ministered, will show a correlation between
test and operational levels of reliability. Op-
erational levels of reliabllity averaged over
a large number of units could be within 20
to 30 percent of the reliability specified in
tests, To support their opinion, they referred
to a study by Air Research, Incorporated, on
the Navy's P-3C alrcraft program, which
showed that in the majority of cases the min-
imum acceptable level of reliability was
achieved in operations when good test plans
were implemented and enforced.

Conclusions and recommendations

Acceptance of subsystems after they have
demonstrated reliability not only in labora-
tory tests but also In actual use would be
the preferred method of acquiring subsys-
tems. Until that type of procurement be-
comes a reality it appears that better testing
will 1imit the deviations between test results
and actual use. We believe that better testing
will provide subsystems which will perform
closer to acceptable limits.

We recommend that the Alr Force adopt
procedures to (1) assure a correlation of test
and operations MTBF's and (2) assure that
the predictions of operational reliabilities
are within known confidence limits.

The above recommendations are subject
to the provisions of Section 236 of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1970. We will
appreciate receiving coples of the statements
you furnish the specified committees in ac-
cordance with these provisions.

If you desire, we will be glad to discuss
these matters in greater detail with you or
with your staff.

Sincerely yours,
R. W. TUOTMANN,
Acting Director.

MEAN TIME BETWEEN FAILURES
[In hours]

Minimum
acceptable
required
by test

Experienced
during
actual

Ma:‘lor subsystems of the t
operations

aircraft

Radio navigation system:
Navigation computer set
(RF-4C). . F=E 40
Nawgatmn wmputer set
4E 87

38

62
Loran (RF-4C).. . 25

Integrated electronic central
F-4C). 17
Integrated “electronic central
(F-4E). cmme 32
Radar namgahon system:_
Radar altimeter {RF 4C)..... 26

Radar mapping system:
Furwarg looking radar

Inerhal navigation system
RF-4C

Inertial navigation system
F-4E

(RF-4C) 15
Side looking radar (RF-4C). . 12
Bombing navigation system:
Attitude reference bomb
computer set {I-' AD 93
Computer system (F-4D)._ 246
Fire control system:
Radar set (F-4E) 9 12
Tuning drive (F-4E) 632
Lead computing sight (F-4E)_ 430

1 Speciﬁc: tions were not available, therefore, Air Force officials
i d the mini t i

ptabl figure
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DAIRY PRICE SUPPORT

HON. ALBERT H. QUIE

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. QUIE. Mr. Speaker, in view of the
rising production costs faced by milk
producers, I have been urging Secretary
of Agriculture Earl Butz to increase the
support level for manufacturing milk.

Last year it was set at $4.93 per hun-
dredweight, or 85 percent of parity.

Because of rising costs the parity fig-
ure changes during the year. A $4.93 price
today equals something less than 80 per-
cent of parity. This is an average price
based on a national average milk fat test
of 3.67 percent.

Knowing dairy farmers so well, it was
with real regret that I learned of Secre-
tary Butz' decision to maintain the sup-
port price at its present level for the mar-
keting year starting April 1. I include at
the close of my remarks an Agriculture
Department news release announcing
that action.

The National Milk Producers Federa-
tion, one of the major associations repre-
senting dairy producers, had shown re-
straint, I felt, in asking that the support
price be increased to reflect 85 percent
of parity at today’s figure. This would
have been an increase of about 35 cents
per hundredweight, to $5.28.

Rather than improving the income po-
sition of dairy farmers, this modest in-
crease would have placed them back
where they were a year ago. Instead, they
are being asked to absorb that added
cost.

In order that my colleagues may gain
further understanding of the producer’'s
side of this question, I include a news
release issued today by the National Milk
Producers Federation, followed by a let-
ter written to USDA by NMPF Secretary
Patrick B. Healy.

In order that they might know in a
little more detail some reasons for the
USDA'’s decision, I include a report to the
Agricultural Stabilization and Conserva-
tion Service—ASCS—f{rom a study by
USDA’s Economic Research Service on
“Impacts of Alternative Dairy Price Sup-
port Levels.”

This will give each Member a chance
to look at the economic arguments.

The material follows:

[U.8. Department of Agriculture
news release]
USDA ANNOUNCES DAmRY SuUPPORT PROGRAM
FOR 19072-73

WasHINGTON, March 9.—Secretary of Agri-
culture Earl L. Butz today announced that
the support level for manufacturing milk
will be continued at $4.93 per hundredweight
for the marketing year beginning April 1,
1972. The support rate for manufacturing
milk is for milk of national average milk fat
test of 3.67 percent. This is equivalent to
$4.79 per hundredweight for milk of 3.5 per-
cent test.

The law requires that milk be supported at
such level between 75 and 90 percent of par-
ity as the Secretary determines necessary to
assure an adequate supply. The Secretary has
determined that the support rate of $4.93 will
assure an adequate supply. This level of sup-
port should provide assurance against the
resumption of a downward trend in milk pro-
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duction and provide a supply of milk ade-
quate for our commercial needs and an in-
crease in the quantity of dairy products, over
the approximately 7 billlon pounds of milk
equivalent acquired by CCC this year, which
will be available for domestic food assistance
and other programs.

The announced prices to be pald for butter,
nonfat dry milk and cheese to carry out the
support level will remain unchanged for the
1972-73 marketing year. These prices follow:

[Cents per pound]

Butter, U.S. grade A or higher:?
New York, N.Y.,, and Jersey City,
Newark and Secaucus, N.J__ ... _
Seattle, Wash., Washington, San
Francisco, Calif., California, Alas~
ka, Hawail, Oregon, Arizona, New
Mexico, Texas, Louisiana, Missis-
sippi, Alabama, Georgla, Florida,
and South Carolina
U.8. grade B: 2 cents per pound less
than for U.S. grade A,
Cheddar cheese, U.S. grade A or higher,
standard molsture basis
Nonfat dry milk (spray) U.S. extra
grade (but not more than 3.5 percent
moisture) : 50-pound bags, with seal-
ed closures

1The price of butter located at any other
point will be the price at a designated mar-
ket, either New York, Seattle, or San Fran-
cisco, less 80 percent of the lowest published
domestic railroad freight rate per pound gross
weight for a 60,000 pound carlot, in effect
at the beginning of this marketing year,
from such other point to the designated mar-
ket names-by the seller.

NATIONAL MILK PRODUCERS FEDERATION

NEws RELEASE

WasHINGTON, D.C., March 9.—Secretary of
Agriculture Earl L. Butz today announced
that dairy price support levels would be con-
tinued unchanged during the 1972-73 mar-
keting year.

Secretary Butz took this action in spite of
recommendations of the National Milk Pro-
ducers Federation and its member dairy co-
operatives which presented a sound economic
case for an adjustment in the price support
level to B6 percent of parity.

“Announcement by the Department of
Agriculture that prices paid dalry farmers
for milk after April 1 would be supported at
last year's level is severe and unwarranted,”
commented Patrick B. Healy, Secretary, Na-
tional Milk Producers Federation. “It is as-
tounding that the Administration, in reach-
ing such decision, completely overlooked the
economic necessity of adjusting prices paid
dairy farmers, so that they could keep pace
with Increased production costs,” he con-
tinued.

The present price support level of $4.93
per hundredweight was 86 percent of parity

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

when made effective a year ago. Increases in
production costs were such that it would be
necessary to increase the price to $5.28 to
maintain the 85 percent of parity position.
Even this would mark no improvement in
the income position of farmers.

Farmers support efforts to bring inflation
under control but cannot absorb increases
in costs unless they are compensated with
higher prices. Adjustments in prices to dairy
farmers are as essential to the economy as
adjustments in wage rates which have been
built into the wage and price control pro-
gram.

Dairy farmers cannot be expected to carry
the whole burden for holding the line on
prices paid by consumers for food.

“We are now looking to the Congress to
rectify this injustice to dairymen," stated
Healy. "We are asking the Congress to estab-
lish a support price paid farmers for milk at
85 percent of parity for the marketing year
ending March 31, 1973. To that end, we are
calling on all members of the Senate and
House of Representatives to enact the nec-
essary legislation without delay.”

NaTtrowaL MILK PRODUCERS
FEDERATION,
Washington, D.C., February 15, 1972.

Re Notice in Federal Register (Vol. 37, No. 1)
January 4, 1972, Requesting Data, Views,
and Recommendations Relative to Terms
and Conditions of Price Support Program
for Milk for Marketing Year Beginning,
April 1, 1972,

Mr. REUBEN R. JONES,

Director, Livestock and Dairy Division, Agri-
cultural Stabilization and Conservation
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Me. Jowes: This is in response to
the notice in the Federal Register, Jan-
uary 4, 1972, requesting data, views, and
recommendations relative to terms and con-
ditlons of price support for milk for the
marketing year beginning April 1, 1972.

The views of the National Milk Producers
Federation are the nationwide expression of
dairy farmers and of their cooperative mar-
keting associations. The Federation member-
ship consists of cooperative associations doing
business throughout the 50 states of the
Union, and represents the great majority of
all milk produced and marketed in the United
States.

The Federation membership, at its 55th
Annual Convention held November 29-De-
cember 1, 1971, carefully considered the need
for adjusting price support levels and pur-
chase prices of commodities, for the 1972-73
marketing year. Since that time, the Fed-
eration membership has given the matter
further consideration in light of the latest
data. The views expressed hereln are those of
the Federation’s Executive Committee at its
meeting on February 15, 1972.

March 9, 1972

cooperative leaders throughout the United
States. Its actions are reflective of the mem-
ber cooperative associations and their dairy
farmer members.

The National Milk Producers Federation
staunchly supports the Price Support Pro-
gram, as authorized by the Agricultural Act
of 1949, as a major bulwark of legislation en-
acted to stabilize the dairy industry, improve
incomes to dairy farmers throughout the
nation, and to assure adequate supplies of
milk and its products for consumers.

The Congress, in enacting agricultural leg-
islation consistently has declared parity
prices to farmers as its goal. In efforts to ad-
just farm prices toward this goal as rapidly
as possible, it has enacted specific legislation
pertaining to the dairy industry. Among
those are the Agricultural Act of 1949, au-
thority for the Price Support Program; the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, authority for the milk marketing order
program; and other enactments which amend
and supplement these two major laws.

The National Milk Producers Federation
and its member cooperative associations of
dairy farmers belleve that attainment of
parity prices to farmers ls essential, if they
are to participate in the economy on a basis
that is equitable with other segments of the
population.

The cooperative assoclations of dairy
farmers are making every effort to achileve
parity prices, and realize the necessity of
Government assistance such as the Price
Support Program.

It will be necessary for the Secretary of
Agriculture to announce for the marketing
year beginning April 1, 1972, a level of price
support to dairy farmers for milk, and prices
at which the Commodity Credit Corporation
will purchase dairy products to achieve the
announced price support level.

On March 25, 1971, the Secretary of Agri-
culture announced a price level of $4.93 per
hundredweight for milk of average butterfat
content for the marketing year beginning
April 1, 1971, and ending March 31, 1972. On
March 26, 1971, he announced prices at which
the Commodity Credit Corporation would
purchas: butter, nonfat dry milk, and cheese
as a means of assuring dairy farmers the sup-
port level of $4.93 per hundredweight for
their milk during the year.

With respect to such announcements:

1. The $4.93 per hundredweight represented
a price at 85 percent of parity based on the
latest parity data available at the time of
such announcement. It is estimated that 85
percent of parity in March 1972 will he 85.25
or higher. Thus 85 percent of parity will be
at least 33 cents per hundredwelght above
the 1971-72 price support level.

2. Dalry farmers received less than the an-
nounced level of $4.93 per hundredweight in
8 of the first 10 months of the current mar-
keting year, by amounts ranging from 4 to 13

The Executive Committee consists of 21 cents per hundredweight. See Table 1.

TABLE 1.—COMPARISON OF MONTHLY DATA, SHOWING PARITY EQUIVALENT PRICES FOR MANUFACTURING MILK, THE ANNOUNCED SUPPORT PRICE, PERCENT THE ANNOUNCED SUPPORT
PRICE WAS OF THE PARITY EQUIVALENT PRICE, PRICES RECEIVED BY FARMERS FOR MANUFACTURING MILK, PERCENT THAT SUCH PRICES WERE OF THE PARITY EQUIVALENT PRICE
AND THE AMOUNT BY WHICH THE PRICE RECEIVED BY FARMERS VARIED FROM THE ANNOUNCED SUPPORT PRICE, APRIL 1971-JANUARY 1972

ANl prices tor milk of average annual butterfat content—3.67 percent]

Announced support level
Percent
of parity
equiv-
alent
price

Parity
equiv-

alent
prices

Received by farmers

Percent
of parity
equiv-
alent
price

Variation
from
support
price

Announced support level Received by farmers
= .Pla‘l;en—l O ant
of parity
equiv-
alent
price

Percent
of parity
equiv-
alent
price

Parity
equiv-

alent
prices

Variation

Price

$5.85
5.89

July 1971
August 1971

82.7 September 1971.
October 1971 __
November 197
December 1971
January 1972

82.6 8
4 85

2

0 9

0

£ B
z .9

1 As per announcement, during the course of the 1971-72 marketing year, the dairy farmers’ production and living costs increased sub

paid by farmers for commodities and services, interest, taxes and wage rates. See table 2.

y. This is d trated by the index of prices
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TasLe 2.—Index of prices, paid by farmers
for commodities and services, interest,
tares, and wage rates, April 1971-Janu~
ary 1972

[Index—1910-14=100]

April 1971

May 1971

June 1971

July 1971

August 1971

September 1971

October 1971

November 1971

December 1871

January 1972

L]

TABLE 4.—PURCHASES OF DAIRY PRODUCTS BY THE COM
MODITY CREDIT CORPORATION, 1870-71 AND 1971-72

1970-71 1 1971-72

Butter (pounds)......-....... 305,000,000
Cheese (pounds) ™ 7, 000, 000
Nonfat dry milk (pounds)...... 4
Evaporated milk (pounds;

Government cost of price
suppart program

1 Partially estimated.

Milk production increased during the
1971-72 marketing year by only about one
percent over the previous year. Furthermore,
on a per capita basls, production held at or
was very close to the 1970-T1 level.

Marketings by farmers showed a moderate
increase in 1971-72, but commercial market
sales also increased. These increases are par-
tially explained by the additlonal day due to
leap year.

During the 1971-72 marketing year, CCC
purchases of butter and nonfat dry milk will
be lower than for the previous marketing
year.

Cheese purchases thus far have been
higher. Most cheese purchases, however, were
made on a bid basis for the School Lunch
Program.

The closing Government inventories will be
low March 31, 1972. On January 31, 1972,
USDA had stocks of only 37 million pounds
of butter, 2 million pounds of cheese and
a million pounds of nonfat dry milk, These
included supplies being packaged for specific
program uses.

The purchases by CCC during the 1971-72
marketing year represented a needed source
of dairy products for Government programs,
a great quantity of which would have been
needed even without the Price Support Pro-
gram, such as cheese for the School Lunch
Program.

The number of children in schools and the
number of persons participating in Govern-
ment programs will be substantially higher
in the next marketing year, thus indicating
need for more dairy products, particularly
cheese and nonfat dry milk.

It should be noted that the net Govern-
ment cost of the Price Support Program for
1971-72 will be substantially less than for the
1970-71 marketing year. This is reflective of
the reduction in purchases of butter and
nonfat dry milk, but is in large measure due
to export sales of butter which amounted
to about 140 million pounds. The opportunity
for selling butter overseas resulted from a
change in milk supplies relative to require-
ments in Western Europe and England, ac-
companied by drouth conditions in New
Zealand and Australia. Also, tighter supply
sltuation is in evidence In Canada.

Although conditions which prevailed out-
side the United States may not be the same
during the 1972-73 marketing year, it reason-
ably can be estimated that some 100 million
pounds of butter will be needed for the ex-
port market. Such exports will relieve the
United States of excess butterfat, which nec-
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essarily will be produced if the domestic
market is to have a sufficient supply of milk
solids-not-fat for all uses, Furthermore, such
sales will favorably affect the U.S. balance
of payments.

A review of CCC purchases over the past
several marketing years demonstrates that
Government purchases of milk solids-not-fat
reached their peak of 13.3 percent of total
marketings in 1961-62. Since that time, they
have receded gradually, and will approximate
only 4.5 percent in 1971-72.

In view of the needs for dalry products
contalning milk sollds-not-fat for Govern-
ment programs, the present purchase levels
are approaching, if not already past, a prac-
tical minimum. Milk and dairy products,
both commercially and through Government
programs, are essential to the nutritional
well-being of the U.S. population. Further-
more, their use has been of great value in
up-grading diets in under-developed areas.

The need for milk and dairy products in
the diet has been repeatedly recognized by
the Congress in enacting legislation and in
providing funds for the Nafional School
Lunch Program, the Special Milk Program
for Children, supplemental feeding programs
for the armed forces, Veterans' Administra-
tion hospitals and for other feeding pro-
grams, domestic and foreign.

It is essential that milk production be en-
couraged to meet the requirements of the
U.S. population, which is increasing at a rate
of some 2.5 million persons per year.

Prices paid dairy farmers, like other prices,
have been increasing in recent years, but
such increases have been insufficient to stem
the downward trend in milk production.
During the period 1960-71, prices paid dairy
farmers for milk increased nearly 40 percent,
but all prices were increasing at the same
time. When increases in prices paid farmers
for milk are deflated to represent its pur-
chasing power in terms of goods and services,
the price paid dalry farmers in 1971 was only
2 percent above 1960.

During this same span of years, per capita
disposable Income for wage earners rose over
85 percent, and when deflated on the same
basis, still amounted to more than 35 per-
cent. Thus, off-farm employment opportu-
nities have drawn great numbers out of dairy
farming.

U.S. milk production reached its peak of
127 billion pounds in 1964. Since that time, it
has declined. In 1971 total milk production
was about 118.6 billion pounds, only slightly
above 1970, and represented no increase when
expressed on a per capita basis.

The number of farms malntaining dairy
herds has been diminishing for 25 years. In
1945, milk or cream was being marketed
from about 2.3 million farms. At present, the
number is something less than 400,000 farms.
Likewise, the number of milk cows has de-
clined, being 12.3 billion head as of January
1, 1072, the lowest number on record.

These trends are reflective of the low re-
turns from dairy farming relative to costs
of production and to other opportunities
available to farm operators.

In striving to maintain or improve net in-
comes, dairy farmers have made significant
increases in productivity. This is expressed
in larger herd sizes, increased milk produc-
tion per cow, and increased milk production
per unit of labor. These gains have required
greatly increased investments by dairy farm-
ers, and greater cash outlays.

Dairy farmers have been exerting tremen-
dous efforts to improve their own income,
relative to their costs. These include herd
improvement through artificial Insemina-
tion, selective breeding, record keeping, im-
proved feeding practices, in mechanization
to reduce labor and other costs per unit;
and by strengthening their cooperative mar-
keting associations.

Increases In productivity, particularly
milk production per cow, cannot be sustained
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at rates which have prevalled in recent years.
It will be necessary to arrest the decline in
cow numbers, if there is to be an adequate
supply of milk,

Galns which farmers have made by ine
creasing productivity have been more than
offset by the continuing rise in production
and living costs, which are beyond their
control.

While prices received by dairy farmers for
milk increased 2.6 percent from 19870 to 1971,
prices, wages, taxes, and interest rates paid
by farmers for production and living ex-
penses rose approximately 5.1 percent. Thus
dairy farmers lost ground in 1971, These
trends indicating higher costs are continu-
ing. This is shown by the parity index of
prices, taxes, interest and wages paid by
farmers, which rose from 400 in January
1971 to 420 in January 1972, or 5 percent,

Daliry farmers commend the efforts of the
Government to bring the inflationary spiral
to a halt. It 1s obvlous, however, that de-
spite Herculean efforts, costs to dairy farm-
ers will continue upward during the 1972-
73 marketing year.

The infilation control program contemplates
a general increase in the U.S. price level of
some 3 percent during the year and likely
it will be more. It contemplates wage rate
increases of 5 percent which also must be
considered as the minimum.

The Federal budget indicates substantially
higher governmental expenditures which will
exert upward pressures on costs to dairy
farmers.

If the 1972-73 price support level for man-
ufacturing milk were established at 85 per-
cent of the parity equlvalent price at the
beginning of the marketing year—which is
the minimum we believe should be considered
by the Secretary—it would only reflect cost
increases to dairy farmers which have oc-
curred during the past marketing year. It
would, in no way, compensate them for pros-
pective cost Increases which will occur dur-

ing the 1972-73 marketing year. Thus, if in-
comes to dairy farmers are to be maintained,

it will be n in establishing the price
support level for the 1972-73 marketing year
to consider prospective cost increases during
the year.

In viewing the cost of the Price Support
Program, consideration should be given to
the fact that most, if not all, of the dairy
product purchases have served Government
nutrition needs and that the cost of main-
taining the price support to dairy farmers has
consistently been low relative to the con-
tribution of the dairy industry, to total agri-
cultural income, and low relative to the to-
tal Government cost for supporting agri-
culture.

Furthermore, Government costs for main-
taining prices pald farmers for milk have
been relatively stable during a period withe-
in which the total expenditures by Govern=
ment for all services has more than doubled,

The prices at which CCC will purchase
dairy products during the 1972-73 marketing
year should be set at levels which will as-
sure that the intended support to farmers
for milk will be fully accomplished.

If the support level to farmers were es-
tablished at 85 percent of parity, we would
recommend no change in the purchase price
of butter, but that the upward adjustment
be made in the price of nonfat dry milk and
cheese. If, however, the price support level
is established higher than 85 percent of par-
ity, then we would recommend some upward
adjustment in the price of butter as well as
the other two products.

In establishing the level of price sup-
port to farmers, it should be kept in mind
that the goal of agricultural legislation, in-
cluding the price support authority, is
achlevement of parity prices to farmers.

In the attalnment of this goal, we urge
the Department of Agriculture to utilize all




7932

of its avallable authority, including the
Price Support Program, the marketing or-
der program, the full use of section 32 funds,
the supplementing of price support purchases
by use of Section 709 of the Food and Agri-
culture Act of 1965, the curtailment of im-
ports under Section 22 of the Agricultural
Adjustment Act, thesmaximum use of milk
and dairy products through the Special Milk
Program for Children, the School Lunch
Program and other feeding programs, both
domestic and foreign.

If these authorities are utilized to their
full potential, farmers can eventually obtain
parity prices In the marketplace. As an im-
portant step toward this goal, the level of
price support for the 1972-73 marketing year
should be established at not less than 85
percent of parity.

Sincerely,
PatricK B. HEALY,
Secretary.

IMPACTS OF ALTERNATIVE DAIRY PRICE SUPPORT
LEVELS
(A report to the Agricultural Stabilization
and Conservation Service by the Economic
Research Service U.8. Department of Agri-
culture, February 19872)
INTRODUCTION

The decision on the price support level
for milk in the 18972-78 marketing year will
have impacts on production, sales, Govern-
ment costs, dairy farm income, and consumer
costs for dairy products. These effects will
extend over a number of years. In order to
provide estimates of the probable effects
of various support levels, ASCS entered into
an agreement with ERS on October 18, 1871,
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to conduct an economic analysis of the pro-
duction and consumption of milk and dairy
products under various assumptions as to
support levels in the marketing year 1972-73.

This analysis is designed to show the
differential effects of five alternative support
programs for 1872-73. In comparing the
effects of these different programs, all other
economic variables have been held at the
same level for each alternative in any given
year. In order to isolate the effects of the
1972-73 price support level, it is assumed that
there will be no increases in support prices
in subsequent years. Thus, this analysis
is not a prediction of the course of events
in the dairy industry in the next 5 years.
It is a projection of the effects of alterna-
tive price support levels, if those price levels
are maintained through 1976-77. It is the
comparison of the long-term effects of these
alternative price support programs which
is unique. The results of this analysis may
not afford meaningful comparisons with the
results of other analyses made under differ-
ent assumptions.

THE DAIRY INDUSTRY IN THE SIXTIES

Milk prices were falrly steady through the
first half of the sixties, while production
rose to a peak in 1964 and then began a
fairly rapid decline. Support prices were
raised from T5 to 89.5 percent of parity in
1966. A rise In market prices had preceded
the increase in the support level. Since then,
prices have generally risen. Production
reached a low point in 1969 and increased
slightly in 1970 and again in 1971,

The consumption of milk and dairy prod-
ucts combined has declined both in total
and per capita since 1960. Significant in-
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creases have occurred for lowfat fluld milk
products, hard cheese and cottage cheese.
The most significant declines in consumption
have been in fluld whole milk, fluid cream,
butter, evaporated milk and condensed milk.
Per capita sales of nonfat dry milk declined
moderately between 1960 and 1971, although
year-to-year changes were erratic.

Commodity Credit Corporation net re-
movals of butter, American cheese, and non-
fat dry milk under price support programs
declined from a 1961-62 peak to a low point
in 1966-67. Removals moved upward the fol-
lowing year and then downward through the
1969-70 marketing year. In 1969-70, for the
first time since 1953-564, CCC purchases of fat
solids as a percent of total fat solids mar-
keted were greater than the percent removals
of solids-not-fat.

ALTERNATIVE FROGRAMS ANALYZED

The effects of three different dairy support
programs were analyzed:

The 1971-72 support level of $4.93 per
hundredweight.

Support level at $5.20—85 percent of esti-
mated parity as of April 1, 1972.

Support level at $5.50—90 percent of esti-
mated parity as of April 1, 1972.

The analyses of the programs at $5.20 and
$5.50 (85 and 90 percent of parity) were con-
ducted under two sets of alternatives as to
purchase prices for butter, cheese, and non-
fat dry milk. For the first set, butter prices
were held at 1971-72 levels and cheese and
nonfat dry milk were raised to yield the
specified support price levels, For the second
set, the prices of butter, cheese, and nonfat
dry milk were maintained in the same rela-
tionship as in 1971-72. The purchase prices
used are shown in table 1.

TABLE 1.—SUPPORT PURCHASE PRICES UNDER ALTERNATIVE PROGRAMS

Suppart
level of
manufac-

Support purchase prices

Purchase

turing
milk

Alternative and description Dol.fewt.

Cheese
Ct./ib,

i Non_llzﬁt
ry mi
Ct.lb.

price

evaporated
mil

Ct./ib.

Alternative and description

Support

Iwe!I of Support purchase prices

turin
mill

Butter
Dol.fewt.

Ct/b.

Cheese
Ct.nb.

1. Current level.....
11, 85 percent of parity1____
(a) Butltsr‘price

(b) Current ratio

3.7

36.3
3.9

16.13 | 111, 90 percent of parity1.__.

(a) Butter price
constan’
(b) Curren

17.23
17.23

1 Estimated parity as of Apr. 1, 1972,

For this analysis, most variables not cru-
cial to the analysis were assumed unchanged
at thelr levels in recent years. These include
the relationship of average prices for all
milk to support price levels, imports, ex-
ports, farm-retail price spreads, military
consumption, and Government purchases of
evaporated milk and dry whole milk. The
assumptions as to general economic condl-
tions were that per capita income will in-
crease at 4 percent per year in current dol-
lar, population will increase in line with
Census projections, and that the unemploy-
ment rate will decline to 4 percent by
1976-T7.

EFFECTS OF ALTERNATIVE PRICE SUPFORT PRO-

GRAMS, 1872-73 TO 1976-77

Effects on milk production
The current income position of commercial
dairy farmers is good and they are increasing
production at a moderate rate in response to
earlier price increases. Without further price
increases, milk production can be expected
to increase by about 1 billion pounds next
year, nearly level off in 1973-74, and then
decline at a rate of about 1 billion pounds
per year for the next 3 years (table 2). Most
of the adjustment to the higher prices and
improved income position will be completed
during 1972-73, with some slight carryover

to 1073-74. During 1973-74, milk production
will begin to decline as moderately increasing
prices in the rest of the economy will cause
the costs of milk production to rise and in-
crease returns in alternative farm enter-
prises. Also, increased avallability of non-
farm jobs will pull more farm operators and
farm labor away from dairying. In areas
where dairying competes with other live-
stock enterprises, favorable prices for hogs
and beef will exert a pull toward those enter-
prises. The decline in production in the
last 3 years (1974-756 to 1976-77) 1s due to a
combination of these factors.

TABLE 2—MILK PRODUCTION, SALES OF DAIRY PRODUCTS, AND USDA ACQUISITION COSTS FOR DAIRY PRODUCTS BOUGHT UNDER THE PRICE SUPPORT PROGRAM, ALTERNATIVE PRICE

SUPPORT LEVELS, 1971-72 TO 1976-77

Item and alternative

Support  Purchase prices

price  raised ! 1971-72

1972-73

1973-14 1974-75 1975-76 1976-17

Footnotes at end of table.
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Support Purchase prices

price  raised 1 1976-77

1971-72 1972-13 1973-74 1974-75 1975-76

Item and alternative

A sition costs # (million):
USI)I acqusiti (million) 5429
619

645

$465
584
606

704 754
739 785

hase prices were raised % Quantities of dairy products purchased valued at support purchase prices.

1 Products purchased under the price support prog for which p

over 1971-72 levels.
nts from

ial stocks (1,000,000,000

2 Domestic commercial sales plus exports and ship
pounds per year).

With the support price at $5.20—85 per-
cent of party as of April 1, 1972—produc-
tion can be expected to rise somewhat more
gharply in 1972-73 and continue to increase
through 1874-756. In that year, production
will peak at 121 billion pounds, declining
thereafter at a somewhat slower rate than
is projected for current price levels, since
the pinch of rising costs will be felt less
at higher price levels.

With the support level at $5.50—80 per-
cent of parity as of April 1, 1972—produc-
tion will increase even more rapidly and
peak in 1975-76 at about 121.8 billion pounds.
A decline In production would appear in
1976-T7.

Impacts on demand

If prices are not increased, per capita
consumption of most dairy products will
decline moderately in the next 5 years. Even
with population increases, total commercial
disappearance of butter, fluld milk and
cream, and evaporated milk will decline
(Appendix tables 13 and 14). Total commer-
clal disappearance of cheese, ice cream, and
nonfat dry milk will increase. However, total
dairy product sales (in terms of milk equiv-
alent—fat solids basls) will decline at an
average rate of about 0.2 billion pounds per
year (table 2).

With support levels at 85 percent of
parity (£5.20) and butter prices coustant,
sales of butter are not affected, but sales
of most other products will decline some-
what more in 1972-73 because of the effects
of higher prices. Total sales of dairy prod-
ucts (milk equivalent) will be approximately
0.8 billion pounds lower than they would be
if prices were not ralsed (Alternative II(a)).
In later years, sales of all products will de-

cline at the same rates as under Alternative L

Raising the support level to 80 percent of
parity ($5.50) will decrease total dairy prod-
uct sales by an additional 0.9 billion pounds
per year (Alternative III(a)).

If support purchase prices for all products
are raised to achieve 85 percent of parity
(Alternative II(b)), dairy product sales
(milk equivalent) will decline about 0.7 bil-
lion pounds per year from the level reached
when butter prices are held constant. The
drop would be 1.3 billion pounds per year at
90 percent of parity (Alternative III(b)).
Sales of nonfat dry milk (which are not re-
flected in the milk equivalent figures) will
not decline as much as under Alternatives
II(a) and ITI(a).

Effects on Government purchases

If support prices are not raised, Govern-
ment purchases of dairy products will rise for
2 years, peaking at 9.5 billion pounds
milk equivalent in 1973-74, and then decline
to 7.6 billion pounds in 1976-77 (table 2).
Most of the increase will »e in butter pur-
chases, since purchases of nonfat dry milk
will trend downward throughout the period
with a fairly rapld decline In the last 3
years. USDA’s cost of acquiring these pur-
chases will rise from an estimated $400 mil-
lion in 1971-72 to $4656 million in 1972-73
and $480 million in 1973-74, and then decline
tc $321 million in 1976-77.

If support prices are ralsed to 85 percent
of parity ($5.20) and butter purchase prices
held constant, Government purchases will
climb to 10.1 billion pounds milk equivalent
in 1972-73 and continue rising for 2 more
years as production declined. With this pro-
gram, USDA acquisition costs will peak at

Note: See tables 8-16 for more detail,

$619 million in 1874-75, dropping to $523
million in 1976-77.

With the support level at 90 percent of
parity ($5.50) and butter prices held con-
stant, Government purchases will rise sharp-
1y from the estimated 7.1 billion pounds milk
equivalent in 1971-72 to 11.4 billlon in 1972-
73. They will peak at 13.8 billion pounds in
1975-76 and decline slightly to 18.4 billion
pounds in 1976-77. USDA acquisition costs
will jump to §704 millicn in 1972-73 and
$758 million in 1975-76, then drop back to
$706 million in 1976-77.

If the prices of butter, nonfat dry milk and
cheese are all increased, rather than put-
ting all of the increase on cheese and nonfat
dry milk, Government purchases and costs
under the higher support levels will rise even
more. With a support level of 85 percent of
parity ($5.20), Government purchases will
peak at 12.5 billlon pounds milk equivalent
in 1974-756 with acquisition costs of #6456
million. The support level of 8¢ percent of
parity ($5.50), will boost Government pur-
chases to a high of 149 billion pounds in
1875-76 and acquisition costs to $800 million
in that year.

Impacts on dairy farmers
Number and size of dalry farms

Major changes in the number and size
distribution of farms with cows will oceur
under all three price support levels, By 1974,
the number of dairy herds in this country
will decline from 648,000 in 1968 to 396,000,
if the support level remains unchanged
(table 38). Declines will be less under
the higher support levels. Under the #5.20
support level, U.8. dairy herds will number
403,000 in 1974 and with the $5.50 level they
will total 405,000.

TABLE 3.—NUMBER AND SIZE OF FARMS WITH MILK COWS, BY REGISO N1,969 AND ESTIMATED FOR 1974 UNDER ALTERNATIVE PRICE-SUPPORT LEVELS

Farms with dairy cows

1 to 19 cows

20 to 49 cows 50 to 99 cows

100-plus cows Total farms

1969
Region

1974
estimate

1969
actual

1969
actual

1974
estimate

1974
estimate

1969
actual

$4.93 price-support alternative:
rtheast

15,138
7,029

131, 895

Corn Belt____
I':ak gLStat‘es

United States

2,529 .
7,904
203, 978

$5.50 price-support alternative:

Northeast. .
Corn Belt

Note: Appendix figure 1 for States in each region.
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Changes in herd numbers vary significant-
ly among size groups. The number of herds
with 1-19 cows and 20-49 cows declines sub-
stantially at all support levels. The larger
herds (50-99 cows and 1004 cows) increase
in numbers under all levels. Approximately
half the producers with 1-19 cows will either
quit dairy farming or expand into a larger
herd-size category by 1974. About three-
fourths of the 20-48 cow herds will remain in
1974; the others will expand, contract, or
leave dairy farming. The number of produc-

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

ers with 50 or more cows will increase by 7
percent with no increase in the support
level and by 9-10 percent at the higher sup-
port levels. Changes in the numbers of herds
follow roughly the same pattern in all
regions.

EFFECTS ON GROSS INCOME BY REGION AND

HERD SIZE

Nearly all of the increase in gross income
to dalry farmers at higher price support
levels is due to the increase in price. Only
1-2 percent of the higher gross income is

March 9, 1972

caused by the increase in production. In
such a situation, the distribution of the in-
creases In gross income brought about by
higher price support levels is almost identi-
cal with the distribution of production
among regions and herd-size groups. The
distribution for 1974, approximately midway
through the 5-year period, gives a good rep-
resentation of the way benefits to farmers
in terms of increases in gross income—and,
to a considerable extent, in net income—
would be distributed (table 4).

TABLE 4.—DISTRIBUTION OF FARMS AND MILK PRODUCTION, AND OF INCREASED CASH RECEIPTS FROM SALE OF MILK BROUGHT ABOUT BY HIGHER PRICE SUPPORT LEVELS,

BY HERD SIZE AND REGION, 1974

Herd size

Northeast

Lake South
Corn Belt States  Southeast Central

United

Mountain States

Plains Southwest  Northwest

Production from farms with (percent of U.S. production):
1 to 19 cows -
20 to 49 cows ...
50 to 99 cows. ..
100 plus cows

All sizes

13.

8.1

Since the benefits are generally distributed
in relation to production, larger farmers
would receive most of the benefits. The half
of the farmers with fewer than 20 cows would
receive about 8 percent of the benefits. Most
of these farms are in the Northeast, Corn
Belt, and Lake States. The largest single
share of the benefits would go to farmers
with 20-49 cows in the Lake States—14.6
percent. Farmers with 100 cows or more—
concentrated in the Southwest, South Cen-
tral, Southeast and Northeast—while only 3
percent of all farmers, would receive 25 per-
cent of the increase In gross income.

NET INCOME POSITION OF DAIRY FARMERS

Published reports of farm business man-
agement projects were used to develop the
relationships between production and in=-

come. Farms included in these records were
generally above average. However, they sup-
ply the only data avallable which provide an
adequate basis for analysis. Business analysis
records for all regions of the Unlted States
are not available. Examples from four regions
were obtained. These regions accounted for
70 percent of the dairy cows In the United
States in 1870. Net cash incomes on com-
parable-sized farms did not differ a great deal
between these reglons.

Based on 1970 business summarles for
dairy farms in these four regions, three types
of income analyses were calculated. Net cash
income was the basic Income indicator. Type
A results estimate net cash income with
price/cost rates of the 1965-70 period. Type
B calculations estimate the required blend
price to maintain 1970 purchasing power,

assuming that all price changes, except those
for milk, follow those of the 1965-T70 period.
Type C calculations estimate net cash income
at the three alternative support prices of
$4.93, $5.20 and $5.50 per hundredweight, as-
suming all prices but milk change at the
1965-70 rates. Income variation within groups
of sample farms was considerable and the
analysis has all the limitations assoclated
with using averages.

The records for 1970 show that increased
returns are consistently assoclated with farm
size, For farms of comparable size, returns
to operator labor and management and
family labor were similar among States and
fell within the range of nonfarm hourly wage
rates. Smaller farms have low returns com-
pared to larger farms and industry (table 5).

TABLE 5.—FARM INCOME, 1970 AND ESTIMATED FOR 1974, AND BLEND PRICE ESTIMATES, 1970 AND ESTIMATED 1971, 1974, AND 1976, UNDER ALTERNATIVE PRICE SUPPORT LEVELS

Net cash farm income in 1974 (1970 dollars)t

Blend price? (per hundredweight)

Average
Herd number
size  of cows

Region and State group  per herd

for 1970

At 54.93 At §5.20

At $5.50

Estimated to maintain net cash

Actual Percent Percent

Income of 1970 Income of 1970 Income

Percent

income at 1970 purchasing power
1971 1974 1976

Annual
average
change

Actual
for 1970

of 1970

HERDS WITH LESS THAN 50 COWS

Northeast:

Pennsylvania
Do._..
New York. .

Corn Belt: Michiga

Lake States:
Southern Minnesota

HERDS WITH 50-99 COWS

Northeas: .
Pennsylvania
B
New York. ..
Corn Belt: Michigan

Lake States:
Southern Minnesota

Corn Belt: Michigan._.
South Atlantic: North Carolina

$8, 020
10, 830
15,220

1,

6,220
13, 220

14,720 14, 060

15,470
22, 860
29,930
20,440

15, 620
22,450

28, 580
19, 400
22,800

32,129
21, 140

38, 620

34, 860

33, 630
35,120
31,310
30,970

102
94
91
91

31, 400
26, 780
27,370

~Es apoS
LR puss
~pa amo S
2B IBNSB

N gao;
“

RRYY

N ap@ o
oo

2823

BRS
=RE

117
106
105
103

NpO®
fn8s
Ne@ o

LeyEe

1 Type C analysis.
i Tgpe B analysis.

Note: See appendix tables 19 to 52 for more detail on each group.
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Type A Resulis—Based on 1965-70 price
trends, dairymen as represented by the
sample farms show a 5-6 percent annual
average increase in net cash income. Ad-
justed to 1970 purchasing power by the con-
sumer price index, the annual increase would
be about 2-3 percent.

Type B Results—This procedure estimates
the blend price required to maintain a net
cash income with the purchasing power of
that recelved in 1970. Annual milk price in-
creases required to maintain the 1970 net
cash income ranged from 9 to 19 cents per
hundredweight (table 5).

Type C Results.—This serles estimates the
effects of the alternative levels of support
prices upon farm receipts and farm expendi-
tures (table 5). Analysis of net cash income
in 1970 dollars shows the $4.93 price will
maintain the 1970 level of income only
through 1971 for most of the sample farms
(table 6). The $5.20 price will support in-
comes at the 1970 level through 1973 for
more than half the farms. For some of the
larger farms, the $5.50 support price will not
be adequate to maintain the 1970 level of
income in 1974. In general, however, the
$5.50 support price will maintain income at
the level of 1970 purchasing power through
the year 1975 for about one-half of the farm.

1ABLE 6 —PERCENT OF DAIRY FARMS WITH REAL INCOMES
EQUAL TO OR GREATER THAN 1970 UNDER ALTERNATIVE
PRICE SUPPORT LEVELS)

Support price
$5.20

Year $4.93

Percant of farms:
19 100

100
57
20

1 Real income in 1970 dollars.
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SUMMARY

At current price levels, the net incomes of
commercial dairy farmers are good and farm-
ers are increasing milk production. With no
further increases in prices, they will increase
production for the next two years. Commer-
cial sales of dairy products are declining both
per capita and in total and will continue to
decrease. With increasing production and de-
clining sales, surpluses will increase and
USDA acquisition costs for price support
purchases will rise from $400 million in the
current marketing year to $480 million in
1973-74. Production, sales, and Government
purchases will decline in the following years
with USDA acquisition costs reaching $321
million in 1976-77.

Increases in the support price, following
those of recent years, will further encourage
milk production and discourage commercial
sales. Peak production and surpluses with a
$5.20 support price will occur in 1974-75
and with a $5.50 support price in 1975-T6.
USDA acquisition costs will reach an esti-
mated level of $619 million at the $5.20 sup-
port level if butter prices are not raised and
all of the price increase is put on nonfat dry
milk and cheese. At the 85.50 support level,
they would reach a level of $758 million.

If the prices of butter, nonfat dry milk,
and cheese are all raised to achieve the de-
sired support level, Government costs will be
higher than they would be under programs
where butter prices are not raised. USDA
acquisition costs would reach peaks of $645
million at the $5.20 support level and $800
million at the $5.50 support level.

Whatever the support level, the shift to-
ward fewer and larger dairy farms will con-
tinue. Small herds will disappear at a rapid
rate at any of these price levels. Higher sup-
port levels have very little impact on the
disappearance of smaller dairy herds (fewer
than 50 cows). The number of larger dairy
herds will rise in any case, but the rate will

7935

increase slightly at higher prices. These ad-
Justments occur in all regions.

Whether or not support prices are in-
creased, the sghare of milk production and
gross farm income held by the Corn Belt,
Lake States, South Central, and FPlains re-
glons will decline slightly.

If support prices are not ralsed and other
prices continue to increase, producers with
fewer than 50 cows will have net incomes in
1974 (in 1970 dollars) at about 90 percent of
the 1970 level. Producers with 50-99 cows
would generally have incomes of about 85-80
percent of the 1970 level. Producers with
more than 100 cows would have net incomes
of 80-85 percent of the 1970 level. While these
income levels are lower than those currently
existing, they are still very good by compari-
son with any other period. Net incomes on
50-99 cow farms would range from $14,000
to $30,000 per year, while those on farms with
100 plus cows would range from $26,000
to $31,000.

If support prices were raised to $5.20, net
incomes on dairy farms with fewer than 100
cows would be at least 95 percent of the 1970
level and for larger herds at least 91 percent
of the 1970 level in 1974,

With support prices of $5.50, 1974 net in-
comes would be higher than the 1870 level
for all sizes of dairy farms In the areas
studied.

Five-year-total effects

One useful way of summarizing the anal-
ysis of the long-run effects of alternative
price support programs is in terms of 5-year
totals. Between 1872-73 and 1976-77, produc-
tion will total 7.8 billlon pounds more with
the price support level at $5.20 than at $4.93
and 12.4 billion pounds more at $5.50 (table
7). Considering for the moment only those
alternatives which would not raise butter
prices (Alternatives II(a) and II(b)), sales
for consumption would be 4.2 bhillion pounds
milk equivalent less with the support level
of $5.20 and 8.6 billion pounds less at $5.50.

TABLE 7.—5-YEAR-TOTAL EFFECTS OF ALTERNATIVE PRICE SUPPORT LEVELS, 1972-73 TO 1976-77

[Dollar amounts in millions]

Support Purchase prices

Alternative price raised !

Consumer expenditures for
major dairy products ¢

USDA
acquisition
costs @

Sales ?
(billion
pounds)

Production
(billion
pounds)

Amount

Gross farm
income Added income
from milk ¢ less costs?

Percent of
disposable  Added costs
income to the public ®

$55, 108
55,913
55, 966

$2,074
2,911

=R

e e
LU P
ﬂﬂﬂag

883

111(b)-

renn
fRoes
B0 LW~

++
sRLE

bt e

i Cash receipts from sale of milk and cream by farmers.

Gross farm income (cash receipts) from the
sale of milk by farmers will be $2.2 billion
higher with price supports at $5.20 than at
$4.93 and $4.3 billion higher with price sup-
ports at $5.50. Nearly all of the increase in
gross farm income would be reflected in net
income, since 98-99 percent of the increase
in gross farm income is due to the change in
price and only 1-2 percent due to an increase
in the quantity produced.

The added cost tu the public of higher price
support levels can be consldered to be USDA
acquisition costs plus the increase in con-
sumer expenditures for milk and dairy prod-

L rl‘oducts purchased under the price support program for which prices were raised over 1971-72
evels.

* Domestic commeicial sales plus exports and shipraents from commercial stocks in milk equiva-
ent (fat solids basis . ¥
L g:antlt:ss of dairy products purchased valued at support purchase prices.

¥ Consumer expenditures for fluid milk and cream, butter, American cheese, canned milk, ice
cream, and nonfat milk valued at retail prices. e
¢ Added costs over the current support level represented by USDA acquisition costs plus con-

sumer expenditures for dairy products.

ucts which is attributable to the price in-
crease. With this assumption, the added costs
to the publle (with butter prices constant)
would be #1.6 billion with the price support
level at $5.20 and $3.1 billion at $5.50. These
costs do nor include any allowance for the
value to consumers of the dairy products
which they would have consumed had the
prices not been ralsed. Also, Government
costs do not include transportation, storage
and other costs nor the proceeds from any
sales out of CCC stocks.

The increase in gross farm income from the

7 Added gross farm income from milk less added costs to the public.

sale of milk is $£580 million larger than the
additional public costs of increasing the
price support level to $5.20 over the next 5
years. Gross income to farmers from the sale
of milk exceeds the added cost to the public
by $1,135 billion with price supports at $5.60.

The alternatives which ralsed the price
of butter as well as the prices of nonfat dry
milk and cheese In order to achieve the high-
er support levels (Alternatives II(b) and I1II
(b)) yield the same increases in gross farm
income at a higher cost to the public.

Tables 8 through 17 follow:
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TABLE 8.—MiLK: PRODUCTION, SALES, AND GOVERNMENT PURCHASES, ALTERNATIVE I, MARKETING YEARS, 1971-72 TO 1976-77
ALTERNATIVE |: CURRENT SUPPORT PURCHASE PRICES

Item and unit 1971-72 1973-74 1974-75 1975-76, 1976-77

Pmduciion ﬁhs!imns of pounds)....... e ’ . 120.0 119.0 118.0 117.0
rply 1 (billions of pounds).. 4 8 . 118.1 117.4 116.5 115.7
5 2 (billions of pounds) 3 i i : :
Gn\ramment purchases:
Milk equivalent (billions of pounds)..... e e D atn e mpan
Butterfat (millions of pounds)
Percent of marketings..._....
Nonfat solids ?m:lltnns of pounds).
Percent of marketings
Butter (millions of poun s) s
Cheese (millions of pounds)__
Nonfat dry milk (millions of pounds)__.
Evaporated milk (millions of pounds)_._______..__.
Farm price of milk:
Manufacturing grade (dollars per hundredweight).
All milk (dollars per hundredweight).
Farm cash receipts (millions of dollars
USDA acquisition costs (millions of dollars)

1 Includes production less farm use, plus/minus milk equivalent (fat solids basis) of commercial 1 Includes exports and ship ts from «
stock changes, plus imports. milk equivalent (fat solids basis) annually.

TABLE 9—MILK: PRODUCTION, SALES, AND GOVERNMENT PURCHASES, ALTERNATIVE 1I(A), MARKETING YEARS, 1971-72 TO 1976-77
ALTERNATIVE 11(A): 85 PERCENT OF PARITY ($5.20) SUPPORT LEVEL; BUTTER PRICE HELD CONSTANT

Item and unit 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 1975-76 1976-77

Prcductmnﬁbﬂlmnsol paunds}......._____.................._..._...__.._______.____.____,____ 1 i 121 0 120.3 119.4
ply ! (billions of pounds)..... ! ¥ 118.8 118.1
? 2 (billions of pounds) 109.5 4 : 107.4 107.2
Gmrsmment purchases:
Milk equivalent (billions of pounds).
Butterfat (millions of pounds).
Percent of marketings.____
Nonfat solids (millions of nnunds}...
Percent of marketings. . ...
Butter (millions of pounds)...
Cheese (millions of fuunds}
Nonfat dry milk (millions of pounds)...
Evaporated milk (millions of pounds)
Farm price of milk:
Manufacturing grade (dollar per hundredweight). .
All milk (dollars per hundredweight).
Farm cash receipts (millions of dollars).. :
USDA acquisition costs (millions of dollars). 00 584 606 "619

1 Includes production less farm use, plus/minus the milk equivalent (fat solids basis) of com-  ? Includes exports and shipments from commercial stocks, estimated at 1,000,000,000 pounds
mercial stock changes, plus imports. milk equivalent (fat solids basis) annually.
TABLE 10 —MILK: PRODUCTION, SALES, AND GOVERNMENT PURCHASES, ALTERNATIVE li(b), MARKETING YEARS, 1971-72 TO 1976-77
ALTERNATIVE 1i(b): 85 PERCENT OF PARITY (35.20) SUPPORT LEVEL; BUTTER, AMERICAN CHEESE, AND NONFAT DRY MILK PRICES INCREASED
Item and Unit 1971-712 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 1975-76 1976-77

Produchon{bllhonsulpuundﬂ) S R e S g i W N A S : . 120.7 121.0
Su; p|y1(b|llaonsoipounds) b1 lox Mol " LTI AR D] T T Taca i Al . 2 118.8 119.4
Saes!(bllhonsufpuunds) o : e S S e S SR B h 107.1 106.9
Government purchase
Milk equivalent (b|lllonsnl panndsY: oo o s : : = : L 1.7 12.5
Butterfat (millions of pounds) o - BIETEP L 9 444
Percent of marhelnnfs(pr.‘ e PR ¥ . 10.3
Nonfat solids (millions of pound 583
Percent of marketings (percent, s = 3 5.8
Butter (millions of pounds)._
Cheese (millions of pounds). ...
Nonfat dry milk {millions of pounds)..
Evaporated milk (millions of pounds)
Farm price of milk: "
anufacturing grade (dollars per hundredweight). .. .. oo
All milk (dollars per hundredweight).
Farm cash receipts (millions of doflars). .. ... ... ...
USDA acquisition costs (millions of dollars). .. ... ... ... Y SRR R RN e e -

1 Includes production less farm use, plus/minus the milk equivalent (fat solids basis) of com- 2 includes exports and shipments from i imated at 1,000,000,000 pounds
mercial stock changes, plus imports. milk equivalent (fat solids basis) annually.

TABLE 11.—MILK: PRODUCTION, SALES, AND GOVERNMENT PURCHASES, ALTERNATIVE 111(a), MARKETING YEARS, 1971-72 TO 1976-77
ALTERNATIVE H11(a): 90 PERCENT OF PARITY ($5.50) SUPPORT LEVEL; BUTTER PRICE HELD CONSTANT

Item and wnit 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 1975-76 1976-77

Production (billions of pounds) e 118.9 ; \ 121.6 1 121.0
Supply ! (billions of pounds). o 116.6 3 8 120.0 120.3 118.7
Sales # (billions of pounds) . _ SERELERSES R s o SR e 108.5 : 106.8 106.5 106.3
Government purchases:
MJII(equwment(btllmnsotpounds)_ SrETnato i Ty - SRR o 7.1 5 X ; 13.8 13.4
Butterfat (miilions of pounds)_ _ ... L . % o, e 269 32 501 524
Percent of marketings SRR 6.4 3 3 121
Nonfat solids (millions of pounds)_
Percent of marketings 2 3 T ey S : 3 t 3 6.8
Bumr{mul:om of pounds)___ oy 577
Cheese (millions of pounds). . e Za=s 150
Nonfat dry milk (millions of pounds)._ __ Iy N 68
Evaporated milk (millions of pounds).... ... ... .. i 90
Farm price of milk:
Manufaaturmggrade(dullarsperhundredwelgh')......_. T e e o % i . . 50 5.50 5.50
All mik (dollars per hundredweight). ...._. fulacel, . 90 6.50 6.50 6.50 6.50
Farm cash receipts (millions of dollars). : ? 7,781 71782
USDA acquisition costs (millions of dollars) 704 737 754 758 706

1 Includes production less farm use, plus/minus the milk equivalent (fat solids basis) of commer- 2 Includes exports and shi ts from ial stocks, estimated at 1,000,000,000 pounds
cial stock changes, plus imports milk equivalent (fat solids basis) annually
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TABLE 12—MILK: PRODUCTION, SALES, AND GOVERNMENT PURCHASES, ALTERNATIVE 11I(b), MARKETING YEARS, 1871-72 TO 1976-77
ALTERNATIVE 111(b): 80 PERCENT OF PARITY ($5.50) SUPPORT LEVEL; BUTTER, AMERICAN CHEESE, AND NONFAT DRY MILK PRICES INCREASED

Item and unit

1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 1975-76

Production ([hillions of pounds)
Supply ! (billions of pounds)
Sales 2 (billions of pounds). . _____._.
Government purchases:
Milk equivalent (billions of pounds). .. .._....
Butterfat (millions of pounds)_._.___.
Percent of marketings. ...
Nonfat solids (millions of pounds).
Percent of marketings____
Butter (millions of pounds)
Cheese (millions of ounds?. =
Nonfat dry milk (millions of pou
Evaporated milk (millions of pounds)_
Farm price of milk: :
anufacturing grade (dollars/per hundredweight)
All'milk (dollars/per hundredweight)_ . _____
Farm cash receipts (millions of dellars). _
USDA acquisition costs (millions of dollars)

120.7

‘-._._.
NEadN-S Bme

o0

Q0T h
NWOoO L= ;o

s
22 vfs

6, 843
400

739

1 Includes production less farm use, plus/minus the milk equivalent (fat solids basis) of com-

mercial stock changes, plus imports.

1 Includes exports and sh ts from
milk equivalent (fat solids basis) annually.

TABLE 13.—BUTTER: PRODUCTION, SALES, AND GOVERNMENT PURCHASES UNDER SELECTED PROGRAM ALTERNATIVES, MARKETING YEARS, 1971 TO 1976-77

Support

purcl?:se
price (cents ——
per pound) 1971-72 1972-73

Production
1973-74 1974-75

Alternatives 1 1975-76  1976-77

Support
purchase
price (cents
per pound) 1971-72

Production
1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 1975-76

Alternatives! 1976-77

Miltion pounds

1,163 1,101
1,232 L234
1,233  1,23%
1,297 1,303
1,299 1,305

Sales?

[ 790 751
lica).. 790 751

757
790
736

723 691 656
757 723 688
704 672 638

Government purchases 3

294
436
469
556
607

1 Alternative 1: Current support purchase pr ces. Alternative 1i(a): 85 percent of parity ($5.20)
support level; butter price held constant. Alternative 11(b): 85 percent of Egnt);"(ﬁ._zﬂg,'{' support

? Including d civilian c ial disapp . military purchases, and exports and
h ts from | stocks.
imports and those exports from commercial slocks to be constant.

level; butter, American cheese, and nonfat dry milk prices increased. Alt a): :
of parity ($5.50) support level; butter price held constant. Alternative 111(b): 90 percent orpanty
(sg.so) support level; butter, American cheese, and nonfat dry milk prices increased.

TABLE 14, —AMERICAN CHEESE: PRODUCTION, SALES, AND GOVERNMENT PURCHASES
UNDER SELECTED PROGRAM ALTERNATIVES, MARKETING YEARS, 1971-72 TO 1976-77

TABLE 15.—NONFAT DRY MILK: PRODUCTION, SALES, AND GOVERNMENT PURCHASES
UNDER SELECTED PROGRAM ALTERNATIVES, MARKETING YEARS, 1971-72 TO 1976-77

Support

. purchase Production
price (cents

per pound) 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 1975-76 1976-77

Alternatives 1

Support
_purchase
price (cents
per pound)

Production
1973-74 1974-75

Alternatives! 1971-72 1972-73 1975-76  1976-77

Million pounds
1,695

1,689

1,689

1,6

, 6ol
1,668

11i(b)-

Million pounds
1,510 1,420
00

. 600
1,720
1,720

Sales?

1,087
1,045
1, 066
1,013
1,053

Government purchases s

450

L Alternative 1: Current supfmrt purchase prices. Alternative 11(a): 85 percent of parity (35.20)
support level; butter price held constant. Alternative 11(b): 85 percent of parity (35.20) support
level; butter, American cheese, and nonfat dry milk prices increased. Alternative I11(a): 90 per-
cent of parity ($5.50) support level; butter price held constant. Alternative 111(b): 80 percent of
parity (35.50) support level; butter, American cheese, and nonfat dry milk prices increased.

1 Incl d tic civilian cial d . military purch and exports and

P ts from cial stocks. 3
8 Assumes imports and those exports from commercial stocks to be constant,

1 Alternative |: Current support purchase prices. Alternative 11(a): 85 percent of parity ($5.20)
support level; butter price held constant. Alternative [1(b): 85 percent of pantf ($5.20) support
level; butter, American cheese, and nonfat dry milk prices increased. Alternative 111(a): 90 percent
of parity ($5.50) support level; butter price held constant. Altarnative 111(b): 90 percent of parity
($5.50) support level; butter, American cheese, and nonfat dry milk prices increased.

# Includi | ic civilian cial disappearance, military purchases, and exports and

from cial stocks.
3 Assumes imports and those exports from commercial stocks to be constant.
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TABLE16,—UTILIZATION OF MILK MARKETINGS UNDER SELECTED PROGRAM ALTERNATIVES,
MARKETING YEARS, 1971-72 TO 1976-77

March 9, 1972

TABLE 17 —ESTIMATED SUPPORT PURCHASE PRICES UNDER ALTERNATIVE
SUPPORT LEVELS

Milk production
1973-74 1974-75

Support
level of
manufac-
turing milk
(per hun-
dredweight)

Cents per pound

Alternatives 1 1971-72 1972-73 1976-77

Support purchase prices Purchase
price evap-
orated
milk

Alternative and support

Nonfat
purchase price levels!

Million pounds dry milk

120, 000
120, 700
121, 200

Butter Cheese

118,900 119,900
120, 300

119, 000
, 121, 000
120, 700

121,600
Farm use
3,350 3,100
Farm marketings
116,650 115,900

117,350 117,900
117,850 118,500

1l (aand b)__ I. Current level_____

11 (a and b) I1. 85 percent of parity 2____
a, Change only snf
b. Current ratio..

111, 90 percent of parity 2.
a, Change only snf_
b. Current ratio

3,600

75.8

115,100 116, 300 115, 050

! Alternative |: Current support purchase 1|Jr'|l>es._ Alternative [1(a): 85 percent of parity (§5.20)
117, 350 support level; butter price held constant. Alternative 11(b): 85 percent of parity (5.20) support
118, 850 level; butter. American cheese, and nonfat dry milk prices increased. Alternative 111(a): 90 per-

cent of parity ($5.50) support level; butter price held constant. Alternative 11I(b): 90 percent of

1
1 d b)_._.
Ill(?aa:nd 3)

Use of mark Fluid p

ts (milk equi

50, 395
49,932
49,512

| 51,375 50,875
Il (a and b)... 50, 446
MeGadb) «cceeee oo 50,031

49,875 49,375
49,455 48 954
49,031 48,546

Manufactured products (milk equivalent)

65,425 66,275
6,250 67 418

63,725

6
069 68,338

11 (a and b).

66,025 65,675 65, 325
68,445 68,396 68,129
69,469 70,304

70, 143

1 Alternative |: Current support purchase prices. Alternative I1: 85 percent of parity ($5.20)

support level. Alternative 111:
2 Same under all alternatives.

percent of parity ($5.50) support level.

% |ncludes fluid products processed for civilian and military use.

4 Manufactured for use in all outlets,

parity ($5.50) support level; butter, American cheese, and nonfat dry milk prices increased,
2 October estimates of parity for Apr. 1, 1972,

U.S. LEGAL OBLIGATIONS TO DIS-
ALLOW TAX CREDITS RESPECT-
ING NAMIBIA

HON. CHARLES C. DIGGS, JR.

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. DIGGS. Mr. Speaker, today, 21
Congressmen and five Senators joined
me in expressing our deep concern to the
Secretary of the Treasury “about the
failure of the Department to implement
the U.S. position on the illegality of the
South African administration of Namibia
by disallowing tax credits for moneys
paid to the illegal South African Admin-
istering Authority as taxes on income
earned in the international territory of
Namibia.”

The Congressmen and Senators who
joined me in expressing our deep concern
were:

The Honorable BELLA S. ABZUG.

The Honorable HERMAN BADILLO.

The Honorable JONATHAN B. BINGHAM.

The Honorable SHIRLEY CHISHOLM.

The Honorable WILLIAM CLAY.

The Honorable GEORGE W. COLLINS.

The Honorable JouN CONYERS, Jr.

The Honorable RoNALD V. DELLUMS.

The Honorable RoBerT F, DRINAN,

The Honorable DoxN EDWARDS.

The Honorable WALTER E. FAUNTROY.

The Honorable DoNALD M. FRASER.

The Honorable Aucustus F. HAWKINS.

The Honorable RaLrH H. METCALFE.

The Honorable RoBerT N. C. NIx.

The Honorable CHARLES B. RANGEL.

The Honorable OcpEN R. REID,

The Honorable BENnJamiNn S. ROSEN-
THAL,

The Honorable WiLLiaM F. RYAN.

The Honorable JAMES H. SCHEUER.

The Honorable Lovuis STOKES.

The Honorable Ebpwarp W. BROOKE.

The Honorable FrREp R. HARRIS.

The Honorable Jacos K. JAVITS.

The Honorable GEORGE MCGOVERN.

The Honorable EpmMunD S. MUSKIE.

On February 22, I reiterated to the
Department of the Treasury the impor-
tance of furnishing to the Subcommittee
on Africa “information on the dollar
costs to the United States, that is, reve-
nue loss from 1966 to the present, because
of the allowance of tax credits against
US. income tax for payments to the
South African Government for income
earned in Namibia . . . as expeditiously
as possible.”

Mr. Speaker, I insert in the REcorp the
texts of both of these communications.

The material follows:

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
February 22, 1972.

Mr. Jorxn M. HENNESSY,

Acting Assistant Secretary for International
Affairs, Department of the Treasury,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Me. HENNESSY: I am aware that the
Department is preparing the responses to
the inquiries made by the Subcommittee dur-
ing the Department’s appearance before the
Subcommittee on December 7. It is of special
importance, however, that the Information
on the dollar costs to the United States, that
is, revenue loss from 1966 to the present, be-
cause of the allowance of tax credits agalnst
U.S. income tax for payments to the South
African Government for income earned in
Namibia be furnished as expeditiously as
possible.

I am therefore writing to request that the
Department submit this information now
without walting for the final preparation of
answers to the other questions ralsed during
the hearing.

Your cooperation is appreciated.

Sincerely,
CHARLES C, Dicgs, Jr.,
Chairman, Subcommittee on Africa.

CoNGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D.C., March 8, 1972.
Hon. Jomn B. CONNALLY,
Secretary o, the Treasury,
Washington, D.C.

DeAr MR. SECRETARY: We are writing to
express our deep concern about the fallure
of the Department to implement the United
States position on the illegality of the South
African administration of Namibia by dis-
allowing tax credits for moneys pald to the
illegal South African Administering Au-
thority as taxes on Income earned In the
international territory of Namibia.

We wish to emphasize the facts of this
situation:

The illegality of the South African Ad-
ministering Authority was determined In a
resolution by the United Nations General
Assembly, GA Res. 2145, supported by the
United States and affirmed by the Security
Council, terminating South Africa’s mandate
over the international territory;

The validity of these United Nations reso-
lutions was reaffirmed in the Advisory Opin-
fon of 21 June 1971 of the International
Court of Justice on “The Legal Consequences
for BStates of the Continued Presence of
South Africa in Namibia, notwithstanding
Security Council Resolution 276,” and (1)
that the South African Government is il-
legally occupying Namibia, and (2) that
states have a duty to recognize the illegallty
of South Africa’s presence in Namibia and
the invalidity of its acts in behalf of and
concerning Namibia;

The acceptance by the United States Gov-
ernment of the concluslions of the Interna-
tional Court of Justice;

U.S. international legal obligations “to
refrain from any dealings with the Govern-
ment of South Africa implying recognition
of, the legality of, or lending support or
assistance to, such presence and administra-
tion."”

In sum, what is involved here is the
allowance of credits against U.S. income tax
obligations for monies paid to an administer-
ing authority formally adjudicated to be ille-
gal by the highest international tribunal and
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accepted as such by the United States Gov-
ernment.

Clearly, the issues raised by this matter are
sui generis and Internal Revenue Service
policy in cases relating to credits for monies
pald as income taxes to unrecognized author-
itics is not relevant. Nor would precedents
involving taxes paid to de facto authorities or
to enemy governments be pertinent since tax
credits for payments to South Africa for in-
come earned in Namibia involve payments to
an authority formally adjudged to be illegal.
Nor s the IRS practice of having tax matters
independent of political or foreign policy
considerations relevant; for in this case the
legal—as distinguished from a foreign policy
position regarding a non-recognized regime
or a government with which we do not have
diplomatic relations—is the crux of the
matter,

Inasmuch as international law is the law
of the land, credits against U.S. income taxes
for monies pald to South Africa on income
earned in Namibia should be disallowed.

We note that in his testimony before the
Subcommittee on Africa on December 7, The
Honorable John R. Petty, the former Assist-
ant Secretary for International Affairs for the
Department of the Treasury, said:

In view of the illegality of South African
control of this territory under the 1966 Reso-
lution of the United Nations, we believe there
is a question as to whether taxes imposed and
collected by the South African Government
on income earned in South West Africa can
properly be considered taxes under U.S. leg-
islation for purposes of granting a forelgn
tax credit.

We call your attention to the ‘“Message
from the President of the United States
transmitting His Third Annual Report on the
State of United States Forelgn Policy” of
February 9, 1972, wherein President Nixon
stated, inter alla:

In Namibia, South Africa continues to re-
sist the efforts of the United Nations on be-
half of self-determination. It rejects the 1971
holding of the International Court of Justice
that South Africa is obliged to quit Namibia.
We accept that holding and continue to dis-
courage U.S. investment in Namibia. We seek
to encourage peaceful ways of realizing and
protecting the rights of the people of
Namibia.

We further draw your attention to Securlty
Council Resolution 283, which was supported
by the United States, and which reads in per-
tinent part:

THE SECURITY COUNCIL

4. Calls upon all states to ensure that com-
panies and other commercial and industrial
enterprises owned by, or under direct control
of the State, cease all dealings with respect
to commercial or industrial enterprises or
concessions in Namibia;

5. Calls upon all States to withhold from
their nationals or companies of their nation-
ality not under direct government control,
government loans, credit guarantees and
other forms of financial support that would
be used to facilitate trade or commerce with
Namibia,;

6. Calls upon all States to ensure that com-
panies and other commercial enterprises
owned by the State or under direct control of
the State cease all further investment activi-
tles including concessions in Namibia;

7. Calls upon all States to discourage their
nationals or companies of their nationality
not under direct governmental control from
investing or obtaining concessions in
Namibia, and to this end withhold protection
of such investment against claims of a future
lawful government of Namibia. . . .

We further note the statement of the
United States Representative to the Security
Couneil during the consideration of Security
Council Resolution No. 301 of October 20,
1971:

CXVIII——501—Part 6
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The resolution takes note of the advisory
opinion of the International Court of Jus-
tice, particularly its conclusions. For our part
the United States accepts these conclusions
which declare in paragraph 133 that South
Africa is under obligation to withdraw its
administration from Namibia immediately
and thus put an end to its occupation of
the territory and which further declare that
member states are “under obligation to rec-
ognize the lllegality of South Africa's pres-
ence in Namibia and the invalidity of its acts
on behalf of or concerning Namibia, and to
refrain from any dealings with the Govern-
ment of South Africa implying recognition of
the legality of, or lending support or assist-
ance to, such presence and administration.”
In his speech 2 weeks ago In the General As-
sembly, Secretary of State William P. Rogers
stated our acceptance of these conclusions
and observed this was consistent with our
support of practical and peaceful means to
achieve self-determination and end racial
discrimination.

Our acceptance also reflects the Impor-
tance which my government attaches to the
Court. We consider that this advisory opinion
adds a significant and authoritative legal ele-
ment to the effort of the international com-
munity to make possible for the people of
the territory to enjoy their right to self-
determination. Our acceptance, of course,
does not necessarily imply approval of all
the Court’s reasoning. We note in this con-
nection concerns about charter interpreta-
tion which had been mentioned by several
Council members.

The resolution reaffirms Resolution 283,
which urges member states to take a member
of actions vis-a-vis Namibia. . . .

In closing, we wish to reiterate our deep
concern that the Department is not disal-
lowing income tax credits for monies paid
to the illegal South African Administering
Authority as taxes on income earned in the
international territory of Namibia.

Sincerely,
CuarLEs C. Dices, Jr.,
Chairman, Subcommittee on Africa.

CHILD DEVELOPMENT ACT
INTRODUCED

HON. JOHN DELLENBACK

OF OREGON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. DELLENBACEK. Mr. Speaker, 1
was pleased to be joined by my colleagues
Congressman Quie, Congressman STEI-
cER of Wisconsin, and Congressman HAN-
seN of Idaho in introducing the Child
Development Act on March 8.

My colleagues and I have been long-
time supporters of comprehensive early
childhood education and child develop-
ment legislation.

On February 9, 1970, along with mem-
bers of the Republican Task Force on
Education and Training which I chaired,
I introduced the Comprehensive Head-
start Child Development Act of 1970,
H.R. 15776. Congressmen QUIE, STEIGER,
and HANSEN were all members of the task
force, each of them helped to develop
H.R. 15776, and each joined in introduc-
ing it.

Shortly thereafter, in April of 1970, our
task force issued a report analyzing the
need for early childhood services in the
United States which was entitled, “Re-
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port on Programs for Early Childhood.”
In both the 91st and 92d Congress, we all
worked to try to come up with a sound
child development bill which would sat-
isfy all interested parties.

I remain convinced, as I was when I
introduced H.R. 15776 over 2 years ago,
that there is a real need to provide in-
creased Federal support for early child
development programs. The question my
colleagues and I are concerned with is,
how do we provide these funds within a
workable administrative system. The
reason I voted against the conference re-
port on S. 2007 in December was that
the child development provisions tacked
on to that bill did not provide for such
a system. I believe the bill we have intro-
duced does provide the means for estab-
lishing a consolidated, coordinated ap-
proach that can be effectively and ef-
ficiently administered. Moreover, the bill
could be implemented now.

CONSOLIDATION

In our 1970 “Report on Programs for
Early Childhood,” the task force found:

There are more than 60 Federal programs
which relate to early childhood either directly
or indirectly. This diffusion of programs has
resulted in confusion, lack of coordination,
and ineffectiveness at Federal, State, and
local levels.

We went on to recommend:

A consolidation of those programs which
provide directly for the operation of early
childhood programs should be enacted at
once.

Title I of the bill my colleagues and
I have introduced provides for consoli-
dation of child care and child develop-
ment programs under a single Federal
agency to be designated by the Presi-
dent.

It is our hope that as coordination ef-
forts get underway, recipients of Federal
moneys will not have to write individual
applications going to five, 10 or even 15
individual agencies to receive funds. In-
stead there should be a simplified mech-
anism for apply for money as well as
dispensing maoney.

PLANNING

As a result of the lack of coordination
among Federal child care programs, our
task force found in 1970 a “crazy quilt
pattern” of overlapping and duplication
that actually put some programs in the
same areas funded under separate Fed-
eral authorities in competition for the
same children. At the same time, other
areas desperately in need of child care
programs could not qualify for one or
another of the specific Federal programs.

This situation has not been alleviated
in the last 2 years. On January 26, 1972,
a copy of a study made by the General
Accounting Office to evaluate child-care
activities in the District of Columbia was
sent to every congressional office. This
report shows clearly the overlapping and
duplication of services that resulted from
legitimate application of the laws passed
by Congress. Although the study evalu-
ated child-care activities in the District
of Columbia, GAO indicated that the
same charts could probably be drawn
for every major city in the country. In
an effort to comply with laws, Federal
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departments and agencies as well as local
governments have established bureaucra-
cies which have resulted in a bewildering
duplication of agencies, efforts, and at
best uneven services ta children. Clearly
what is needed in addition to consolida-
tion and coordination as provided in title
I of our bill is a mechanism for better
planning to insure that some areas are
not totally neglected while others end
up with competing Federal programs.

The bill my colleagues and I have in-
troduced gives an overall planning role to
the States, and specifically directs States
to develop comprehensive programs
which assure that needs in all areas—
urban and rural—are met.

Planning is essential to determine what
services are needed for which children as
well. There is no evidence right now to
indicate that every single child in Amer-
ica needs exactly the kinds of services
provided under Headstart or any other
federally-funded program. We doubt
that any one set formula will answer the
needs of parents and children through-
out the country. As States look at and
evaluate their own needs, their findings
will no doubt help give Congress sound
information to help determine the di-
rection of future child development leg-

islation.
RESEARCH

In 1970 our task force found that, while
the Federal Government had invested
in research in the early child develop-
ment field, much meore research was
needed. In addition, the research that
had been done in the field was ham-
pered by the same lack of coordination

that characterized all Federal involve-
ment in the child development field. Our
task force recommended expanding Fed-
eral research efforts and providing bet-
ter coordination of these efforts.

Two years after our task force's study,
much of the Government’s research ef-
forts are still being conducted without a
master plan. Although there has been
some coordination achieved, it is our hope
that the new agency designated in title
III will be the focal point for coordinat-
ing all research activities and initiate
new research whenever and wherever
necessary to fill in any gaps which might
exist. We hope that the research au-
thorized under title III will help us gain
more basic knowledge about the needs
of individual children and how this
knowledge can be translated into actual
programs.

TRAINING

Another finding of our task force 2
years ago was, “One of the major ob-
stacles blocking the rapid expansion of
early childhood services is the lack of
qualified, trained personnel.” In our re-
port we specifically endorsed steps to en-
courage more young people to undertake
careers in early childhood development,
and also advocated greater expenditures
for training programs for both profes-
sional and paraprofessional personnel in
the early childhood field.

‘We remain convinced 2 years later that
a fundamental ingredient for success
in any program for children is the per-
sonnel who are employed in it. Whether
they are professionals with extensive col-
lege training or nonprofessionals who
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bring a basic life experience to the pro-
gram, some additional concentrated fo-
cus must be provided so that they can
better understand how and why children
learn. The training of both professional
and nonprofessional personnel in the
area of child development to meet the
needs of today’s programs. Beyond this,
we are aware that even if vast amounts
of new Federal dollars were available to
establish new child development pro-
grams, there simply are not enough
trained professionals and nonprofession-
als to do the job. Finally, if we are to
expand the Federal role in this field,
we must have trained individuals who
are prepared to step in and implement
new programs.

Title IV of the bill my colleagues and
I have introduced authorizes Federal as-
sistance for programs and projects to
train both professional and nonprofes-
sional personnel to enter the child de-
velopment field, and also authorizes a
program of inservice training for both
professionals and nonprofessionals al-
ready in the field.

Once again I want to emphasize that
my colleagues and I feel that much of
the future quality of our Nation depends
on how we enrich the lives of our chil-
dren. Our bill is an attempt to answer
many of the problems that arose during
consideration of the child development
provisions in S. 2007. I doubt that any-
one needs to be reminded of the objec-
tions that were raised across the country
to the Federal Government going into
the business of raising children. Per-
sonally I do not believe these fears were
based on a clear understanding of what
those child development provisions
sought to do. But the point is that,
whether these fears were justified or not,
they were indeed genuine and we should
not ignore them.

For this reason, our bill under title II
attempts to reassure those who had such
fears by directing the States to provide
structures which will bring about the
maximum involvement of parents.

All in all, I believe the bill which Con-
gressmen QUIE, STEIGER, and HANSEN
have introduced with me provides a
mechanism which can be realistically
implemented within the near—not dis-
tant—future. It is sad to me that so many
of the findings of our task force over 2
years ago still apply today. Obviously we
need to learn our lessons from the past
legislative history on child development
and move ahead.

I insert the provisions of the Child
Development Act, HR. 13649, at this
point:

H.R. 13649
(A bill to provide for the consolidation and
and coordination of all Federal child care
and child devalopment programs and to

insure that they will be effective to attain
their intended objectives)

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That this
Act may be cited as the “Child Development
Act”.

TITLE I—CONSOLIDATION AND
COORDINATION OF FROGRAMS

Sec. 101. The President shall take such
action as may be necessary to insure that
within one year after the date of enactment
of this Act all child care or child develop-
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ment programs carried on or assisted by the
United States are, to the maximum extent
feasible, administered by a single Federal
agency which he shall designate. The head
of the designated child develcpment agency
shall carry out his functions directly under
the supervision of the President or of the
Secretary of the executive department in
which such agency is situated and shall not
be responsible to any other officer of the
United States. Any provision of law assign-
ing functions related to child care or child
development programs to Federal officers or
agencies, other than to the designated child
development agency and its head, are hereby
made inapplicable to the extent necessary to
permit the President to take the action re-
quired by the first sentence of this section.

Sec. 102. The designated child development
agency shall be the principal agency of the
Federal government for coordination of pro-
grams or activities related to child care and
child development. Each Federal officer and
agency which is carrying on a program which
affects or is affected by child care and child
development programs, but is not adminis-
tered by the designated child development
agency, shall consult with such agency with
respect to such programs, shall coordinate
such programs or activities with those car-
ried on by such agency, and shall take such
action (mutually agreed upon by the two
agencies) as will assure that such programs
are conducted in a manner consistent with
the purpose of this Act.

Sec. 103. There are hereby authorized to
be appropriated such sums as may be neces-
sary to carry out the purposes of this title.

TITLE II—PLANNING

SEc. 201. A State, through its Governor,
may make application to the child develop-
ment agency for assistance in developing
plans for carrying out and coordinating child
care programs within that State. The plans
developed should be carried out on a State-
wide basis and assure that all programs in
both urban and rural areas of that State will
be so coordinated as to insure that all needs
within the State are met. Such plans will—

(1) provide for the identification of child
care and child development needs,

(2) provide a comprehensive program for
meeting such needs in a manner which rec-
ognizes priorities of need according to es-
tablished criterla, and

(3) provide a structure which brings about
the maximum involvement of parents in the
development of their children.

Sec. 202. There are hereby authorized to
be appropriated such sums as may be neces-
sary to carry out the purposes of this title.

TITLE III—RESEARCH

Sec. 301. Programs of the Federal govern-
ment for research in the field of child care
and child development shall be considered
child care and chlld development programs
to which section 101 applies, so that the
designated child development agency shall
be the principal agency of the Federal gov-
ernment for coordinating research in the
field of child care and child development.

BSec. 302. In addition to research carried
out under authority of other laws the desig-
nated child development agency shall, to the
extent such research is not being conducted
by other agencies, either directly or by grant
or contract, conduct research in the fleld of
child care and child development. Such re-
search shall give special emphasis to—

(1) determining the method of carrying
out programs which will yleld the greatest
benefits,

(2) determining the content of programs
which will be most beneficial in meeting the
needs of children,

(3) devising means of evaluating programs
which will permit determinations of the type
referred to in paragraphs (1) and (2) on a
basis which will permit the objective valida-
tion, and
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(4) developing means to determine the
needs of individual children in particular
areas such as education, soclalization, nutri-
tion, and medical services, so as to permit
modeling programs to fit the needs of par-
ticular children.

Sec. 303. In addition to its other research
activities, the designated child development
agency shall name a speclal study to estab-
lish national objectives in the field of child
care and child development which are achiev-
able through the application of existing
knowledge in the field and in light of the
number of trained and experienced personnel
who are or will be available to participate
in child care and child development pro-
grams. A report containing the results of
such special study shall be submitted to the
President and to the Congress on or before
July 1, 1974.

Sec. 304. There are hereby authorized
be appropriated such sums as may be neces-
sary to carry out the purposes of this title.
TITLE IV—TRAINING OF CHILD CARE
AND CHILD DEVELOPMENT PERSONNEL

SEc. 401. Section 532 of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 is amended by adding at
the end thereof the following sentence:
“There s additionally authorized to be ap-
propriated such sums as may be necessary
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1973, for
programs and projects under this part to
train or retrain professional personnel for
child care and child development programs,
and such sums as may be necessary for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1973, for programs
and projects under this part to train or re-
train nonprofessional personnel for child
care and child development programs.

Sec. 402. The Secretary of Health, Educa-
tion and Welfare is authorized to award
grants to individuals employed in child care
and child development programs for the pur-
poses of meeting the costs of inservice train-
ing for professional and nonprofessional per-
sonnel to be conducted by an agency Carry-
ing on a child care or child development pro-
gram, by a community or higher education
institution, or by a combination thereof.

SEc, 403. There is authorized to be appro-
priated for the purposes of section 402 such
sums as may be necessary for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1973, and for each succeed-
ing fiscal year.

————————

STATUS REPORT ON NASA INTER-
NATIONAL PROGRAMS IN SPACE
COMMUNICATIONS

HON. CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, in 1969
and 1970, the Subcommittee on National
Security Policy and Scientific Develop-
ments of the House Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee held extensive hearings into the
subject of space communications and
their international implications.

As a result of those hearings and a sub-
sequent study mission to Latin America
by subcommittee members, a provision
was added to the Foreign Assistance Act
calling on the United States to provide
assistance internationally for “programs
of peaceful communications.”

Since that time the subcommittee has
continued to monitor U.S. activities in
this field by requesting periodic status
reports from the U.S. executive agencies
involved. Recently I received the 1972
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status report in this area from the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration.

The report describes ongoing pro-
grams in space communications now
being conducted with India, Brazil and
Canada.

In the belief that these projects will be
of general interests in my colleagues in
the House, I am including at this point
in the Recorp the text of the report and
the covering letter from NASA.

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS
AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, D.C., February 24, 1972.

Hon, CLEMENT J, ZABLOCKT,

Chairman, Subcommittee on National Se-
curity Policy and Scientific Develop-
ments, Committee on Foreign Affairs,
gouse of Representatives, Washington,

.C.

Dear Me, ZaBLockI: In response to your
recent request, I am pleased to send you the
attached Status Report on NASA Interna-
tional Programs in Space Communications
for the information of the Subcommittee on
National Security Policy and Scientific De-
velopments.

If I can be of any further assistance, please
let me know.

Bincerely,
Arnorp W. FRUTKIN,
Assistant Adminisirator for Interna-
tional Affairs.
STATUS REPORT ON NASA INTERNATIONAL PrRO-
GRAMS IN SPACE COMMUNICATIONS

There are at present two major NASA in-
ternational cooperative experiments in space
communications—one with India for a one-
year Satellite Instructional Television Ex-
periment (SITE) and the other with the
Canadian Department of Communications
(DOC) for the development, fabrication and
launching of a Communications Technology
Satellite (CTS). NASA is also cooperating
with Brazil in a volce and data link experl-
ment using the ATS-III satellite and is con-
sidering with Brazil a basis for experimental
use the ATS-F spacecraft. In addition to
these cooperative projects, NASA will launch
two Canadian domestic operational com-
munications satellites (ANIK) on a cost-
relmbursable basis. Each of these efforts has
been described to the Subcommittee in pre-
vious years’ hearings; the following sum-
marizes the current status of each project.
INDIA-UNITED STATES SATELLITE INSTRUCTIONAL

TELEVISION EXPERIMENT (SITE)

The SITE experiment is made possible by
the development of the ATS-F and G satel-
lites, which will have considerably more pow-
er than earlier communications satellites.
Terms of the cooperative project, which in-
volves no export of US funds, are set forth
in a September 19690 Memorandum of Un-
derstanding between NASA and the Indian
Department of Atomic Energy. The experi-
ment will commence approximately one year
after the ATS-F satellite s launched and will
last for one year. TV signals will be trans-
mitted from an Indian ground station at
Ahmedabad via the spacecraft directly to
some 2,000 village receivers, each augmented
by a small 7-10 foot ground antenna, a pre-
amplifier and a frequency converter. An ad-
ditional 3,000 villages will have conventional
TV sets to receive the program via ground
relay stations located at Delhi, Srinagar,
Bombay and Madras.

India 1s responsible for the ground seg-
ment including the transmitting stations, the
TV receivers, antennas, pre-amplifiers and
frequency converters, and the TV program
material. The Indlan Space Research Or-
ganization (ISRO) is designing, developing,
procuring and installing the hardward ele-
ments for the ground segment. All India
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Radio (AIR) of the Ministry of Information
and Broadcasting is preparing the TV pro-
gram material with the advice and assist-
ance of the Ministeries of Agriculture, Edu-
cation, Health and Family Planning.

Approximately one year after launching,
NASA will move the satellite from its initial
position in synchronous orbit at 94°W to
35°E where 1t will be in view of India. It
will then be avallable to India for the SITE
experiment from 4-6 hours a day. Other
NASA communications, navigation, meteoro=-
logical and sclentific experiments will be
conducted at other times.

During 1971, construction of the thermal-
structural model of the spacecaft was com-
pleted by Falrchild Industries and vacuum
testing of this unit was successfully com-
pleted. Structural tests will be run the first
quarter of 1972, The engineering model for
the SITE transponder (860MHz) was fabri-
cated and is under test. The NASA tracking
and data acquisition facility near Madrid was
tentatively selected as the location for ground
facilities to control the ATS-F spacecraft
during the SITE experiment.

Indian engineers continued on-the-job
training and project assignments at the
NASA Goddard Space Flight Center. Specl-
fications for the ground receivers and re-
diffusion terminals have been determined by
ISRO. Selection has been made for the pro-
duction of the solid state TV recelvers using
one of several competing indigenous Indian
designs. Two low-cost community antennas
built by India will be shipped to the U.S.
during 1872 for testing and evaluation at
the Goddard Space Flight Center. Design
work continues on the front-end converters,
and a batch production facility is planned
for these converters at Ahmedabad. Expan-
sion and upgrading of the ESCES up-link
terminal at Ahmedabad began in August
1971. A back-up to this station, India is plan-
ning to construct an B5-foot-aperture ter-
minal near New Delhi to be completed in
1974.

TV program production will be done pri-
marily at the existing VHF TV station in
Delhi and secondarily at stations planned
for Srinagar, Bombay, Madras, Calcutta and
Lucknow (to be commissioned 1972-74). In
addition, special field production centers will
be established in each village cluster for
local programming.

From the Indian point of view, the SITE
experiment will serve as a valuable precursor
to their planned operational satellite tele=-
communications system, designated INSAT.
Plans for this system were included in the
Indian 10-year space plan approved by the
Government of India during 1871. INSAT
project planning has begun at ISRO's Space
Science and Technology Center in Trivan-
drum. Three satellites are currently planned.
Procurement of the first two operational
satellites would be from contractors outside
India, probably in the United States, with
the third spacecraft to be built in India.
BRAZILIAN EDUCATIONAL TELEVISION PROPOSAL

Brazil’'s ProJect BACI (Advanced Satellite
for Interdisciplinary Communications) con=-
templates three phases: Phase 1—a voice and
data link experiment, already approved,
which utilizes the ATS-III satellite for com~
munications between the Brazilian Instituto
de Pesquisas Espacias (INPE—formerly
CNAE) and Stanford University; Phase 2—
a proposed demonstration broadcast experi-
ment via ground communication links and
the ATS-F satellite to 500 elementary schools
in the state of Rio Grande de Norte; Phase
3—a nationwide educational TV broadcast
system via a Brazillan-owned and operated
(educational and  telecommunications)
satellite.

For Phase 1, NASA Is providing access to
the ATS-III satellite VHF transponder for a
cooperative experiment involving two-way
voice and data transmissions between Stan-
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ford University and INPE for up to six hours
a week for 3-6 months. The preliminary
experiment checkout and preparation has
been conducted and the planned program
transmission is expected to begin with the
Stanford spring semester.

With respect to Phase 2, NASA in 1070
determined that an INPE proposal to use the
860 MHz ATS-F transponder was tech-
nically viable and desirable as a possible
cooperative project subject to the schedule
requirements and priorities of other experi-
ments planned while the satellite is in the
Western Hemisphere.

As a result of the August 1971 World Ad-
ministrative Radio Conference for Space
Telecommunications (WARC-ST) frequency
allocation decislons and the addition of an
S-Band transponder to the ATS-F spacecraft,
INPE has recently submitted a revised SACI
proposal to use the S-Band for the experl-
ment. This is currently under review.

As part of the pre-Phase 2 operations, INPE
will begin in March an experimental trans-
mission—via terrestrial means—of educa-
tional radio and TV programs into many of
the Rio Grande de Norte schools which would
participate in the proposed ATS-F experi-
ment. Programs will be broadcast via a TV
station recently installed at Natal and three
radio stations (in Natal, Mossow, and Calco).

CANADA-UNITED STATES COMMUNICATIONS
TECHNOLOGY SATELLITE (CTS) PROJECT

In this cooperative project with the Cana-
dian Department of Communications (DOC),
NASA will launch a Communications Tech-
nology Satellite (CTS) into a geostationary
orbit in 1975 for experimentation directly
with earth stations in Canada and the
United States.

The overall objective of the CTS project is
to advance the state of the art in spacecraft
and related ground-based technologies rele-
vant to communications and other satellite
application systems. The satellite will permit
broadcast and distribution experimentation
at a frequency band between 11.7 to 12.2 GHz
on the satellite-to-earth link in both the US
and Canada. This band was allocated for the
Broadcasting Satellite Service at the World
Administrative Radio Conference in 1971.
Under study for CTS experimentation is a
broad spectrum of experiments to develop
and test techniques for services to small
villages, including community TV and audlo
broadcast, two-way volce communications,
and data linking and distribution including
facsimile, which will have potential future
applications for the US in Alaska and for
Canada in its outlying northern areas.

In addition to these communications ex-
periments, the CTS spacecraft will include
these technology experiments:

(1) a 200-watt superefliciency 12 GHz
transmitter,

(2) unfurlable solar arrays with initial
power capability larger than one kilowatt,

(3) liguid metal slip rings for power trans-
fer across rotary joints,

(4) an electric propulsion system for
spacecraft keeping; and

(5) an accurate stabilization system for a
spacecraft with flexible extended solar
Arrays.

NASA responsibilities include provision of
& Thor-Delta class launching, development
and test of the superefficiency power tube
and testing of the completed spacecraft.
Canada will fund, develop, and construct all
other experiments. Canada will also be re-
sponsible for the spacecraft design, fabrica-
tion, Integration, and systems testing, as
well as for tracking, data acquisition and
command and control of the spacecraft after
it achieves geostationary orbit.

US and Canadian experiments will be con-
ducted on a 50/50 time-shared basis. All
sclentific and technical results will be shared
and made generally available through publi-
cation in established channels. As in the case
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of other NASA cooperative projects, there
will be no exchange of funds between the
DOC and NASA. Since the conclusion of the
agreement in April, 1971, the Steering Com-
mittee has appointed a Joint Weight Review
and Control Board, which has established
the baseline weight for the spacecraft within
the capabilities of the launch vehicle. The
Canadians have sent out Requests for Pro-
posals (RFP's) for the subsystems under
their responsibility and will begin letting
contracts soon. NASA has Issued RFP's on
the travellng wave tube (TWT) and the as-
sociated power supply. Contractor selection
is expected shortly.
CANADA UNITED STATES REIMBURSABLE
LAUNCHING AGREEMENT

In May 1971, NASA concluded an agree-
ment with TELESAT Canada (Canadian Cor-
poration for Telecommunications by Satel-
lite), a quasi-governmental corporation, for
the lauching of two Canadian domestic
communications satellites on a reimbursable
basis. NASA will provide the Thor-Delta class
launch vehicles, related launch services, and
some tracking and computer support. The
two satellites will be launched from the East-
ern Test Range in the 1972-3 time period.

The first satellite, ANIE-A, is scheduled for
launch in October 1972.

THE RED CHINESE DOPE PUSHERS

HON. JOHN R. RARICK

OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. RARICEK. Mr. Speaker, somewhat
hidden by the administration’s courtship
of Communist China is the fact that the
Red Chinese have become one of the ma-
jor suppliers of dangerous drugs in the
international drug market. There is evi-
dence to indicate that “worldwide dis-
tribution of drugs has now far exceeded
exportation of the quotations of Mao
Tse-tung.”

I insert an article by Ch'in Yung-fa,
specialist in Chinese Communist Military
Affairs, entitled “The Economic and Po-
litical Significance of Chinese Communist
Production and Exportation of Danger-
ous Drugs,” which appeared in the March
1972 issue of Issues and Studies, in the
REecorbp at this point.

THE ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL SIGNIFICANCE OF
CHINESE COMMUNIST PRODUCTION AND EXx-
PORTATION OF DANGEROUS DRUGS

(By Ch'in Yung-fa)
1. FOREWORD

The Chinese Communists’ policy on the
production of dangerous drugs was lald down
in 1928 by Mao Tse-tung. Forced cultivation
of pcppy plants, which were processed into
opium, morphine and heroin, was coordinated
with Mao’s strategy for Communist seizure
of power by armed force. Production of these
drugs was an important economic resource
for the Chinese Communists in securing
materials they needed during their initial
rebellion against the National Government,
and for their eventual selzure of power in
mainland China. Since the establishment of
the Peiping regime, exportation of dangerous
drugs on a global scale has become one of the
most, iImportant national policies of the Chi-
nese Communists.

Today, mainland China has become one of
the malor supplies of dangerous drugs in the
international drug market. Drugs and the
“Mao Quotations” have served as the major
Maoist instruments in corrupting both the
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health and minds of innocent people in many
parts of the world. Moreover, worldwide dis-
tribution of drugs has now far exceeded ex-
portation of the Quotations of Mao Tse-tung.
The drugs are readily available on the inter-
national drug market, including those of the
United States and the Soviet Union.

II. THE CHINESE COMMUNIST DRUG POLICY

1. Kiangsi (Chingkangshan) Period: 1828-
1034.

In March 1928 when Mao Tse-tung and his
Communist followers took refuge in Kiang-
sl and there established the so-called “soviet
government,” Communist cadres were ordered
to cultivate opium in large quantities in an
effort to secure needed materials, demoralize
the “white area,” save the crumbling “Red
Army,” and restore Communist armed force
in order to continue their struggle. However,
their effort was greatly hampered by the Gov-
ernment's five “encirclement and extermina-
tion" campaigns. Drug traffic was also cur-
tailed because of blocking by the government
troops. As a result, no significant exportation
of drugs was achleved during this initial
period.,

2. Yenan Perlod: 1935-1949

In 1935 when the Communist troops oc-
cupled northern Shansi, Mao Tse-tung, in his
effort to expand Communist armed rebel=
lion, handed down an overall plan for pro-
ducing and selling opium. At the beginning
of the Sino-Japanese war in 1937, drugs
were obtained from the Japanese-controlled
areas such as Shansi and Sulyuan Provinces
and resold on a retail basis. Later, orders
were given to Wang Cheng, commander of
the 359th brigade of the 120th Division under
Ho Lung, (Wang was “Minister of Land
Reclamation™ before the Cultural Revolu-
tion) to intensify cultivation of opium in
Nanniwan in the eastern and southern part
of Yenan. To promote oplum production,
farmers in the Yenan area were told that
poppy plants could be refined into oil, to-
bacco, and kitchen wood. They were thus per-
suaded that as long as they refrained from
smoking opium, cultivation of poppy plants
could be useful rather than harmful to them.
Furthermore, specific areas were demarcated
for cultlvation of poppy plants and farmers
were forced to deliver certaln amounts of
their products at specified dates, Around 1941
when the Communists occupied the border
region of Shansi, Kansu, and Ninghsia, poppy
plants were cultivated in many parts of
these provinces except along the highway
areas where they might be discovered. Major
opium production regions include: in north-
ern Shensi: Lu County, Tingpien, Chingpien,
Yenchuan, and along the Yenchang area; in
northern Shansi: Hsin County, Eolan, Paote,
Hochil, and Pienkuan area; in eastern kansu:
Hosui, Ch'ingyang areas, Tiensul and Huan
County, Yenchih and other places along the
border region in Shensi and Ninghsia. In
1942, according to preliminary estimates,
more than 13,200 mou of land was used to
cultivate poppy plants in the following coun-
tles In northern Bhensl: Shunhua, Chuyl,
Yichuin, Lu County, Eanchuan, Yenchang,
Yenchuan, Anting Sulte, Michih, Hsia Coun-
ty, Hengshan, and Chingpien; 7,000 mou in
Chengning and Chingyang in eastern Kansu;
more than 4000 mou in Hochu in western
Shansi; and about 47,000 mou in Ling Coun-
ty, Hsin County, and Paote County in western
Shansi. In 1948, 40 per cent of the arable
land in Chingchien, Suite, Michih and Hsia
County in northern Shensi was used for
planting popples. During the same period,
cultivation of tobacco seeds in Kanchuan and
Anting in northern Shensi had exceeded 39
tan.

In 1938 in northern Shensi, the Commu=-
nists promulgated a regulation on the collec-
tion and distribution of opium between the
farmers and the Communist authorities. The
regulation stipulated among other things
that two-thirds of the product would go to
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the Communist authorities and the other
one-third to the farmers. The portion al-
lotted to the farmers, however, had to be
sold to Communist authorities and free sell-
ing of opium by the farmers was strictly
prohibited. In 1942, new regulations on col-
lection and distribution of poppy plants
were announced in an effort to encourage
intensive cultivation on the part of the
farmers. The regulation included, among
other things, the following items:

(1) Two-thirds of the poppy products
would go to the Communist authorities and
one-third to the individual landlords when
production exceeded 60 liang. Total al-
location to the individual landlords, however,
must not exceed 1,000 liang. Sale of this por-
tion in the Communist-controlled border area
was strictly prohibited.

(2) Seventy liang would go to the indi-
vidual landlords when production exceeded
700 liang: two-thirds of the remainder would
go to the Communist authorities and one-
third to the farmers. 80 liang would go to the
individual landlords when production ex-
ceeded 800 liang; two-thirds of the remainder
would go to the Communist authorities and
one-third to the farmers.

(3) Fifteen out of each 100 liang would go
to the individual landlords when production
reached 1,000 to 5,000 liang; two-thirds of
the remainder would go to the Communist
authorities acd one-third to the farmers.

PFurthermote, in order to improve planting
technique, experienced farmers were re-
cruited in Hsia County and Wupao and sent
to other regions as supervisors. Each of these
specialized furmers received the handsome
sum of 2,700 sllver dollars monthly.

Opium collected by the Communist bor-
der authorities was delivered to “Yenan Lo-
cal Products Company” where armed escorts
were provided and the product was sold to
merchants in the government-controlled

areas. These opium traders were also in-
structed to buy materials out of the trans-

actlons they made and re-exchange these
materials with opium upon their return to
the Communist-controlled border areas.
Around 1942, opium markets were set up in
every opium-producing county. Six or ten
oplum markets were established in each
county depending on the amount of arable
land for cultivation. Each market had a spe-
cial ‘guest-house’ to be used as a bartering
place (oplum bartered for materials) by
opium-traders from the government-con-
trolled areas. Special benefits were offered
to those opium traders who managed to bar-
ter more goods. During this period, armed
escorts for opium traders were provided by
way of the following three major regions:

(1) Oplum traders reached Communist-
controlled northeastern China from Com-
munist-controlled border regions by way of
the Yellow River all the way eastward
through Shansi, Hopei and Honan.

(2) Opium traders reached Sulyuan and
Winghsia Provinces from Communist-con-
trolled border regions; they alsc reached the
Government rear areas from Chengyuan,
Kansu, by way of Pingchuan to Changwu,
Hsingcheng to Pingliang, and from Taiping
to Chingchuan and Lingtal. Each year dur-
ing the barter season on May 5 to May 10, the
opium traders also took the opportunity to
dump large quantities of opium in many
market places in many counties.

(3) Retall sales of oplum were also made
in Shensi and Kansu Province from the Com-
munist-controlled regions.

During the Sino-Japanese war, the Com-
munists took advantage of the situation in
the Japanese-controlled rear area by estab-
lishing *"local government"” and cultivating
opium in large quantities. For example, in-
tensive cultivation of opium was made in
such Communist-controlled areas as Wel-
yang, Talkang and Hsilhwa. In Chingho
Cheng, the “Hual-Tal-Hsl County” was es-
tablished which was directly under the juris-
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diction of the Hopel-Shantung-Honan Com-
munist “border government."” Intensive pro=-
duction of opium was also carried on in these
regions. On July 9, 1945, the “Provisional
Rules for Opium Taxation and Control in
Huai-Tai-Hsl County” was promulgated (See
Appendix 1). This regulation provides gen-
eral information on Communist policy on
production of opium in the so-called “liber-
ated area.”

In 1945 when the Communists began to ex-
pand their nation-wide armed rebellion,
opium was used as reserved capital by banks
for issuing paper money in the “liberated
area.” Farmers were also given the green
light to cultivate poppy plants without much
interference. Furthermore, in 1947 each
militia was ordered to cultivate one mou of
poppies in fertile and safe regions. In many
areas, chemical factories were bullt for
manufacturing morphine and heroin, Com-
munist agents, disgulsing themselves as busi-
nessmen, bartered these products for muni-
tions and materials in the government-con-
trolled areas. Such practices greatly aided
Communist military operations against the
Government forces.

3, The Perlod Since the Establishment of
the Communist Regime: 1950—to the present

(1) Organs in Charge of the Production
and Sale of Dangerous Drugs

Around 1949, each local and regional mili-
tary commander was held responsible for the
production of opium. Profits from the sale
of opium were to be used for paying and
feeding soldiers. Later, however, production
and management were brought under the
control of the “Ministry of Finance” because
of widespread corruption. As cultivation, pro-
duction and transportation of drugs speedily
increased, drug administration policy was as-
signed and coordinated among the following
eleven departments:

A. “Ministry for Land Reclamation”: Re-
sponsible for cultivation of drugs through
immigration and reclamation in border
region.

B. “Ministry of Agriculture”: Responsible
for cultivation of drugs and improvement of
laboratory research in state operated farms.

C. “Ministry of Education’: Responsibie
for improving production and laboratory re-
search.

D. “Committee for Prevention of Waste":
Responsible for supervision and increment of
drug production.

E. “Ministry of Commerce”: Responsible
for collection and sale of drugs by each “Spe-
clal Loecal Product Company.”

F. “Bureau for Preservation of National
Resources”: Responsible for protection o.
drugs.

G. “Central Production Management Com-
mittee”: Responsible for drug manufacture.

H. “Ministry of Pubiic Security”. Respon-
sible for supervising and protecting drug
production.

I. “Ministry of Finance'; Responsible for
supervising drug taxation.

J. “Ministry of Foreign Trade": Respon-
sible for supervising all affillated “Foreign
Trade Companies” and for exporting drugs.

K. “Ministry of Foreign Affairs”: Respon-
sible for promoting drug exportations.

(2) Production and Sale of Drugs in Yun-
nan Province.

On February 1950 when the Communist
troops led by Ch'en Keng and Sung Jen-
ch'ung entered Yunnan Province, they
brought large quantities of drugs to Kun-
ming for sale. Since very little profit was
gained, oplum was transported by men and
animals to Burma. From there it was trans-
ported to Rangoon via Mandalay and then to
northern Thailand for sale. This marked the
beginning of Communist dumping of drugs
in Southeast Asia by way of Yunnan Prov-
ince.

During their early occupation of Yunnan
Province, the Communists, stressing the
unique topology there, prohibited opium
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smoking but allowed opium cultivation. Be-
ginning in 1851, Loping, EKwangnan, Fun-
ning, Yensan Chiupel and Luhsi in northern
Yunnan were designated as a ‘“speclal zone"
for opium cultivation. Products were pro=
cured at official prices by the “Special Prod-
ucts Management Committee” of the “peo-
ple’s government” in each county. These
products were then exported by the “¥Yun-
nan Provincial Trading Company.” In 1952,
official prices for opium produced in Yun-
nan, Eweichow and Ewangsi were set as fol-
lows: Yunnan products—60,000 old JMP
(10,000 old JMP equals one new JMP) for
each liang.

Kweichow products—65,000 old JMP for
each lang.

Kwangsl products—58,000 old JMP for
each liang.

Beginning in 1953, all oplum producing
lands in Yunnan Province were “national-
ized” and experienced farmers were hired to
supervise production work. Ninety nine per
cent of the product went to the Communist
authorities and only one per cent was al-
loted to the farmers. Since 1953, more than
250,000 liang of opium have been exported
each month by the “Yunnan Provincial
Tradire Company."

At the present time, the following coun-
ties have been designated by the Chinese
Communists as major opium producing
Areas:

In eastern Yunnan: Loping, Kwangnan,
Funing, Makuan, Wensan, Yensan, Chiupei
and Luhsi.

In southern Yunnan: Ningerl, Shihfang,
Chengyue, Lanchang, Changyuan, and Shu-
angchiang.

In western Yunnan: Kungsan, Lichiang,
Huoching, Tali, Chingtung, Kenma, Cheng-
kang, Lungling, Ruyli, and Lungchuan.

The tota! area of land used for cultivation
of opium in these places was above one mil-
lion mou. In September 1970, the Mengpang
Village Revolutionary Committee in Mengla
County organized a 500-man production
team to cultivate poppy plants in the vi-
cinity of Sula Village under the supervision
of a company of Red soldiers. Most of the
“state-operated farms” in Yunnan Province
also engaged in opium cultivation. Morphine
and heroin processing factorles, including
ten big pharmaceutical factories have been
built in Yunnan Province. They include the
“Special Materials Processing Factory of
China Chemical Company"” in Kunming, and
the “Yunnan Chemical Factory” of the
“China Pharmaceutical Company” in Tall.
Opium imported from the Burmese border
region was processed and re-exported.

III. CURRENT PRODUCTION WORK
1. Cultivation area

(1) Ordinary cultivation area—This in-
cludes an area of 5,830,000 mou in the moun-
tain regions in 22 provinces. Cultivation is
directed and supervised by the “people’s
government.” Cultivators may apply, on a
credit basis, for poppy seeds, fertilizers, and
farming tools at the local “people's bank.”
Products, however, are to be procured by the
Communist authorities at official rates or no
the basis of advanced agreement. Unauthor-
ized sales are strictly prohibited. In the
region where the area of cultivation exceeds
500 mou, one or two agricultural department
representatives are sent to supervise produc-
tion and determine personnel records. Pun-
ishments are Inflicted on those who fall to
reach their production goal, while those who
surpass their production goals are halled as
“production heroes” and “model workers”
and given extra benefits.

(2) Special cultivation area—The speclal
cultivation area or the so-called “state-op-
erated” area, totals about four million moun
(8ee Appendix III). Varlous agencies such as
public clinics, the agricultural department,
the border garrison and sclentific research
agencies were jointly involved in mapping




7944

planting policy. For example, the “Chinese
Academy of Bclences,” Agricultural Sclence
Institute, Anhwel School of Agriculture,
Kweichow School of Agriculture, Hsipel
School of Agriculture, Yuman University,
Szechwan University and the Yunnan Ad-
vanced School of Agriculture were assigned
to do research to improve poppy seeds.
“Model farmers” were sent to various prov-
inces to “exchange experience” with others,
and propaganda teams were dispatched on a
nation-wide campaign to explain various
cultivation methods.

2. Annual Production

(1) It is estimated that the Chinese Com-
munists process about 10,000 tons of nar-
cotics a year. From 1952 to 1957 the annual
production and sale totaled about 2,000 tons,
but it increased to 8,000 tons a year between
1958 and 1964. From 1965 to the present the
annual export has been 10,000 tons, earning
a net profit of over US$800 million per year.

(2) In 1950 experts on narcotic produc-
tion, including those from the Soviet Unlon,
were assigned to about 30 “processing fac-
tories for special products” in Pelping, Tien-
tsin, Darien, Mukden, Chingchow, EKuopei-
kuo, Yenchi, Shanghai, Hangchow, Hankuo,
Chingking, Tihua, Lahasa, Eangting, Eun-
ming and Canton. (See Appendices IV and
V for the names of the factories and their
products,)

IV. CURRENT EXPORT SITUATION
1. Exportation Methods

Peiping-produced narcotics are usually
smuggled to wvarlous places by such orga-
nizations as “export companies for native
products” in mainland China and “native
products companies™ overseas.

(1) Agencies In Hongkong and Macao—In
1951 a “station for exporting marcotics™ was
set up in Wanchi Village, Chungshan Coun-
ty, Kwangtung, bordering Macao. It instruct-
ed “native products companies” in Hongkong
and Macao to sign contracts with local smug-
glers, who would then secretly enter the “safe
area” to handle the “goods.” “Yu Lien Com-
pany" in Macao operated by Li Shen-chih
was the forelgn headquarters for selling Peip-
ing narcotics, with branches in Hanoi and
Bangkok. Later the company was enlarged
into the “Macao Yu Lien Company, Limited"
financed by Ho Hsien-che, board chairman of
the “Macao Chinese Chamber of Commerce"
and a “Special reception Committee” member
the “Chinese People's Political Consultative
Conference.” The person actusally in charge
was Tsul Te-ch’l, board vice chairman of the
“Macao Chinese Chamber of Commerce” and
member of the Kwangtung Provincial Com-
mittee of the “Chinese People's Pollitical
Consultative Conference,” he was assisted by
Huang Shen and Ch'en Man. After the United
Nations warned against the Communist at-
tempt to narcotize the world in 1952, the
Maoists abolished the “station for exporting
narcotics” in Chungshan County, Kwang-
tung and decided to label narcotics “special
products.” A trade company for “native spe-
cial products” was established in Peiping
under the joint supervision of the CCP Cen-
tral Committee, the “Foreign Ministry” and
the “Ministry of Foreign Trade.” The com-
merclal attaches of Pelping's foreign diplo-
matic missions were responsible for selling
narcotics and for improving the smuggling
method.

(2) Smuggling Activities In Hongkong—
On October 15, 1970, the chief of the narcotic
investigation division of the Hongkong Police
revealed that large quantities of narcotics
were seized in 1960 by the Hongkong police,
including 10,500 1bs. of opium, 310 1bs, of
heroin and 250 1bs. of morphine. All persons
involved were punished according to regula-
tions. However, the police officlal sald that
to avold political issues, all Chinese Commu-
nists arrested had been released. Because of
the increasing vigllance of the Hongkong
police, drugs smuggled into the British colony
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from other places had recently decreased and
Hongkong dealers had to turn to Singapore,
Malaysla and Thailand for their narcotic sup-
ply. In the first half of 1969 oplum was sold
at 90 Hongkong dollars per ounce; in the
latter half, the price fell to HE#60. Heroin
was sold at HE$190 per ounce and morphine
at HE#$350. The “Hua Jen Company” in
Hongkong, similar to the “Yu Lien Company”
in Macsao, is led by high-ranking members
of the “Hongkong Chinese Chamber of Com-
merce” and members of the “Chinese People's
Political Consultative Conference.” It has
branches in Bangkok “where the *“9089."
“Camel” and “5556" brands of heroin have
been produced.

(3) Collaboration with the Burmese Com-
munists—The Chinese Communists have
long been using minority nationalities in
the border area called “the zone outside of
every jurisdiction” of Yunnan, Burma and
Thailand to engaged In the smuggling of
“special goods.” The profits have been used
to finance the rebellious activities of Ka-
chins, Karens and Shans against the Burmese
government on the one hand and to sup-
port the Burmese Communists on the other.
Wang Ch’eng, trade representative of the
PLA units in Yunnan, met P'eng Chia-
sheng, leader of the Burmese Communists in
April 1970, to discuss plans for setting up
& processing factory near Eangnan. It was
also agreed that Wang would send morphine
processed In Eunming to P'eng, who then
shipped oplum produced in Burma to Eun-
ming for processing. According to travelers
who returned to Hongkong from EKunming
in September 1970, the free market for nar-
cotles in Eunming had gone underground
and had attracted many dealers from Shang-
hal, Nanking and Chunking.

2. Smuggling routes

At present the exported narcotics are from
mainland China through four main routes:

(1) East China route—Shanghai is the
main center, Amoy the second export port,
and Hongkong the transferring post. From
Hongkong, the narcotics are delivered to the
Middle East, Australia, Europe, America,
Southeast Asia, and sometimes Talwan.

(2) South China route—Canton is the
main center, and Shenchuan, Shihchi, Hu-
men, Nanton, Chungshan, Shehkou, Lachi-
wel, and Hainan are the export stations,
Hongkong and Macao are the main desti-
nations. Motor boats are used as the main
transportation from Humen and Nantou to
Hongkong and Macao., The narcotics are
first delivered to Inner Lingting Island, and
then to Macao or Tayushan, an off shore lis-
land of Hongkong. From Tayushan they are
delivered to Kowloon or Hongkong by small
speed boats. In Macao, Nankuang Hong
(company) is the headquarters of narcotics
transaction and the minimum quantity of
purchase is 10,000 ounces. The delivery of
goods 1s usually made on the high seas near
Tankanshan, which is very close to Macao.
In Hongkong, narcotics dealers are mostly
influencial and well-financed corporatlions.

Another export statlon was set up on
Lachiwel Island (near Hongkong and Macao)
in November 1969 with docks and warehouses,
which were completed in April 1970. Nar-
cotics are transported from Canton by gun-
boats, packed in wooden cases with seals
of “Ministry of Defense.” Deliveries are made
four to six times monthly. The docks are
marked as forbidden areas until the nar-
cotics are taken away by forelgn ships
through previous arrangements.

(3) West China route (also called the
Southeast Aslan route)—Chehll, Lungchuan,
Tengchung, and Wanting are the main
centers. Goods are transported via the bor-
der areas of Vietnam, Laos, and Burma to
Burma, Cambodia, Laos, South Vietnam,
Thailand, Malaysia and Singapore. They may
also be transferred to Indonesia, Hongkong,
Macao and other places. Some may be trans-
ported via North Vietnam to Cuba, Albania,
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and some of the African countrles. Accord-
ing to the Hsingchou Daily and the Nanyang
Daily, narcotics dealers consider the route
from Yunnan via Thailand to Singapore and
Malaysia as most profitable and call it the
“golden throat.” This route has therefore
become the main line of the Chinese Com-
munists™ narcotics distribution to the free
world.

(4) North China route—Tientsin is the
center; Tsingtao, Welhalwel, and Dairen are
the export ports; and Japan and Korea are
the main destinations. Transferring stations
have been set up in Kyushu, Hokkaldo, Eobe
and Osaka, where the Japanese Communists
are rather active. The goods may also be
transported via North Korea to East Ger-
many and then to European countries, or
via North Korea to Cuba. Albania and cer-
taln African countries and then to other
countries.

3. Smuggling methods

Various methods are used for smuggling:

(1) Seamen and pilots are used as carriers;
secret places on board ship are designed to
hide the goods.

(2) Small fishing boats are used for trans-
portation at night; the goods are unloaded
at quiet coastal spots, or left in water with
floats walting to be picked up by divers.

(3) Goods are parachuted from small air-
planes at designated spots at night.

(4) Submarines are sometimes used to de-
liver the goods to thelr destination.

(5) Narcotics may be mixed with flour,
spice, sugar or soap. After delivery, tech-
gichms dissolve the mixture and extract the

rug.

(8) Cotton cloth is soaked in liquid mor-
phine and then dried. The morphine can be
extracted after delivery.

(7) Narcotics may be packed with other
goods in tins, toothpaste tubes, plaster fig-
ures, or other commodities.

(8) Coffins, dead bodies and even open
wounds are sometimes used as hiding places.

{(9) The carrier may hide narcoties in his
anus, in female private organs, or in a special
layer fixed in suitcases.

(10) The opportunity of official visits made
by diplomats, trade missions, goodwill dele-
gatlons, cultural exchange groups, or tour=
ists may be used.

(11) Bribery may be used, or sometimea
tourists are made to carry narcotics with-
out thelr knowledge.

(12) After delivery, the goods are stored
in manv different places. Direct contact be-
tween tne responsible Communist cadres and
the agents, between the agents and the dis-
tribunuwrs, and between distributors and re-
taller= is always avoided. It is, therefore, dif-
ficur for the police to track down the whole
netwnrk,

V. ECONOMIC SIGNIFICANCE
1. To earn foreign exchange

(1» Tn 1952 officials of the Chinese Com-=-
munuwst “State Planning Commission,” “PFi-
nance Ministry” and “Ministry of Foreign
Trade"” held a secret meeting in Peiping, at-
tended by local cadres primarily from South-
west and South China; the purpose was to
discuss how to use earnings from exporting
narcotics {0 Increase state revenues. After
the meeting measures were taken to insure
that narcotics would become one of the three
major financial resources for the Communist
regime, namely, “white goods” referring to
rice, wheat and cotton, “yellow goods" re-
ferring to gold, silver, U.S. dollars and bonds,
and “black goods” referring to opium. Ac-
cording to an article entitled ‘“The Inside
Story of the Chinese Communists’ Sale of
Narcotics" written by a former high-rank-
ing CCP cadre and published in the Hong-
kong Times on December 12, 1950, the “white
goods” were used to pay the salaries of mili-
tary personnel, government employees and
teachers, the "yellow goods” to finance con-
struction and military projects and the
“black goods” to pay for part of military
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expenditures and secret service costs and to
eliminate the deficit.

(2) Tsusal Sugawara, Chalrman of Japan's
National Commission for Control of Nar-
cotics, has disclosed that the Chinese Com-
munists make a profit of 60 billion yen (ap-
proximately US$ 170 million) from the sale
of narcotics to Japan each year; however, the
amount is less than one third of the total
export.

(3) The director of the U.8S. Federal Nar-
cotles Investigation Bureau has pointed out
that the Chinese Communists have been en-
gaging In extensive opium planting as a
means to earn large amounts of foreign ex-
change.

(4) In an article entitled “How the Mao-
ists Smuggle Opium” published in No. 30 is-
sue of the semi-monthly, Intelligentsia, B.
Bulatov, a correspondent for the Soviet Lit-
eraturnaya Gazeta, estimated that the an-
nual production of opium on the Chinese
mainland is about 8,000 tons, an amount
which could be converted into 500 tons of
heroin. Calculated on the basis of US$20,000
per pound, the selling price in Japan, the
United States and Western Europe, the 500
tons of heroin would earn Pelping over US$10
billion in foreign exchange. However, it Js
impossible for the Communists to refine all
opium into heroin. Taking this fact into con-
sideration and excluding the cost for trans-
portation and bribing officlals of varlous
countries, experts estimated the annual gain
of the Chinese Communists at US$B00
million.

2. Exchange for sirategic materials

(1) Narcotics are sold to Southeast Asian
areas In return for rubber and petroleum.

(2) Narcotics are sold to Japan and Hong-
kong in return for steel, vehicles and indus-
trial materials.

V1. POLITICAL SIGNIFICANCE
1. To demoralize the free people of the free
world

In producing and selling narcotics to non-
Communist countries, the Chinese Commu~
nists follow Lenin's advice that when normal
weapons are not enough to deal with the en-
emy, dirty weapons may be used.

(1) The secretary-general of the Narcotlcs
Control Committee of Thailand said in June
1966 that the Chinese Communists had at-
tempted to weaken the anti-Communist force
with drugs. He revealed at the same time
that in 1965 the Thal authorities captured
seven tons of oplum and morphine smuggled
into Thalland by the Chinese Communists,

(2) According to a dispatch filed by the
Agence France Press from Budapest on
March 29, 1969, the Chinese Communists
earned US$800 million annually from export-
ing narcotics including heroin and opium; of
that amount, US$170 milllon was sold to
Japan, The Chinese Communist decision to
poison mankind was made in 19562 and the
smuggling route passed through Southwest
China, Burma, Laos and Thalland with Hong-
kong as the center.

(3) Dr. Donald Louble, professor of the
Medical College at Cornell University and
director of the Narcotlcs Prohibition De-
partment in New York, estimated that of the
12,040 male prisoners in Hongkong, 10,487
were drug addicts.

(4) A study group set up by the Standing
Committee of the Hongkong Narcotics Pro-
hibition Committee made a survey in De-
cember 1960 which showed that 30,000 to
65,000 men in Hongkong were drug addicts;
female addicts comprised about 3 per cent
of the total female population in Hongkong.

(6) Statistics show the following break-
down of the annual Chinese Communist
export of narcotics: 1,000 tons (about 1 bil-
lion doses) for Singapore and Malaysia, 3,000
tons for Japan, and 800 to 1,000 tons for
Hongkong.
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2. To demoralize American troops abroad

(1) An AP dispatch filed from London on
October 24, 1971, (China Post, Talpel October
25, 1971) reported a conversation between
Egypt’s late President Nasser and Chou En-
lal which took place in June 1965. In the
conversation, reported in a political bilog-
raphy of Nasser by one of his closest ad-
visers, Mohammed Heikal, Chou was quoted
as claiming:

a. He wanted the United States to send
more and more of its young men to Vietnam
as "an insurance policy” against a nuclear
attack on mainland China by the “American
militarists.”

b. Some American troops in Vietnam were
trying opium and the Communists were help-
ing them. “We are planting the best kinds
of opium especially for the American soldiers
in Vietnam.”

c. Recalling that the West had sold opium
to China, he said that the Chinese Commu-
nists intended to wage an opium war with
the West so as to “treat a person in the same
manner as it treated others.”

(2) According to the English-language
dally Vanguard published in Argentina. Octo-
ber 31, 1970, an investigation group made
a report to the U.S. Senate on the use of
narcotics by American troops in Vietnam to
this effect:

a. The Chinese Communists were export-
ing large quantities of the cheapest but high-
est quality heroin to Vietnam in a plot to
paralyze the American troops. The local price
was only US$20 per ounce compared with
US#4,000 per ounce in the United States
while the quality of the heroin was 99 to
100 per cent refined.

b. In 1969 American deaths In Vietnam
resulting from drug addiction averaged two
persons a month; however, the figure rose
to two per day from January to October 1970.

c. In the last six months the percentage
of drug addicts among American troops in
Vietnam had risen from 30 to 50 per cent.
In some military units 70 to 80 ser cent were
reported. On October 31 a group of GIs was
even trying morphine publicly before per-
sonnel of the CBS Television Network.

{3) According to a UPI dispatch reported
by the Central News Agency (CNA) on De-
cember 3, 1870, all kinds of narcotics could
be obtained at a low price in Thailand. Bang-
kok had become a major market in the Far
East and American GIs were the main cus-
tomers.

{4) It is reported that Leftist owners of
restaurants and shops in Thailand have been
selling specially made cigarettes with mor-
phine to American military personnel.

3. To finance leftist organizations abroad

(1) After the Korean War, the Maoists
estabilshed a “department for overseas work"
under the Political Bureau of the CCP Cen-
tral Committee. The department is engaged,
among other things, in confiscating Ameri-
can banknotes and selling “special native
products.” In his book, Supply of Narcotics
and Spying Work, published in 1955, L1 Tung,
former CCP cadre with the Department for
Overseas Work, stated the following conclu-
sions:

a. All experienced sples must be good at
smuggling drugs, and all able drug smug-
glers ought to shoulder Important responsi-
bilities in intelligence work,

b. It would be easy and safe to turn smug-
gling organizations into front organs for the
intelligence network.

c. It is necessary to strengthen the political
knowledge of drug smugglers so that they
can advance from the stage of “working for
money"” to that of “struggling for the revo-
lutionary cause,”

d. With the flow of narcotics into a place,
many underground organizations are bound
to spring up, and they are the best compo-
nents of the intelligence network.
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e. Bribed officials in various countries
should be encouraged to encourage their
friends to receive bribes.

(2) The chalrman of the Labor and Immi-
gration Committee of the Philippine Senate
sald on April 30, 1966, that the value of nar-
cotics smuggled into his country from the
Chinese mainland via Singapore and Hon-
kong had reached 7,200,000 pesos. He also
pointed out that the Hongkong-based Com-
munist drug traffic intended to narcotize
both the bodies and minds of the Philipinos
and to damage the economic construction in
the Philippines in order to create dissatis-
faction and incite rebellion among the Phil-
ipinos.

(3) Soviet Pravda disclosed in September
1964 that some US$500 million, derived an-
nually by Chinese Communist leaders from
smuggling narcotics, had been used to sup-
port subversive activities around the world.

(4) The director of the Narcotics Investi-
gation Sectlon of the Hongkong Police re-
vealed In August 1970 that the Maoilsts
earned about 1.5 million Honkong dollars
each month from selling narcotics and de-
posited all the money in the “Bank of China”
in the British colony to pay for machinery
imported from Europe and for secret service
activities in the Far East.

(5) It 1s sald that the Maoists are selling
opium to chieftains in Laos, Burma and
Thalland at half price as a means of win-
ning local support. According to a Reuter
dispatch from Bangkok on November 30, 1970
Communist guerrillas in northern Thailland
have been using morphine-containing medi-
cine to treat various diseases among the vil-
lagers.

(6) Various reports indicate that the
border areas in Yunnan (China), Burma,
Thailand and Laocs have become the most
important place for growing narcotics by
the Chinese Communists. There are more
than ten companies in Southeast Asian coun-
tries engaged in selling opium. The Saturday
Evening Post attributed the continued ex-
istence of these companles to the fact that
the authorities concerned in these countries
“have been ordered not to intervene” be-
cause of the efforts made by Peiping's “Min-
istry of Foreign Trade." Such s the serious-
ness of the threat of the Maolst world-wide
campalgn to sell narcotics. While there are
two aspects of this drive—economic and po-
litical, the latter is even more significant
than the former.

APPENDIX I

PROVISIONAL RULES FOR OPIUM
TAXATION AND CONTROL
In Huai-Tai-Hsi County
Promulgated on July 9, 1845

1. In order to strengthen economic
struggle against the enemy and lessen the
financial burden of theé people, it is necessary
to control the export of oplum in exchange
for daily necessities. These rules are formu-
lated in accordance with the taxation prin-
ciples of the Hopei-Shantung-Honan Border
Region Government and in conformity with
the practical needs of this county.

2. A general oplum store shall be set up
in the central market of this county to ad-
minister the opium stores and collect the
opium tax.

a. Any firms engaging in the oplum busi-
ness shall register with the general opium
store in order to pay the business tax, obtaln
the business license and operate under its
supervision and control.

b. The general opilum store may have
branches or representatives in other towns
or markets as needed for opium taxation
and control.

¢. The general opium store may set the
number of such firms as needed in the opium
sales. In the case of additional firms, they
should apply to the County Government for
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approval, and the unapproved shall be listed
as reserve firms.

d. The licensed oplum stores of firms may
collect—

(1) a 30 per cent commission from both
the buyer and seller for each transaction
they make;

(2) a 10 per cent commission on the tax
payments they help collect.

e. The general opium store may check in-
to the operations and performance of the
firms for the purpose of reward and punish-
ment. In case of a serlous offense, it may
withdraw the license from the offender and
award it to a reserve firm.

3. Buyers and sellers shall see to it that
the outstanding taxes are pald to the general
opium store of the licensed firms before a
purchase is allowed to be taken out.

a. A prospective buyer shall first apply to
the general opium store or its branches and
representatives for a permit when making
a purchase.

b. Once the purchase is made, the han-
dling firm shall collect the tax payment
before delivery.

¢. A direct opium export shall be allowed
only when payment of the outstanding tax
is made to an authorized tax-collecting
agency.

4. Tax rates:

a. The opium tax shall now be 15 per cent
of the selling price.

b. It shall be 5 per cent of the selling price
if the deal is settled with silver dollars or
gold surrendered to the general store or its
assigned agencies.

5. Penaltles for offenses:

a. In case of tax evasion by underdeclar-
ing the value of a sale, the handling firm
shall pay the unpaid tax plus a fine twice the
amount of the tax payment.

b. In case a purchaser is caught smug-
gling his purchase, he shall pay the outstand-
ing taxes plus a fine twice the amount of
the tax payment. This provision shall apply
to all cases of opium smuggling.

c. In case of an illegal deal made through
the unlicensed firm, the seller shall pay a
fine equal to 10 per cent of the selling price,
and the buyer shall pay the outstanding tax
plus a fine equal to 40 per cent of the selling
price. The firm involved shall pay & fine of
5,000 to 20,000 dollars as the case may War-
rant.

d. In case of a private deal without going
through the firms, the seller shall pay a fine
equal to 10 per cent of the selling price, and
the buyer shall pay the outstanding tax plus
a fine equal to 50 per cent of the selling price.

6. Rewards:

a. Anti-smuggling agents and the unem-
ployed shall be given a reward equal to 10
per cent of the fine for discovering tax eva-
sion, illegal deals or other irregularities lead-
ing to payment in fines. But in each case, the
reward shall not exceed 1,000 dollars for each
person.

b. Employees of commercial firms shall
have the right to report tax evasion, illegal
deals or other irregularities known to them
to the general opium store, There shall be
a reward equal to 20 per cent of the fine for
any report leading to a payment in fines.

¢. The county government and/or the gen-
eral opium store shall constitute the sole au-
thority in exercising the right of punishment
and reward. No other organizations or in-
dividuals shall have such a right.

7. These rules shall become effective after
promulgation with approval by the Office
of the Shui-Tung District.

APPENDIX II
LOCATIONS AND AREAS OF ORDINARY OPIUM
PLANTATIONS
Location, Distriets of Plantation, and Total
Area (mu)
Northeast China: Counties on Sino-EKorean
border such as Yenchi, Hunch'un, Holung,
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Changpei, Fusung, Linkiang, Yian, Kuantien
and Chingyu, 400,000,

Northwest China: Shensi—Luehyang,
Changwu; EKansu—Liangtang, Chingchuan,
Hoshui, Chingning, Chingyuan; Wuwei,
Changyeh; Ninghsia—Chungswel; Sinkiang—
Yiwu, Nanhu, Suilai, Chinghua, Changchi;
Tsinghal—Tungjen, Yushu; and Shensi-
Eansu border districts, 250,000,

Inner Mongolia: Jehol—Chaoyang, Cheng-
teh, Chihfeng, 100,000.

East China: Kiangsu—Tunghai, Euanyun,
Lienshul, Liuho; Chekiang—Yuhang, Wu-
kang, Anchi, 700,000.

Central China: Honan—Nanyang, Neih-
siang, Chech'uan, Fangcheng; Hupeh—An-
shih, Laifeng, Hofeng, Tungshan, Huangpeh;
Kiangsl—Juichin, Huich'ang, Yuntu, Hsin-
feng; Anhwei—Hsuancheng, Talping, Hsiu-
ning, Nanning; Hunan—Paoching, Sangchih,
Yungshun, Chinyang, Huit'ung, Wukang,
Hsinning, Ch'angtch, 1,700,000,

Szechwan Basin: Szechwan—T'ungkiang,
Nankiang, Pachung, Chiangeching, Welyuan,
30,000,

Southwest: KEwangsi—Silung, Silin, Palse,
Chenpien, Huichi; Yunnan—Loping, Kwang-
nan, Funing, Makuan, Wenshan, Yenshan,
Chiupel, Lusi, Ningerh, Szemao, Chenyueh,
Mengla, Lantsang, Tsangyuan, Shuangchiang,
Kungshan, Lichiang, Hoch'ing, Tali, Ching-
tung, EKengma, Chenkang, Lungling, Juili,
Lungch'uan; KEwelchow—Pichieh, Chinglung,
Hsingyl.

Sikang and Tibet: Sikang—Yaan, Sich’ang,
Hulli; Tibet—Langma, Tehch’ing.

Ewantung Mountain Area: Ewangtung—
Ch’ingyuan, Tungwan, Yingteh, Juyuan,
Yangshan, Lienhsien, EKwangning, Szehui,
Yunfu, Yangkiang, Wuhua, Hsingning, Tze-
chin, Loch’ang, Yangchun, Fengch'uan, Eao-
yao, Loting, Lufeng, Huahsien; and Hainan
Island, 330,000,

Remarks: The Chinese Communists bought
marijuana seeds from India and Brazil in
1968, and planted them in Hainan Island;
however, the production is unknown.

ArPENDIX III
LOCATIONS AND AREAS OF SPECIAL OPIUM FARMS
Organizations in Charge, Name of Farm, and
Area (mu)

Water and Soll Conservancy Bureau, Min-
istry of Agriculture: Third Experimental
Farm, Fifth Experimental Farm, 20,000; and
16,000.

Central Bureau of State Farms, Ministry of
Agriculture: Model Farm directly under cen-
tral authority, 12,000; Chinchow Farm, Lia-
oning, Frog Pool Farm, Liaoning, and Hsun-
gyu Farm, Liaoning, 7,000; Princess Rldge
Farm, Kirin, Chiuchan Farm, Kirin, Lingwu
Farm, Ninghsia, Tarim Farm, Sinkiang, Ku-
pelkou Farm, Hopel, Chihung Farm, Hopei,
Huanghue Farm, Hopel, Yungnien Farm, Ho-
pel, Eaoll Farm, Hopel, Paoting Farm, Ho-
pei, Yellow River Valley Farm, Honan, Hulan
Farm, Cheklang, and Nanhsung Farm,
Ewangtung, 3,000.

Agricultural Products Bureau Ministry of
Agriculture: Special Farm directly under cen-
tral authority, and Chaoyang Farm directly
under central authority, unknown.

Northwest Agricultural and Forest Bureau,
Ministry of Agriculture: Second Farm, 2,000.

Chinese Academy of Sciences: Special
Products Farm, Institute of Sciences, Experi-
mental Farm for Narcotic Plant Seeds, Bot-
any Institute, 800.

Sinklang Military Region:
Farm, 1,000.

Tibet Military Region: Chiangtze Parm,
700.

Inner Mongolia Military Reglon: Koerhsin
Farm, and Taolin Farm, 1,500.

Ninghsia Hul Autonomous District: Yin-
chuan Farm, 500.

Hellungkiang People's Government, Chi-
amuszu POW Farm, 1,000,

Linoning People's Government,
Herb Farm, 8,000.

August First

Peipiao
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Hopel People’'s Government, Huachuan
Water Conservancy Farm, unknown,

Kiangsu People's Court, Huapei Hsinjen
Village Reclamation Distriet, 2,000,

ApPENDIX IV
NARCOTICS REFINERIES
Area, Name of Factory, and Products

Northeast China—Dairen Pharmaceutical
Works, opium morphine; Dairen: Dashuang
Pharmaceutical Works, heroin; Shenyang
(Mukden) Pharmaceutical Works, morphine;
Mukden: China Company Nicotine Refinery,
nicotine; Liaoning: Pelpiac Pharmaceutical
Works, opium; Liaoning: Chinchow Chemi-
cal and Pharmaceutical Works, morphine,
opium; PFusung, Kirin: Northeast Chemical
Pharmaceutical Works, morphine, ether; and
Yenchi, Kirin: Special Product Refinery of
Northeast EKorean Nationality Autonomous
District, opium.

North China—Peiping: Narcotic Labora-
tory affiliated with Medical Institute of
Academy of Science (with four branches),
morphine; Peiping: Narcotics Works under
direct control of Pharmaceutical Bureau,
Ministry of Health, opium; Peiping: Raw Ma-
terials Works, Narcotics Control Bureau,
Ministry of Health, opium; Pelping: Narcot-
ics Works of China Pharmaceutical Com-
pany (with three branches), opium, mor-
phine; Pelping: Special Products Refinery,
opium, heroin; Tientsin: Special Products
Manufactory, heroin; Tientsin: Chinese
Products Export Company Refinery, Minis-
try of Foreign Trade (with five branches),
opium; Tientsin: Refinery under direct con-
trol of Monopoly Enterprise of Ministry of
Commerce (with nine branches), opium;
Chingwan, Hopel: Special Products Experi-
mental Refinery, Ministry of Agriculture;
opilum; Eupelkou, Hopei: Native Products
Refinery, oplum, morphine; and Talyuan,
Shansi: Chemical and Pharmaceutical Works,
morphine.

East China—Hangchow, Chekiang: Che-
kiang Pharmaceutical Works, opilum, mor-
phine; and Shanghal Pharmaceutical Works,
opium, morphine,

Bouth China—Paoan, Ewangtung: Paoan
FPharmaceutical Works, morphine, heroin;
and Canton: Ewangtung Chemical and
Pharmaceutical Works, morphine.

Central China—Hankow: Special Products
Refinery, Agricultural Products Purchase
Bureau, opium.

Southwest China—EKunming, Yunnan:
China Chemical Materlals Company, Special
Materials Refinery (with four branches),
morphine, ether; and Tall, Yunnan: Yunnan
Provincial Materials Works under direct con-
trol of China Pharmaceutical Company,
opium.

Northwest China—Chengtu, Szechwan:
Szechwan Pharmaceutical Works, the Third
Branch, morphine; Chungking Opium Lab-
oratory, morphine; Kangting, Sikang: Si-
kang Pharmaceutical Works, opium; and Chi-
ang tze, Tibet: Tibet Refinery, the Second
Branch, opium.

APPENDIX V

BRANDS OF NARCOTICS PRODUCED BY THE
CHINESE COMMUNISTS
Type, Brand, and Grade

Opium—138, B; 139, A; Ginseng, C; Shun-
feng, C; Lao-pei-kou, A; Ta-chen, A; Heng-
tiao, C; Eang-fu, A; Sung-pao, B; Hung-
hsing (Red Star), A; Chin-feng (Golden
Phoenix), A; and, Fan-chuan (Sail Boat), B.

Morphine—Tsai-feng (Variegated Phoe-
nix), B; Yin-lung (Silver Dragon), B; Lung-
tze (Dragon Son), A; Chin-ying (Gold-Sil-
ver), B; Hei-chi (Black Chicken), A; Lo-to
(Camel), B; Huang-shang-huang (King of
Kings), C; Hsung-chi (Cock), B; and, Hung-
shih (Red Lion), A,

Heroin—Pei-chi (North Pole), B: Hung-
chin (Red Gold), A; Yin-ting (Silver Tri-
pod), A; Shih-chiu (Lion-Ball), A; Hslang-
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pin (Champion), A; Chin-yu (Gold Fish), B;
and, Hsiang-nan, B.

SIDNEY HOLLANDER

HON. MICHAEL HARRINGTON

OF MASSACHUSETTS
1IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, the
death of Sidney Hollander at 90 years of
age has deprived us of a great and vigor-
ous presence. Mr. Hollander was one of
the pioneers in this country in the fight
for racial justice. Decades ago, when
racial segregation was a generally ac-
cepted premise in this country, and
black people were almost uniformly
treated as inferiors, Mr. Hollander
fought hard and effectively for equality.
The comments of our colleague, Mr.
Hollander’s lifelong home city of Balti-
more testifies to his far-sighted compas-
sion. Mr. Mitchell said:

Mr. Hollander was one of the few persons
in the community who really was able to
grasp the full dimension of racism and re-
pression directed against black Americans.

I did not know Mr. Hollander person-
ally, but I have friends who did. They
testify not only to his vigor and to the
force of his delightful personality, but to
the fact that, unlike many reformers, his
compassion and dedication to the less
fortunate did not wane with advancing
age. He was as devoted a fighter for jus-
tice at 90 as he had been in the early
years of his life.

We have too few men of Sidney Hol-
lander’s moral fiber and I join those who
knew him in deeply mourning his death.

At this time, I would like to insert a
sampling of the newspaper comments on
Mr. Hollander’s life:

[From the Baltimore Morning Sun]
SipNEY HOLLANDER, 90, DIES

Sidney Hollander, & vigorous champion of
socliety’s dispossessed, dled yesteraay at Sinal
Hospital. He was 90.

Mr, Hollander, whose lifelong intense op-
position to discrimination, ignorance and in-
justice began before the turn of the century,
had been in falling health. He entered the
hospital Monday.

No funeral services have been scheduled.
Mr. Hollander requested that his body be
donated to the Anatomy Board of Maryland.

One of Baltimore's youngest men in spirit,
he conveyed robust indignation when dis-
cussing inegquality at a testimonial for his
90th birthday.

“T was always warned by my conservative
friends that if you give Negroes one finger,
they'll want the whole hand,” Mr. Hollander
told an interviewer.

“That’s what I'm for,” he declared. “If they
get the whole hand, then they'll finally be
equal.”

“We've broken down a lot of the taboos
and restrictlons.” Mr, Hollander sald of the
fight for black equality, “but we haven't
broken down the emotions behind those
taboos and restrictions.”

CHALLENGED SEGREGATION

Mr. Hollander personally challenged the
segregationist policies of the Peabody Con-
servatory concerts by escorting black guests
with him.

He ralsed money to hire the clty's first two
black recreation leaders, was instrumental in
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bringing the first black performer. Marian
Anderson, to the Lyric and led a campaign of
38 national organizations not to hold conven-
tions in Baltimore until local hotels ended
racial discrimination.

He is remembered as a man who worked
unflinchingly in any activity he undertook.
His battle for soclal justice included local
as well as national arenas.

He picketed Ford's Theater for unequal
racial practices, aided the foundation of the
Urban League of Baltimore; was a former
trustee of the Maryland Welfare Department,
and a former vice president of both the Na-
tional Conference of Social Work and the
National Community Relations Advisory
Council.

Born in Baltimore on December 29, 1881,
he was the son of Edward and Fannie Hol-
lander. His father was a struggling manu-
facturing druggist and Mr. Hollander had to
assume responsibility for his father's busi-
ness.

“I didn’t want to go into business,” he
said. “I knew nothing about business or
drugs. I wanted to go to Johns Hopkins.”

Instead he attended City College and the
Maryland College of Pharmacy, forerunner
of the University of Maryland, where he
earned a doctoral degree in pharmacy.

He characterized his education at City Col-
lege as irrelevant, and it was he as editor of
the year book, “Green Bay,” which depicted
faculty members as zoo animals, that caused
the entire senior class of 1900 to be denied
graduation exercises.

He and the other seven staff members of
the publication received their diplomas in
1950.

with his brother, Walter Hollander, he
transformed the sluggish Maryland Phar-
maceutical Company into a lucrative cor-
poration.

The firm created and promoted a cough
remedy labeled REM into a national product.
Mr. Hollander was president and chairman
of the board of the company until it was
sold in 1956,

With distinctive frankness he conceded in
a 1970 interview that financial security de-
livers certain advantages in advocating un-
popular soclal changes.

His first volunteer work was among newly
arrived Jewish families, during which time
he labored to bridge the split between Ger-
man and Near Eastern Jews.

On the national level alone he served on
boards or executive committees of the Fam-
ily Service Assoclation of America, Commu-
nity Chests and Councils of America, Ameri-
can Jewish Congress, Child Welfare League
of America, American Council of Race Rela-
tions, National Travelers Aid Assoclation and
Welfare Retirement Association among many
others.

Survivors Include his wife of 64 years, the
former Clara Drey Lauer; two sons, Sidney
Hollander Jr., of Baltimore, and Edward D.
Hollander, of Washington; two daughters,
Mrs. Frank Furstenberg and Mrs. Frederick
Kunreuther, both of Scarsdale, N.Y., and 17
grandchildren.

[From the New York Times, Feb. 24, 1972]

SoNEY HOLLANDER DEAD AT 90; LONG ACTIVE
IN So0ciAlL. WELFARE

BALTIMORE, February 23.—Sidney Holland-
er, industrialist and for many years a na-
tional leader in social welfare, died today in
Sinai Hospital. His 90th birthday was cele-
brated last Dec. 29.

Mr., Hollander was national president of
the Council of Jewish Federations and Wel-
fare Punds from 1939 to 1946. He was presi-
dent of the National Soclial Welfare Assem-
bly in 1955-56 after having served on Its ex-
ecutive committee since 1945. He was also a
founder of the national Americans for Demo-~
cratic Actlon.

For many years Mr, Hollander served on
the National Community Relations Advisory
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Council, the National Urban League, the
American Jewish Committee and the Travel-
ers Aid Association. He was a former head of
the Baltimore American Jewish Congress.

Mr. Hollander, a graduate in pharmacy of
the University of Maryland in 1902, entered
the pharmaceutical manufacturing business,
He was president of the Maryland Pharma-
ceutical Company and the REM Company
from 1800 to 1956, when the family business
was sold to the Block Drug Company.

After stepping down as head of the Na-
tional Social Welfare Assembly, Mr. Hollan-
der became head of the Natlonal Citizens
Committee on Careers in Social Work in 1957.
Noting an imminent shortage of persons with
graduate training in the field, it undertook
to raise funds to encourage more recruits.

Mr. Hollander's avocation was moun=-
taineering. He had been president of the Trail
Riders of the Canadian Rockies and the
Trail Hikers of the Canadian Rockies as well
as a member of the Alpine Club of
Switzerland.

Surviving are his widow, the former Clara
Lauer; 2 sons, Edward D. and Sidney Jr.; 2
daughters, Mrs. Edith Furstenberg and Mrs.
Emily Eunreuther; a brother, Walter; 17
grandchildren and 8 great-grandchildren.

In view of the outpouring of tributes on
Mr. Hollander’s 90th birthday, there will be
no memorial service.

[From the Washington Star, Feb. 24, 1972]
SmNeEY HoOLLANDER, RIGHTS AcTtIvisT, 90
Sidney Hollander, 90, a longtime activist

in soclal welfare and civil rights matters, died

in Baltimore yesterday.

Mr. Hollander, a Baltimore native, was a
graduate in pharmacy from the University
of Maryland in 1902. He was president of the
Maryland Pharmaceutical Co. from 19800 until
1956 when the family firm was sold to an-
other drug company.

An active worker In numerous Jewish,
civil rights and social welfare organizations,
Mr. Hollander had been president of the
National Council of Jewish Federations and
Welfare Funds from 1938 until 1946, a mem-
ber of the executive committee of the Na-
tional Social Welfare Assembly since 1945
and its president in 19556-56 and a member
of the board of the National Urban League
since 1945.

He leaves his wife, Clara D.; two sons,
Edward D. and Sidney; two daughters, Mrs.
Edith Fursterberg and Mrs. Emily Kunreuth-
er and 17 grandchildren.

[From the Washington Post, Feb, 25, 1972]

SmNEY HOLLANDER, 80, FOUGHT RACIAL
INJUSTICE SEVEN DECADES

(By Michael Hodge)

Sidney Hollander, 90, a Baltimore clvic
leader who dedicated his life to fighting
racial injustices and discrimination, died
Wednesday at Baltimore's Sinal Hospital. He
had been in failing health for some time.

He was remembered yesterday by Rep.
Parren J. Mitchell (D-Md.) as “. , . one of
the few persons in the community who
really was able to grasp the full dimensions
of racism and repression directed against
black Americans.

“He was that kind of man who bore all
the vilifications and insults from the larger
white community and yet did not become
bitter because he recognized the legitimacy
and the morality of the black man’s strug-
gle for freedom,” Mitchell sald.

Mr. Hollander's opposition to racism be-
gan around the turn of the century. At one
point he led a campaign to persuade 38 na-
tional organizations not to hold conventions
in Baltimore until hotels there ended raclal
discrimination.

He also helped ralse money to hire the
city's first black recreation leaders; helped
bring the first black performer, Marian An-
derson, to the Lyric Theatre, and personally
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broke the color line at the Peabody Con-
servatory concert by escorting black guests.

He was once quoted as saying, “I was al-
ways warned by my conservative friends that
if you give Negroes one finger, they'll want
the whole hand. That's what I'm for,” he
said. “If they get the whole hand, then they'll
finally be equal.”

By profession Mr. Hollander was a phar-
macist.

He attended Baltimore City College and
the Maryland College of Pharmacy where he
earned a doctoral degree in pharmacy.

He and his brother, Walter, took over his
father's business, the Maryland Pharmaceuti-
cal Company around 1900. He was president
of the firm untll it was sold in 1956.

Mr. Hollander had been president of the
National Council of Jewish Federations and
Welfare Funds, was a member of the execu-
tive committee of the National Soclal Wel-
fare Assembly, and a member of the board
of the National Urban League since 1945.

He was also on boards or executive commit-
tees of the Family Service Assoclation of
America, Community Chests and Councils of
America, American Council of Race Rela-
tions, Child Welfare League of America and
the Welfare Retirement Association.

Mr. Hollander is survived by his wife, Clara,
whom he married 64 years ago; two sons, Sid-
ney Jr. of Baltimore and Edward D. of Wash-
ington; two daughters, Mrs. Frank Fursten-
berg and Mrs. Frederick Kunreuther, both
of Scarsdale, N.Y., and 17 grandchildren.

[From the Baltimore Morning Sun,
Feb. 24, 1872]

SmDNEY HOLLANDER'S PERSONAL COMMITMENT

In an interview several years ago Sidney
Hollander described his lifetime activism In
the broad field of social justice as being “hit
or miss, supported by indignation at unfalr
play.” But in reality there was a consistency,
strong and steady, that marked his concern
for injustice from early manhood until his
final, mercifully brief illness at the age of 90.
The consistent factor was a personal com-
mitment to do what he could to right wrongs,
large or small, by putting himself on the side
of justice in person or through finaneial con-
tributions or through the influence he mus-
tered in dally correspondence.

A burning indignation fired his life, but
it was reduced to a comfortable room tem-
perature in conversation by his ready humor
and ability to laugh at himself and at col-
leagues. As often as he criticized institutions,
organizations and programs, he was one of
Baltimore's best loved as well as respected
citizens with so many acts of kindness and
friendship to his credit that he himself could
not have begun to tally his gifts of love and
goodwill. While often critical, he also often
was right, as was evident on the occasion of
his 80th birthday when his family published
a small collection of his speeches. Viewpoints
which he expressed 30 and 40 years ago still
have a freshness and relevancy today in a so-
clety which is only now catching up with
some of his early realizations of what is
required to root out poverty and diserimina-
tion.

Mr. Hollander became a national mover
and shaker in the flelds of social welfare and
eivil rights, as news obituaries indicate. Here
in his home city as well, he was an unwav-
ering champion of good causes and spread
his influence wide. While he himself is now
gone, he inspired many others, including
children and grandchildren, to share and
carry forward his sense of fair play.

[From the Baltimore Evening Sun,
Feb. 24, 1972]
SIDNEY HOLLANDER
Sidney Hollander's position as one of the
outstanding Baltimoreans of his era was
compounded of many loves and many la-
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bors, but none of them was for renown per
se. His was, happily, a long era, nine whole
decades down to his death yesterday, and
he lived it one cause at a time—except when
as so often happens public policy and mass
attitudes had taken several simultaneous
wrong turnings.

It was one of his special gifts not to be
sour or despairing, no matter how wide-
spread the indifference to injustice, and
conversely not to be self-satisfled or lax in
the occaslonal hour of advance. Sidney Hol-
lander was splendidly lacking in the vanity
that pretends to have all the answers to
divine the future, to grasp every last detail.
But he did have an uncanny ability to
know right from wrong, as practiced in the
city and the nation by majority against mi-
nority, by the strong and grasping against
the volceless and the powerless.

His example will long remain, to inspire
later-comers in the struggles that are un-
endingly necessary, if this soclety is to pro-
vide justice for both individual and group,
for blacks, for the poor, the old, the under-
educated. Sidney Hollander was, as the
phrase goes, with it all the long way, in
marvelous contrast to those antagonists who
never in a lifetime catch up to the world
we live in.

SmNEY HOoLLANDER Is DEAD AT 90, LonG
CHAMPION OF SOCIAL JUSTICE

Sidney Hollander, 90, a life-long champion
of soclal justice, died today at Sinal Hospltal.

Mr. Hollander, whose vigorous opposition
to discrimination, injustice and ignorance
began before the turn of the century had
been in failing health for some time. He
entered the hospital Monday.

One of Baltimore’s most venerable social
welfare activists, he still conveyed a robust
spirit of indignation when discussing in-
equality on the occasion of his 90th birth-
day, in December.

“ONE FINGER, WHOLE HAND"

“I was always warned by my conservative
friends that if you give Negroes one finger,
they'll want the whole hand,” Mr. Hollander
told an interviewer.

“That's what I'm for,” he declared, with-
out equivocation, “If they get the whole
hand, then they’ll finally be equal.”

“We’'ve broken down a lot of the taboos
and restrictions,” he said of his fight for
equality for blacks. “But we haven't broken
down the emotlons behind those taboos.”

RECREATION LEADERS

He personally broke the color line at Pea-
body Conservatory concerts by taking black
guests with him.

He helped raise money to hire the city's
first two black recreatlon leaders; he led a
campalgn to end racial discrimination at
local hotels; he helped found Baltimore
Neighborhoods and the Baltimore Fellowship
House.

In his ninth decade he had no trouble
identifying with youthful anti-war senti-
ments.

He recalled his own outrage at the Spanish-
American War, which he still characterized
as the “phony Hearst war.”

Mr. Hollander took pride in the spread
of his ideals among succeeding generations
of his family.

FAMILY INFLUENCE

“Rebellion, race relations and social wel-
fare are strong strains that run through the
entire family,” he sald, with evident satis-
faction.

“The dominant note is dissatisfaction with
existing conditions and the determination

Born in Baltimore December 20, 1881, he
was the son of Edward and Fannie Hollander.
His father was a manufacturing druggist and
Mr. Hollander bowed to parental pressure
and went into the drug business.
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He attended City College the College of
Pharmacy and the University of Maryland,
eventually earning a doctor of pharmacy
degree.

His rebellious nature was evident at City
College, where he was editor of a yearbook
that caricatured faculty members as zoo anl-
mals and cost the Class of 1900 its graduation
exercises.

With his brother Walter he founded the
Maryland Pharmaceutical Company, which
manufactured and promoted a cough syrup
named Rem into a national moneymaker,.

FIRM SOLD IN 19856

Mr. Hollander was president and chairman
of the board of the company when it was
sold in 1956.

With characteristic frankness, he conceded
to & 1970 interviewer that being financially
secure is a great advantage in championing
unpopular causes.

The range of the causes he supported was
detalled in a two-page addition to his biog-
raphy in the Sunpapers library.

Among the national organizations in which
he served as an executive or director of were
the Family Service Association of Amerles,
National Cunference of Social Work, Commu-
nity Chests and Councils of America, Ameri-
can Jewlsh Congress, United Service for New
Americans.

Also, National Conference of Christians
and Jews, National Urban League, Child
Welfare League of America, National Legal
Ald Bureau, American Council on Race Rela-
tions, National Travelers Aid Assoclation, Falr
Employment Practices Committee and Na-
tlonal Health and Welfare Retirement As-
socliation.

Survivors include his wife of 64 years, the
former Clara Drey Lauer; 2 sons, Sidney, Jr.,
of Baltimore, and Edward D. Hollander, of
Washington; 2 daughters, Mrs. Frank Fur-
stenberg and Mrs. Frederick Kunreuther, of
Scarsdale, N.Y., and 17 grandchildren.

There will be no funeral.

RAPE OR LOVE?

HON. WM. JENNINGS BRYAN DORN

OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr, DORN. Mr. Speaker, the environ-
mental disaster lobby and the apostles
of doom are abroad in the land. Of course
we must protect and improve the en-
vironment, but we can do nothing if we
follow the advice of the disaster lobby.
I commended to the attention of the Con-
gress and all the American people the
following perceptive article, entitled
“Rape or Love?” by the well-known
broadcast commentator Paul Harvey:

RaAPE OR LovE?
(By Paul Harvey)

When a great tree slides through the
blades of a saw, professional ecologists cry,
“Shame”! Professional lumbermen use the

tree while professing devotion to the forest,
concern for its future.

Is it “rape’ or “love"?

The forest is a dynamic part of the eco-
system in which we live, supplying oxygen,
watershed protection, wildlife habitat, recre-
atlon.

Environmentalists are urging us to lock up
what'’s left, fence in the trees, fence out the
man with the saw.

And since 1800 we have locked up 16 mil-
lion acres of forestland. That’s equivalent to
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the land area of Rhode Island, New Jersey,
Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Delaware—
preserved permanently as parks and wilder-
ness areas.

Elsewhere, however, the lumberman con-
tinues to harvest the forest.

But before we indict him for rape—certain-
ly before we convict him—let's check the
numbers.

In the last 15 years he has cut down and
used up 187 billion cubic feet of timber.

But during those same 15 years, he and
we have grown 246 billion cubic feet of new
wood.

Until 1925, man had planted a total of only
1.6 million acres of trees. We're now planting
that many every year.

But, the protesters protest, new seedlings
are not to be compared to the lrreplaceable
magnificence of virgin timber, rife with wild-
life.

Well, let's see.

Any forester knows that the unmanaged
forest is destined to self-destruct. It cuts off
its own sunlight. It chokes to death leafy
browse. There are 309 to 3009 more deer in
managed forests than in dense, uncut for-
ests,

I'm not “making a case” for the man with
the ax. I saw him abuse his prerogatives in
the first half of this century. Unrestrained,
he might indeed have ravaged our woodlands
beyond resurrection.

But unwise restraint is equally shortsight-
ed. We each need 560 pounds of paper per”
year now and we’ll need 1,000 pounds each
within 25 years. We will need 25 billion cubic
feet of lumber; twice as much as now.

Our forests cannot afford to stagnate;
they've got to be growing.

Now, about pollution.

You and I consume oxygen, exhale carbon
dioxide.

Trees consume carbon dioxide, give off
oxygen.

In this way more than in any other, we
need each other.

But an old forest of overly mature trees
consumes &s much oxygen as it generates.

An average acre of vigorously growing
young trees consumes five to six tons of car-
bon dioxide per year, gives off four tons of
fresh oxygen—while producing four tons of
new wood.

And it cools and humidifies the atmos-
phere.

The growing commercial forest is the most

efficlent antipollution “device” so far devel-
oped.
The forest has real enemies; careless peo-
ple, disease, insects. The insect consumes
one-fourth as much as the saw and produces
nothing.

The man with the saw, planting more than
he is cutting, is building us an ark.
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UTILITY RATE INCREASE RE-
QUESTS EXCEED §5 BILLION
ACCORDING TO COMMISSION RE-
PORTS TO MUSKIE SUBCOMMIT-
TEE

HON. LEE METCALF

OF MONTANA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, last
fall Senator Muskie's Subcommittee on
Intergovernmental Relations asked State
regulatory commissions, the Federal
Power Commission, and the Federal
Communications Commission to report
the amount of electric, gas, and telephone
rate increase requests pending before
them. The subcommittee has done this
twice before, because this information
is not otherwise assembled.

The previous reports from the com-
missions showed that, as of June 1,
1969, approximately $1 billion in rate
increases were pending before the com-
missions, and that as of June 19, 1970,
more than $2 billion was required.

The subcommittee compilation of
rate increase requests pending as of No-
vember 5, 1971, has now been completed.
It shows that they total more than $5
billion.

This includes $2,276,513,460 filed by
telephone utilities, $1,582,860,643 by
electric utilities, and $1,226,726,033 by
gas utilities, the latter including $910,-
743,645 in natural gas pipelines requests
before the FPC.

This is, of course, an all-time record
high in rate increase requests. It is im-
portant that the magnitude of those re-
quests be recognized. The Price Com-
mission has not yet decided how to con-
trol them or if, indeed, it is going to
control them.

In seven States the total of requests
pending before the State commissions
exceeds $200 million. Those States are
as follows:

New York $684, 635, 910
825, 654, 06/
313, 610,618
256, 327, 879
252, 327, 879
226, 649, 128

204, 990, 528

Illinois
California
Pennsylvania
New Jersey
Michigan
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Mr. President, I would point out that
the $5 billion plus total reported to the
subcommittee by commissions does not
include all rate increase proposals.
Texas has no utility regulatory commis-
sion. The Minnesota and South Dakota
commissions do not regulate electric and
gas utilities.

In addition, increases filed since the
commissions reported to the subcommit-
tee have probably added to the total.

For example, as of last November,
$88,488,366 in rate increases were pend-
ing before the Florida commission. Sub-
sequently, Tampa Electric, which had
requested $13.9 million, was granted $11.5
million. Southern Bell Telephone, which
had asked $48 million, was granted $47
million. Hearings are still in progress on
Gulf Power’s request for $6.7 million,
and Florida Power Corp.’s request for
$19.5 million. But, in addition, a week
before Christmas, Florida Power &
Light applied for $85 million a year in
additional revenues.

In New Hampszhire, the $9 million re-
quest for Public Service Co. of New
Hampshire has, subsequent to that State
commission’s report to the subcommit-
tee, been increased to $13 million.

I would point out that Tampa Electric,
Gulf Power, and Public Service Co. of
New Hampshire would all be exempt from
the Price Commission’s prenotification
procedure, because their annual revenue
is less than $100 million. Such exemp-
tion is equivalent to no Price Commis-
sion protection in this important area
for the people in Tampa, Pensacola, or
Manchester. The Price Commission
should provide protection for customers
of these moderately large monopolies.
And it should note that these companies
already enjoy above-average profits.

For example, in 1970 Tampa Electric
earned a return of 15.6 percent on its
common equity. Gulf Power earned 15.1
percent, Public Service Co. of New
Hampshire 15.3 percent. The national
average for electric utilities in 1970, ac-
cording to the FPC, was 11.8 percent.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the REcorp the
rate increase request data provided by
the commissions to Senator MUSKIE.

There being no objection, the material
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

RATE INCREASE REQUESTS PENDING BEFORE STATE UTILITY COMMISSIONS AS OF NOV. 5, 1971

Commission, name of utility, and category

Amount
requested Date filed

Status

Alabama Public Service Commission:
Ardmore Teleﬁzone Co,: Telephone
General Telephone Co,: Telephone

Alaska Public Service Commission: Consolidated Utilities, Ltd,: Electric. . . . cooveeeeae ..

Arizona Corporation Commission:
Arizona Public Service Co.: Electric/gas
Southern Union Gas Co.: Gas
Sulphur Springs Valley Electric Cooperative, Inc.: Electric...
Arkansas Public Service Commission:
Woodruff Electric Coop. Corp.: Electric
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co.: Gas
Boone County Telephone Co.: Telephone. .
_Mountain Home Telephone Co.: Telephone
California Public Utilities Commission:
General Telephone Co.: Telephone_______
Western Union Tel. & Tel. Co.: Telegraph
Southwest Gas Corp. (gas offset): Gas_.
Southern California Gas Co.: Gas
Pacific Te!lahom éoﬂ'sat : Telephone
s & Elect

San Diego | ric Co.:

Continental Telephone Co.: Telephone___________ __ -~ _ T .

Footnotes at end of table.

“Sept. 28,1971
Dec, 28,1970

July 13,1971
Feb, 2, 19681

Feb. 30,1970
Oct. 11,1971
Oct. 5,1971
Oct. 14,1917

May 5, 1970
000 Nov. 13,1970
June 1,1971
June 18, 1971
Auvg. 6,1971

Aug. 10, 1971

Hearing to be held,
Under advisemenl.
Do.
Do.
Pending.

Hearing set for Dec. 3, 1971,
Pending no hearing set.

Submitted.
Do.
Do.

Hearings in progress,
Do.

Do.

i Do.
Under investigation.
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RATE INCREASE REQUESTS PENDING BEFORE STATE UTILITY COMMISSIONS AS OF NOV. 5, 1971 —Continued

: Amount
Commission, name of utility, and category requested Date filed Status

Colorado Public Utilities Commission:
Public Service Co. of Colorado:
L e - e fe st 1,194, 241 Apr. 7,1971 C i llowed gas rev increase of $493,807 and electric
Electric 10, 065, 5 revenue increase ul' $6,894,662 [ncreases are subject to economic
stabilization regulations Rates not yet filed to obtain allowed
increase,
Kansas Nebraska Natural Gas Co. Inc.: Gas 343,789 JAunezlé.llggil Heard by C i , decision pendi
UR. £U,
Rock Mountain Natural Gas Co., Inc.: Gas 2,738 Aug. 11,1971 Heard by C issi in llowed subject to economic
stabilization reguiahons
The Midland Telglphone Go.. Telephone. e L e 7,367 Oct. 28,197 To be heard by Commission on Dec. 14, 1971.
Mountain States Telephone & Teiez:aph (g 2 v U (N O i e = 349,500 Sept. 1,1970 A partial increase became effective Apr 28, 1971. Protestants
petition for rehearing was granted; after rehearing, final Com-
mission decision pending

Connecticut Public Utilities Commission®
Bozrah Light and Power Co.: Electric 49,960 Oct. B8, 1971 Hearing set tor Nov. 11, 1971,
Southern New England Telephone Co.: Telephone._______.___ - .- 77770070 55,000,000 Nov. 5,1971 Hearing set for Jan, 11, 1972.

Delaware Public Utilities Commssion:

Delmarva Power & Light Co.: Electric...... haias % = - i 10,627, 804 Sept. 30,1971 Pending hearings.
Lincoln & Ellendale Electric Co.: Electric. . 13,800 Aug. 9.1971 Approved.

District nf Columbia nghc Surwc_tre CUmnussucnn

The

0. - S 20,857.000 Aug. 31,1971 Cross-examination to be held.
Pntamac Electric & Power Co.: Electric 24,757,000 July 12,1971 Co;nvaély cross-examination complete. Statf and intervenors to be
eard.
Washington Gas Light Co.: Gas_..._._...._. : o 2,539,544 July 19,1971 Company's testimony and exhibits filed Nov, 4, 1971.
Florida Public Service Commission:
Tampa Electric Co.: Electric 13,900,000 Nov, 17,1970 Awaiting decision,
Gulf Power Co.: Eectric..... s 5 6,730,000 July 21,1871 Further hearings scheduled.
Florida Power Corp.: Electric = 19,390,000 Aug. 4,1971 Do.
Southern Bell Telephone & Telegraph Co.: Telephone. ... .. .. .._... 48,191,000 June 28,1971 Awaiting decicion,
T R R e e S L e e R SR oz =2 125,360 Apr. 29,1971 Do.
Conteal Florida GasiCosas:. .- (o LTI ] C 152,006 Aug. 2,1971 Do,
Georgia Public Service Commission :
eorgia Power Co.: Electric..______ - b 45,000,000 May 17,1971 $25,888,764 granted.
Suulﬁem Bell Te!epho:e & Telegraph Co.: Ta[ephane z 24,400,000 July 30,1571 Pending.
Byion Telephone Co.: Telephone 264,169 Oct 8§ 1571 = Do.
Hawail Public Utilities Commission Hawaiian Flectric Co.: Electric 7,892,000 Aor 27,1971 Pending Hearing set to January.
Idaho Public Utilities Cominission:
Uah Power & Light Co.r Elechric. . ... ... . iaciiiiaiaiiiiiiiiicaio. 1,861,000 June 3,1971 Hearings to continue.
Gem State Utilities* Telephone. ... .. o= R L e E i3 18,334 Aug. 9,1971 Pending decision.
Wn. Water Power Co.:Gas.._ ... e b ok 434,000 Sept.30,1971 Granted Oct. 29, 1971.
Intermountain Gas Co * Gas...... S TR T LR AR 1. 505,807 Aug. 31,1971 Denied Nov. 1, 1971.
Ilinois Comnerce Commission®
Union Electric Co.: Electric. . .._....... = e = 2 4,566, 500 Nov. 10, 1970 Order pending.
Commonwealth Edison Co.: Electric. i 95, 200, 600 Jar. .4, 1971 Do.
Ilinois Power Co : Electric == 21,500, .00 June 18,1971 In heeung
Interstate Power Co.. Erectric : 23€,000 July 2 197 Do.
lowa-Illinois Gas & Flectric Co.. 3,034,000 Aug 37,1971 Do.
Illinois Gas Co.: Gas_._... 178,337 Iam. 23,1971 Order pending.
Eastern Illinois Gas & Securitv Co.: Gas_ \ Mar. 73,1971 Do.
North Shore Gas Co.: Gas.. 00, July 1. In hearlng
Kaskaskia Gas Co.: Gas - 54, Aug. In hearing.
fowa-1llinois Gas & Electric Co.: Gas 1, Aug. Do.
Southwestern Be!l Telephone Co.: Telepho 14, Dec. 18,1970 Pending.
Morrison Telephone Co.: Telephone_ j Feb. 8 1971 In hearing.
Midiand Telephone Co.: Telephone. 34,761 Avg. 16,1971 Order pending.
Hlinois Bell Telephone Co.: Telepho 182,000, 000 Sert.23, 1971 In hearing.
Indiana Public Service Commission:
Indiana & Michigan Electric Co.: Electric....... 16, 000, 000 July 30,1971 Awaiting order,
Northern Indiana Public Service Co.: Elecmc. 0,000 Aug. 27,1971 Do.
Public Service Co. of Indiana: Electric.. Sept. 3,1971 Awaiting hearing.
Bainbridge Gas Co.: Gas 20,379 Feb. 11,1971 Awaiting order.
Westfield Gas Corp.: Gas E Apr. 30,1971 Order Dec. 6 1972,
General Telephone Co.:
Telephone Aug. 30,1971 Awaiting order.
RS TR S R Sept. 29,1971 Order Feb. 4, 1972,
Do July 2,1971 Order Jan. 28, 1972,
Winois Bell Telephone Co.: Telephone Apr. 1,1971 Order Dec. 23, 1972
lowa State Commerce Commission:
Hnion Elestne Elaelrl 0. s o e s e Nov. 6,1969 Hearings completed.
lowa Power & Light: Electric_.._ Jan, Hearings in progress.
United Telephone: Telephone.. Aug. Do.
lowa Public Service: Electric.. 5, 000 Dec, 28, Do.
lowa Telephone Co.: Tale hone._ Apr. Do.
Hawkeye Telephone C Dec. 16, Hearings in spring, 1972,
Central Natural Gas: Gas_______ Do.
Interstate Power Co,: Electric
Keokuk Gas Serv.: Gas

N tern Bel Co.
lowa- lllinois Gas & Electru: Elacillr. and gas 7,194, Aug. 30, 1971
North Central Public Service: Gas. _____ s 420,000 Sept.13,1971
Kansas State Curporahon COmmissmn
Co.: Tel 14,783,000 Oct. 8 1871 Under investigation
Kansas Tele hane Co.: Tele hOne‘.. 440, A Hearing scheduled
Kansas Gas & Electric Co.: ectnc 1, Under investigation,
Contral Kan s Power 0. OSSN 85,111 Nov. 13,1970 Decision pending.
Kentucky Public Service Commission:
Western Kentucky Gas Co.: Gas 2,254,967 June 29,1971 Further hearing scheduted.
Wiser 0il Co.: Gas. 32,930 June 21,1971 Hearing completed,
Johnson County Gas Co.: Gas. 12,999 July 21,1971 Do.
Hazard Gas Co.: Gas. 122,104 Aug. 3.1971 Further hearing may be requirec.
Mountain In\restment . Inc.: Ga 16,132 Sept.30, 1971 Hearing completed.
Martin Gas Co.: Gas. .. ...... 42,878 Aug. 30,1971 Do,
Buck's Branch Gas Co.: Gas__ £a6e .. da Do.
Peoples Gas Co.: Gas 105 IJUO fNov. 1,1971° Hearing scheduled Dec. 1, 1971.
Delta Natural Gas Co., Inc.: - do Pending.
Louisville Gas & Electric Co.: Ga 1444 342 Aug. 20,1971 Order enterad Nov. 9, 1971—approved.
Louisiana Public Service Commisson:
South Louisiana Electric Co.: Electric. 5,619,000 Jan, 28.1971 Pending freeze order.
Gulf States Utilities Co. - Electric_ 8,100,000 July 16,1971 Hearing incomplete.

Maine Public Utilities Commission:
Rangeley Power Co.: Electric.... 72,000 May 15,1971 Hearings concluded,

Central Maine Power Co.: Electric. 11,684,050 Aug. 16,1971 Staff investigation
Bangur K‘ydm-EIectnc Co.: Eiectn:__ — : £ 1,600,000 Sept.22, 1971 Do.
New Engl T & Telegrap as 9,975,000 Oct. 15,1971 Do.

See footnotes at end of table.
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Maryland Public Service Commission:
Potomac Edison Co.: Electric..._....
Potomac Electric & Power Co.: Electric. ____
Southern Maryland Electric Cc—npefatwe Electric.__
Conowingo Power Co.: Electric_______.
Cheslartown Electm: L;gm & Power Co.:
At ton Electric C
Stockton Light & Power Co.: Eiectric.__.
Choptank Electric Cnnperatwe Electric_.. . ...
Somarset Rural Electric Cooperative: Electric..___
Hagerstown Municipal Electric Light Plant: Electric
Columbia Gas of Maryland Inc.: Gas__..
Emmitsburg Gas Co.: Gas____..
Washington Gas Light Co.: Gas..
Cambridge Gas Co.: Gas
The Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone Co. of Maryland: Telephone
Massachusetts Department of Publlc Utilities:
Brockton-Taunton Gas Co.:
Fltchhulg Gas & Electric nght Ca“

New England Telephone & Telegraph Co.: Telephone
Michigan Public Service Commission:

Camden Rural Telephone Co.: Telephone

New Citizens Telephone Co.: Telephone_

Cloverland Electric Corporative: Electric_

Top 0'Michigan Rural Electric Co.: Electric_

Michigan Consolidated Gas Co. : Gas.

Michigan Gas Utilities Co.: Gas

Drenthe Tnlalzhune Co.: Telephone

Michigan Bell Tele, hnne T T e L e TR TRl I R AR A Ty

Consumers Power

The Datrolt Edison Co.: Electric....
Hickory Telephone Co.: Telephone_

Indiana & Michigan Electric Co.: Electric.
Upper Peninsula Power Co.. Electric.......
Minnesota Public Service C (duﬁs not reg

N. W. Bell Telephone Co.: Telephona. .
Central Telephone Co.: Telephone. ..
Mid State Telephone Co.: Telephone.
Eckles Telerhune Co.: Telephone...............
Mississippi Public Service Commission:
South Central Bell: Telephone. _
_ Mississippi Valley Gas Co.: Gas__
Missouri Public Service Commission:
St. Joseph Light & Power Co.: Electric
Missouri Power & Light Co.: Electric
Missouri Utilities Co.: Electric...
Missouri Edision Co.: Electric.
Missouri Puhltc Service Co.:

South Bell c

Verona Telephone Co.: cFelephon 2

Mantana Public Service Commission:
Montana Power Co.:

tat ion (does not regulate electric and gas utilities):
Suulheasl Nahraskn ?elephnne l‘.‘n‘ Telephon
North i Bell T Co.:
Rock County Telephone Co.: Telephone
Nevada Public Service Commission: !
Suutgwest Cas Corp.:
T

Do
Eleetrie: oo
Do.

Nevada Power Co.: Electric
California-Pacific Utilities Co.:
Electric. .. _...-...

Do
New Hampshire Public Utilities Commission:
New England Telephone Co.:
Telephone._.__..._....

D e iy e L . B
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire: Electric_
Granite State Electric Co.: Electric............
New Jersey Board of Public Utility Commissioners:
Public Service Electric & Gas Co.: Electric

Rockland Electric Co.: Electric

Atlantic City Electric Co.: Electric. .
Jersey Central Power & Light Co.: Electric
New Jersey Power & Light Co.: Eleetric_..
Public Service Electric & Gas Co.: Gas

New Jersey Telephone Co.: Telephone
Warwick Valley Telephone Co.: Telephone.
New Jersey Bell Telephone Co.: Telephone

New Mexico Public Service Commission:
Public Service Co. of New Mexico: Electric
Southern Union Gas' Gas

May 19, 1971
July 12,1871
May 24, 1971
Nov. 1,1971
May 3,1971

) July

, 202
42,627, 000
1,650, 000
270, 000
430, 000
106, 000, 000
53,716

May 10,1971
July 20,1971
July 98,1971
Nov. 11,1971
Apr. 23,1971

Apr. 16,1971

Aug. 13,1971
Oct. 15,1971
Oct. 1,1971

May 14,1971
May 27,1971
July 15,1971
July 29,1971
June 21, 1971
Dec. 30,1970
June 7,1971
Dec. 10,1970

Aug. 13,1970
Apr. 30,1971
Do

June 30, 1971

- July 30,1971

38,000,000
1,515,000
100, 900
60, 500

1,105, 000
2,715,000
380,294
63, 500,000

9, 000, 000
UUD 000
, 000

182, 722
13, 464, ui]rg

()

228, 300
739,142
182, 442
3,718, 959
427,743
4,558, 577
72, 500
97, 800
162, 000
9, 950, 000
9,123, 426
446, 062

63, 370, 000

1,325,703
77,353

79, 000, 000 Sepl.

3,603,139
4,083,936

Aug. 2,1971

June 17, 1971
July 30,1971
Sept. 20, 1971
Aug. 19,1971
June 28,1971
Nov. 5,1971
Jan. 29,1970
Nov. 13,1970

Dec. 30,1970
Apr. 1,1971

July 12,1971
July 12,1971
Oct. 11,1971

0 Sept. 30,1971

July 5,1971
July 5,1971
Oct. 19,1971

Apr. 24,1970
June 11, 1871
Oct. 18,1971

Mar. 12, 1971
Oct. 7,1971

Mar. 24, 1971
Dec. 2,1971
Mar. 24, 1971
Nov. 29, 1971
June 16, 1971

June 12, 1971
Sept 10,1971

July 29,1971

Aug. 56,1971
July 8, 1971
June 18, 1971

Mar 6, 1970

Mar. 17, 1971
Nov. 23, 1970
Sept. 20, 1971
Sept. 20, 1971
Mar. 6, 1970

Apr. 18, 1971
Nov. 16, 1970
16, 1970

July 30, 1969
July 1,1968

Suspended until March 1972,

Suspended until July 1972,
Suspgnded until September 1372,
0.

Granted $41,657, Nov. 22, 1971.
Granted full amount Nov. 22, 1971.
Granted $130,073, Nov. 22, 1971.
Granted tull amount Nov. 22, 1971,
Granted full amount Nov. 23, 19717
Granted $3,040,019, Nov. 24, 1971.%
Granted $649, Mov. 29 1971,
Granted $18,000,000, Dec. 1, 1971

Granted §10,559,400, Dec. 14,1971,
Granted $5,500,000, Dec. 22, 19715
In process.

To be withdrawn,

Hearings to be scheduled.
Hearings scheduled.

Pending.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Order dated Nov. 30, 1971. Granted $12,900,000.
Order dated Nov. 12, 1971. Granted request.

Pending.
Do.

Do.
Do.

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

FunP[I)ir hearings scheduled,
Hearings to be held.

Decision pending.
Hearing pending.
Do.

Denied Dec 6, 1971.
Heard. Decision pending.

Granted $4,657, Nov 15, 1971,
Suspended 150 da g

Granted §$2, 8!?09 Nov 15, 1971.
Susepnded 150 d:

Heard. Decision pendmg

Granted $23,473, Dec 8, 1971.
Heard. Decision pending.

In hearing stage, bu!_ang implementation deferred pending clari-
fication of wage/price freeze.
Do.

Do.
Do.

Authorized $36,400,000 by interim order, Oct 29, 1971
cision due.
Final decision due.
Do

Final de-

Hearing' in progress.
0.
Authorized $4,956,000 by interim order dated Oct. 29, 1970 Final de-
cision due.

Final decision due.

Do.

Do.
Pending in court,

Do..
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Amount !
Commission, name of utility, and category requested Date filed Status

New York Public Service Commission: - 3 <

New York State Electric & Gas Corp.: Electric $16,050, 200 Apr. 30,1971 Hearings complet d. No opi or decision issued.

Village of Freeport: Electric 512, Dec. 21,1970 The initial request increased to the listed amount Nov. |, 1971,

; Hearings in progress.

Orange & Rockland Utilities, Inc.: Electric 8,099,983 Feb. 21971 Temporary increase of $3,400,000 granted July 14, 1971. Hearing
exaré}_mer's report issued, Commission’s decision on final rates
pending.

Niagara Mohawk Power Corp.: Electric. .o oo ccccec i aa 55,798,000 Mar. 1,171 Temporary increase of $36,236,000 granted July 14, 1971. Hearing
exarg_mer's report issued, Commission’s decision on final rates
pending.

Long Island Lighting Co.: Electric : 5,958,100 Oct. 11,1971 Staff investigation.

Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc.: Electric 142,763,237 Mar. 31,1971 Temporary increase of $52,192,000 granted May 18, 1971. Hearings

1 completed. No opinion or decision issued.

Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corp.: Electric. 944,350 Oct. 15,1971 Staff investigation,

Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc.: Gas 20,000,000 Sept. 22,1970 The initial request filed was for $12,4590,000. $15,980,000 granted
Au%. 27, 1971, subject to Federal stabilization regulations,

Columbia Gas of New York, Inc.: Gas 806,400 Nov. 17,1970 $454 E]C; granted Oct. 31, 1971, subject to Federal stabilization
regulations.

Iroquois Gas Corp.: Gas 20,943,457 Dec. 21,1970 Temporary increase of $4,891,000 granted Jan. 26, 1971. Hearing
exaa;mer’s report issued, Commission's decision on final rates
pending.

Pavilion Natural Gas Co., The: Gas.. 96, 600 Sept. 28, 1971 Staff investigation,

New York State Electric & Gas Corp.: 3,375,600 Jan, 29,1971 Hea{mg exal‘!miner’s report issued, Commission’s decision on final
rates panding.

Brooklyn Union Gas Co., The: Gas : 11,868,100 Feb. 26,1971 Hearings completed. No opinion or decision issied.

St. Lawrence Gas. Co.: Gas... PRk A 703,810 Apr. 29,1971 Temporary increase of ﬂgl.m granted July 28, 1971, subject to
Federal stabilization regulati Hearings completed. No opinion
or decision issued.

Rochester Gas & Electric Corp.: Gas. - o oo cceceecrcccanaan T T e oy m R U] 5,230,000 May 14,1971 Hearings completed. No opinion or decision issued.

Corning Natural Gas Corp.: Gas._. 236,600 July 9,1971 Heanngs ordered,

e R R N TR Wil R D SN L LR DL LT 91, 500 do..... $Bl.50| tgran!ed Oct. 19, 1971, subject to Federal stabilization
regulations,

Pennsyivania & Southern Gas £0.} 688 -cc-aerensicerraresrosssnmmmnsnnssemarasammmes 25, 800 15,1971 %22, Blﬁtgranled Sept. 9, 1971, subject to Federal stabilization
regulations.

Chazy & Westport Telephone Corp.: Telephone. - oo aeee 12,572 July 2,1971 $12, '-'|2 granied Aug. 23, 1971, subject to Federal stabilization
reguiations.

Cl qua & Erie Telephone Corp.: Telephone. . —-ecooneeeecmocommmmaie e cacnmmcn e 95,000 May 21,1970 $95, F‘_sranted Oct. 6, 1971, subject to Federal stabilization
regulations.

Middleburgh Telephone Co., The: Telephone 45,407 Aug. 2,1971 Staff investigations,

New York Telephone Co.: Telephone. oo oo eeeciiecem e 391,000,000 Feb. 16,1971 Temporary increase of $190,000,000 granted July 9, 1971. Hearing

snar{;;ne:‘s report issued, Commission's decision on final rates

pending.

North Carolina Utilities Commission:
Carolina Power & Light Co.. Electric May Pending.
Roselle: Electric._ ... ... ____..._. 598 Mar. Do.
Domestic: Electric . 27,589 May 13, Do.
Duke Power Co.: Electric : Apr. Do.
Virginia Electric & Power: Flectric____ 487 July 15, Do.
New River Power & Light Co.: Electric. 75,887 Jan. 20,1971 Do.
Pledmont: Gas__ ... . ... - Aug. 5,1971 Do.
N.C, Natural Gas: Gas_....__ L 700, Oct. 1,1971 Pending.
i} : = Sept. 17, 1971 Do.
July 23,1971
Do Sept. 13, 1971
N.C. Gas Service: Gas... 2 118,850 Aug. 13,1971
United Cities* Gas 95,483 July 7,1971
29,650,000 Oct 15 1971
Central: Telephone_...... e 1,423,451 June 30,1971
Lee: Telephone 139, 115 d
North Carolina: Telephone_______.______.. 835,700 Oct.
General: Telephone..__._____ ... . ... 2,497,848 Nov. 5,1971
United: Telephone. ... ... ............_. = 1,197,285 Jan. 27,1971
Thermal Belt: Telephone_. __ e 5 106, 576 b. 24,1971 3
First Colony: Telephone. 3 8,67 . 26,1971 Do.
North Dakota Public Service Commission: Northwestern Bell Telephone Co.: 3, 500, 000 30,1871 Pending.
Ohio Public Utilities Commission: _
Ohio Edison Co. (Industrial): Electric._ ... ... 6, 267, 375 . 13,1970  Investigation pending.
Col's & So. Ohio Electric Co.: Electric. r . % Do.
Toledo Edison Co.: Electric. . . . 2 663, 000 : Investigation starting.
Ohio Eastern Co. (rural): Electric..... g Do.
Ohio Power Co.: El - A Do.
Cleveland Electric lluminating Co.: Electric...___...__.. I ., , 538, Investigation not started
Da’ytun Power & Light Co.: Electric.. ... B2 i Do.
Col's & So. Ohio Electric Co. (Col’s ): Electric............ ey e Dec. 21,1970 Do.
Cincinnatj Gas & Electric Co.:
B e Y £ e - 9,925,000 June 3,1970 For Commission decision.
4,378,945 June 3,1970 Investigation proceeding.

4,675,000 MNov. 12,1970 Do
Dec. 30,1970 Investigation starting.
Mar. 11,1971 Investigation proceeding.
July 22,1971 Investigation starting.
Groveport: Gas. 50,099 July 27,1971 Investigation proceeding.
Wellston: Gas._ . , Nov. 17, 1971 Investigation not started.
Clinton Gas Co.: Gas 5,528 Dec. 10,1970 Investigation proceeding.
Permian Oil & Gas: Gas y May 7,1971 Investigation not started.
Ohio Valley Gas Co.:
Coal Grove: Gas. Oct. 19,1871 Do. ¥ ]
Southpoint: Gas Sept. 11,1970 For Commission decision.
West Ohio Gas Co.: Gas. 2 : 486,374 Aug. 19, 1963 Do.

L Do.
Lewisville Fuel & Supply Co.: Gas_.____. 4,080 3 Awaiting hearing.
Waterville Gas & 0il Co.: Gas ; For Commission decision.
Ottoville Telephone Co.: Telephone. 2,000 Aug. 7,1969 Investigation proceeding.
Telephone Service Co.: Teleg O, Loy Sept. 8, 1970 Do.
( Grove Teleph 0.: Telept = ¢ July 28,1970 Do.
Harlan Telephone Co.: Telephone QOct. 23,1970 Do.
Morenci Home Telephone Co.: Telephone...... 1,652 Mar. 15,1971 Investigation not started.
Northern Ohio Telephone Co.: Telephone..._._ 3,470,567 July 13,1871 Do,
Ohio Bell Telephone Co.: Telephone 165,042,000 Aug. 9,1971 Investigation proceeding.
United Telephone Co.: Telephone 4,632,000 Nov. 4,1971 Investigation not started.
Chillicathe Telephone Co.: Telephone. 938,300 Dec. 2,1971 e ) )|
Southeastern Telephone Co.: Telephone..._ ... 320,561 Oct. 7,1970 For Commission decision.
Lorain Telephone Co.: Telephone 1,136,488 May 11,1971 Do.

Oklahoma Corporation Commission :
G | Telephone of the South 1,539,319 Sept. 15,1963 Pending.
Oklahoma Natural Gas Co.: Gas R PR S LI e T e 13,970,578 July 2,1971 Do.

Footnotes at end of table.
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Oregon Public Utility Commission:

l:anfornia Pacific Utilities:
= $317,900 Jam, 25,1971 Suspended to Nov. 25, 1971,
Gas(tral:ltmg T SR e e T, R e et s 339,026 Oct. 7,1971 Suspended to Nov. 13, 1971,

Casude Natural Gas:
B : . " 1,270,950 Oct. 13,1971 Suspended.

Gas (trar.h}ng—EI Pasa) 339, 7. Oct. 7,1971 Suspended to Nov. 13, 1971,
Northwest Natural Gas: Gas (tracking—El Paso) 3 Lo, Oct. 7,1971
Pacific Northwest Bell: Telephone Feb. 18,1971 Suspended to Dec. 19, 1971,

Pennsylvania Public Service Commission:

The Peoples Natural Gas Co.: Gas ; 12,412,313 Jan. Under investigation.
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co.: Electric. R 42,004,341 Mar. Suspended to Feb. 14, 1972, Hearings in progress.
Duquesne Light Co.: Electric 16, 021,306 Apr. Suspended to Mar. 19, 1972, Hearings in progress.
Metropalitan Edison Co.: Electric. _ 10,021,306 Apr. Suspended to Mar. 30, 1972, Hearings in progress.
Philadelphia Electric Lo Bk W00 ATl ] e 7 - 98,199,000 Nov. 18,1970 Halsgbeen adjudicated. $72,571,000 allowed. Order issued Mov. 9,
Bethel & Muunt Aetna Tel. & Tel. Go Tarephnns 304,613 Nov. 10,1971 Report in progress.
The Bell Tel Co, of P : Tel 4 : Sy = 73,365,000 Dec. 3,1970 Halsgzlgleen adjudicated. $52,895,000 allowed. Order issued Dec. 14,

Rhode Island Department of Business Regulation:

Narragansett Electric Co.: Electric 8,889,000 Nov. 30,1970 Pending. Hearing completed.

Newport Electric Co.; Electric___ PR i b ! 491,000 June 21,1971 Pending. Hearings not completed,

Providence Gas Co.: Gas.... i 4,870,000 Dec, 11,1970 Pending. Hearing completed.

Valley Gas Co.: Gas...... T W TR T . 899,000 Feb, 12,1971 Pending. Hearings not completed.

South County Gas Co.: Gas = S 2 S 93,680 Apr. 151971 Do,

New England Tel. & Tel. Co.: Telephone 14,800,000 Apr. 18,1971 Do.
South Carolina Public Service Commission:

Carolina Power & Light Co. Inc.: Electrie........._... . g o 6,472,130 Oct. 29,1971 Hearing set for Feb. 24, 1972,

S.C. Electric & Gas Co., Inc.: Electric, gas SR S TR N R e e Apr. 29,1971 Granted Nov. 23, 1971.

967 __._.do Granted $1,209, 876, Nov, 23,1971.

Bluffton Telephone Co. Inc.; Telephone_ .. ___._ - : - e =2 Aug. 30,1971 Granted $10,719, Nov. 23, 1971,

Citizens Telephone Co.,lm.ATelaphunn A =2 65,000 Nov. 1,1971 Hearing date psndlng.

Farmers Teleph , Inc.; Tel - Sept. 6, 1971 Hearing held. Pending decision,

General Te!eehona Co., of Suu!hwm Inc.: Telephone : 890 Aug. 23,1971 Hearing date pending.

Inman Ti Co., inc.: Tel v Application pending.

Jackson Telephona Co., Inc.: Telrephuna - Oct. 29,1971 Hearing date pending.

Pond Branch Tele hune Co,, Inc.: Telephone Oct. 5,1971 Hearing set.

Ridge Tel , Inc : el ; 35,227 May 24,1971 Hearing held Jan. 18, 1972, Achun %_,ndmg.

Suulhern Bell Telagho-m & Te'lagraph Co Inc Telephnne L Aug. 10,1971  Partial request aggrmred Dec. 2

United Tel st. i Sept. 28,1971 Hearing Jan, 4, 1972. Action penr.‘isng.
South Dakota Public Utilities C missi (dues not regul ate electric and gas utilities) N Ll ety e
Tennessee Public Service Commission:

Ardmore Telephone Co.: Telephone. ... v oveeceecmee e cmcmeme e m s s memmeen s Oct. 14,1971 Staff investigation in progress,

Powell Telephone Co.: Tslepllone s Sept. 27, 1971 Do

South Central Bell Teieghune e Sept. 13,1971 Hearmg scheduled.

ral Tel C = 780,380 June 25,1971 Pending. Hearings completed.

Tennessee Telephone Co.: Telephons... o 362,700 Nov. 19,1970 Do.

Nashville Gas Co.: Gas , 491, Aug. 27,1971 Hearing scheduled.
Texas Railroad Commission (does not regulate electri and | gas
Utah Pubic Service Ccmm:ssqon

Mar. 30,1971 Pending.
Utah Power & Lig + Electric. . June 8, 1971 Do.
Vermont Public Service srd .
Central Vermont Public Service Corp.: Electric June 15, 1970 Hearing
Green Mountain Power Corp.: Electric.. May 13,1971 Do.
Vermont Electric Cooperative:1 Electric Sept. 10, 1970 Do.
Sept, 16, 1970
Jan. 19, 1970

Co. of Va.: Telep Rz = Apr. 15,1971 Hearing held. $33,000,000 allowed.
July 1,13971
thern Teleph h July 14,1971 Under advisement.
Vlrglnm Telephone & Tel ra;lh Co.: Telephon do. Hearing scheduled.
Virginia Electric & Power : Electric... = 000, Apr. 15, 1971 Do.
Washington Utilifies and Transportation Commission: f
Cascade Natural Gas Corp.: Gas. June 2,1971 Under suspension. Hearing being held.
Puget Sound Power & Li tco.: Electric. o " 900, 00 0.
Pacific Northwest Bell Telephone Co.: Telephone________ 000 s Record closed. Order being dralted.
General Telephone Co. of Northwest, Inc.: Telephone._ .. . 28,197 Do. :
P & Tel h Co.: Tel Under suspension. Being

rting Telephone Co.: Tel oh 21, July 23,1971 Do.
West V:rgmia Pubhc > Service Cnmmissnm.
e &P Telep Co. of West Virginia: Telephone ,133, Oct. 22,1969 InGef;egl lusn?dler bond as of Mar. 21, 1970. Heard and submitted
ct.
General Telephone Co. of Southeast: Telephone. ... ... ... = Jan. 25,1971 |In effect under bond as ot June 24, 1971. Heard and continued.
Short Line Telephone Co.: Telephone_....__._ 51,833 June 22,1971 Suspended to Nov. 18, 1971.
Consumer Gas Utility Co.—Hunington and Pennsboro: Gas Sept. 22,1971 Suspended to Feb. 21,1972,
Independent Gas Co.: Gas. e Sept. 24,1971 Do.
Spenser Gas Co.: Gas. = Oct. 12,1971 Suspended to Mar. 13, 1972.
Ravencliff Fuel & Gas Supply Co.: Gas._ 29,825 Mar. 10,1971 Heard and submitted Oct. 22, 1971,
Hope Natural Gas Co.: Gas__._. . . ... _.._o....... S e = Oct. 16,1970 Inozﬁeci under bond as of Apr. 30, 1971. Heard and submitted

Virginia State l:ms?oration Commission:
o Ke & F Telanh

Lumberport-Shinnston Gas Co.: Gas. .. ............. T, o Nov. 30, 1970 Do. .
Spenser Gas Co.: Gas 9,739 Dec. 10,1970 In aﬁect)}an. 1, 1971 (30-B proceeding to pass on supplier's in-
crease).

June 4,1971 Suspended to Nov. 5, 1971.

Sept. 2,1871 Suspended to Jan. 30, 1972,

Oct. 2,1970 !nseﬂlecs l.;l‘l(jﬁ! bond as of Feb. 28, 1971, Heard and submitted

ep i
Monongahela Power Co.: Electric....._. ... .._. L et ~ , 564, 01 Nov. 4,1970 In effect under bond as of Apr. 3, 1971,
Appalachian Power Co.: Electric. Feb. 22,1971 In effect under bond as of July 29, 1971. Accounting audit.
Potomac Edison Co. of West Virginia: Electric______ . . .. ____. . 1,249,847 May 28,1971 Suspended to Oct. 25, 1971. Under bond after freeze.
Wisconsin Public Service Commission:

Wisconsin Public Service Corp.:

( Nov. 3,1970 Hearings held Dec, 16, 1970 and June 8, 9, and 10, 1971. At ad-
journed hearings held onJune8, 9, and 10, 1971, cross examina-
tion of the y's p was P and
and testi y bers of the C issi siaffwera intro-
dused into the record. Awaiting Commission action.

-7 ST SN SR S S T ~ L3 4 > : ;
Wisconsin Electric Power Co.: Electric_._____._.. i 3 =B £ £ Heallngs held Dec. 18, 1970 and May 18, !9520. and 21, 1971, At

ad{oumed hearings on May 18, 19 and

1,1871, cross exami-
na and

jon of the company’s pr tion was ¢
and testi y by bers of the C issi staﬂ' were intro-
dm:ed into tha record. Awaiting Commission action.
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Wyoming Public Service Commission:

Wisconsin Public Service Commission—Continued

Lake Superior Dist. Power Co.:
Electric

La Valle Telephone Co-op, Inc.: Telephone. - o v oo ecccccecce e ammme e mmenan

Spooner Municipal Utility: Electric

Lodi Municipal Water & Electric Utility: Electric
Deerfield Municipal Water & Electric Utility: Ele
Manitowoc Public Utility Commission: Electric
Waterloo Water & Electric Commission: Electric
Algoma Munlcnpai Wateé& E_}ectnr. Electric.. .

Harl‘lord Municipal Water & Electric: Electri
Northern States Power Co.: Electric.......

Whitehall Municipal Electric Utility: Electric
Wisconsin Telephone Co.: Telephone

Menasha Municipal Water & Electric Utility: Electric ..

Kiel Municipal Utilities: Electric

Gleason Telephone Co.: Telephone
Bloomer Municipal Water & lectric Utilit
Stockbridge & Sherwood Telephone Co.:

: Electric.
elephone

Valders Telephone Co.: Te!e hons
F Tel Co.

Waunakee Telephone Co.: Telephone. .

Mount Vernon Telephone Co.: Telephona_

Cross Plains Electric Utility: Electric....__

Mount Horeb Telephone Co.: Telephone. - - ocreoecemccocmccccaaecnccncracnnnanann =

Cedarburg Light & Water Commission: Electric

Bangor Municipal Utility: Electric_. .

New Holstein Public Utility: Electric_

Farmers & Merchants Telephone Co.: Telef

Manawa Telsphone Co.: Telaphone...“..__..-...
I Tel Co. of Wi : Teleph

Mountain States Tel, & Tel, Co.: Telephone.
United Telephone Co. of the West: Telephone_.
Wyoming Industrial Gas Co.: Gas

Northern Utilities, Inc.: Gas

Mountain Fuel Supply Co.: Gas_.
Frannie-Deaver Utilities: Gas.

Utah Power & Light Co.: Electric.

Hot Springs County Rural Electric Association:

B I D o e s e e b e e

Subtotal, all states, all categories

Federal Communications Commission:

American Tel, & Tel. Co.:

Private line Teletypewriter equipment. _
Interstate Public Message Telephone Service. _

Subtotal, FCC

Boston Edison Co.: Elecinc_A_A_______________________________________.________.____
Georgia Power Co.: Electric. .

West Penn Power Co.: Electric

Monongahela Power Co.: Electric

Duke Power Co.: Electric_____

Union Electric Co.: Electric..

Carolina Power & nght Co.: Electric
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co.: Electric
Delmarva Power & Light Co.: Electric__
Mississippi Power & Light Co Electric.
Commonwealth Edison Co.: Eiectric..

Union Electric Co,: Electric.___ .

Missouri Power & Light Co.: Electric.
Narragansett Electric Co.: Electric.

New England Power Co.: Electric. ..

Central Telephone & Utilities Corp.: Electric_.
Southern California Edison Co.: Electric

Footnotes at end of table.

$739, 351

44, 265
5, 978, 000

(&)

.fs

32, 522
1, 600, 000

)
41,341, 000

(0

33,200
16, 621
u

$20, 953

86, 814
22,714
39,423

11

28, 87

14, 857, 000

1?5 346

6,867
1 (17, 534)
3,714, 189, 884

54, 000, 000
64, 000, 000
13, 400, 000
250, 000, 000

(545,000,000
requested),

381, 400, 000
2,733,000

12, 220, 000

1, 636, 380
3,840,126

Jan. 11,1971 Hearings held Feb. 17,1971 and May 26 and 27, 1971, Atadjourned
hearings held on May 26 and 27, 19]’1 cross Bxarnm_at:on of the

ipany’s presentation was t

y by s of the C:

into the reourd Hearing closed.

and
staﬂ' were mtrodu:od

Do.
1,1971 Hearings held Mar. 16, 1971 and Jul
adjourned heafring held on July 27,

do_.
Feb. 27, 28, and 29, 1971. At

28; and 29, 1971, cross
the y's

pr wa
and evidence and testimony by bers of the C staff
were introduced into the record. Hearing closed.

Mar. 15,1971 Hearings held May 10, 1971. Hearing was adjourned and staff
investigation completed. Hearing closed.

Mar. 23,1971 Hearing May 6, 1971. Hearing closed.

May 11,1971 Hearing June 15, 1971. Hearing closed.

May 14, 1971 Hearing June 23, 1971 Hearing closed.

----G0.._.___ Hearing June 28, 1971. Hearing adjourned.

d Hearing July 1, 1971. Hearing closed.

y 13 Hearing June 16, 1971. Hearing closed.

May 19,1971 Hearing posu;uned until completion of present construct.on pro-

gram and discontinuance of mu!lﬂpaﬂy sarvice,

May 27,1971 Hearing July 7, 1971. Hearing close

June 14,1971 Hearings held July 20, 1971 and Oct. 26, 27, and 28, 1971. At ad-
journed hearings held on Oct. 26,27,and 28, 1971 cross-examination
of the pany's pr tati was- leted and evidence and

ti by bers of the staff were introduced
into the racurd Further heanng scheduled for Dec. 6, 1971,

June 19,1971 Hearing AuF 27, 1971, Hearing closed.

July 22 1971  Hearing held Sspt 8,9, and 10, 1971. Application includes request
for interim relief of $ 0.500,300 Hearings for interim request
held on Nov, 15 and 16, 1971, Staff plesently en%aged in investi-
gation with respect to review of company's exhibits and records

and preparation of staff exhibits and testimony if necessary.

July 23,1971 Heanng Sept. 3, 1971 adjourned. Staff investigation in proj ress
with respect fo review of app!lcant s ulhlblts and recul
result in preparation of staff exhibits and testi

necessary.

Aug. 2,1971 Hearing Sept. 16, 1971. Hearing closed.

Aug. 12 1971 Hearing Sept. 21, 1971 adjourned to time and place to be set.

Aug. 19, 1971 Hearing Sept. 21, 1971. Hearing closed.

Aug. 20,1971 Hearing Oct. 7 1971 adjourned. Staff investigation with respect to
review of exhibits and books of the campany in progress to result
in preparation of staff exhibits and testi yifd ¥y

Hearing scheduled for Nov. 16, 1971,
Hearing scheduled for Nov. 30, 1971,

Aug. ZEI 1971 Heal ng Nov. 3, 1971. Adjourned.

do ring Oct. 29. 1971. Adjourned.

Aug. 24,1971 Haar ng Sept. 30, 1971, Adjourned.

Sept. 2,1971 Hearing held Oct. 18, 1971. Staff investigation in progress with
respect to reveiw of company's exhibits and records to result

in preparation of staff testimony and exhibits if deemed necessary.

Sept. 9,1971 Hearing Oct. 19, 1971.

Sept. 20, 1971 Hearing Oct, 18, 1971,

Oct. 8,1971 Hearing Nov. 11 1971,

Oct. 27,1971 Hearing scheduled for Nov. 30, 1971.

Oct. 29,1971 Hearing scheduled for Dec. 2, 1971.

July 22,1971 Hearing held Oct. 12, 13, 14 1971,

Nov, 4,1971 First public hearing to be held February or March,
Sept, 10,1971 Hearing set for Jan, 25, 1972,

Mar. 30,1971 Additional studies requnred

Aug. 30,1971 Public hearings held; now under consideration.
Mar. 29, 1971 Do.

Feb. 6,1971 Do.

June 4,1971 Do.

JunecI 2,1971 Public notice. Now under jeration (to be all

Mar, 25,1968 Effective Sept, 1, 1968, subject to accounting order issued in
docket No. 18128.
Oct. 11,1969 Eﬁﬁc“ws Feb. 1, 1970, subject to accounting order issued in docket
0. 5
Jan. 09,1967 £ﬂectiveahlov. 1, 1968, subject to accounting order issued in docket
0. 4
Nov. 20,1970 Effective Jan, 26, 1971, subject to accounting order issued in
ocket No, 19129,
Jan, 26,1971 Do.

Mar. 30,1970 Suspended; hearing in progress.
May 25.1970 Do,
Juna 29 1970 S

nug 19 1970 Su:psnded hearing in progress.

Dec. 22,1970 Suspended; awaiting Commission decision,
Sept. 30, 1970 Suspended; hearing in progress,
Nov. 9,1970 Suspended; hearing scheculed.
Sept. 18,1970 Suspended; hearing in progress,
Dec. 22, 1970 fi ; hearing sched

Nov. 23, 1970 Do, )

Jan. 27,1971 Suspended; awaiting C

Jan. 28,1971 Do..
Dec. 14,1970 Susp
Jan. 15,1971 Do.

Apr. 19,1971 §1, 4l1tll100 re1ected $200,000
Mar. 23,1971 Susp ; hearing scheduled

b adulad

ded; hearing

decision in companion case.

haduled

d; hearing
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Commission, name of utility, and category

Amount

n
requested Date filed Status

Misﬂssifpi Power Co.: Electric.
Wisconsin Public Service Corp.: Electric
Metropolitan Edison Co.: Electric. .
l.lpge: Peninsula Power Co.: Electric_..
lic Service Co. of Indiana: Electric....
Public Service Co. of Indiana: Electric..._.
Orange and Rockland Utllrties, Inc.: Electric
Potomac Edison Co.: Elect
Cambridge Electric Light Go.‘ Electric.
Rochester Gas & Electric Corp.: Electric
Alabama Power Co.: Electric.
Wisconsin Michigan Power Cﬂ‘: Electric.

Southern Indiana Gas and Electric Co.: Electric

Central Vermont Puhllc Senﬂce Corp.: Electric
The Detroit Edison Co
Florida Power Corp.: Eiecirn:
Gulf Power Co.: Electric
Interstate Power Co.: Electric.
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp.: Electric.

Sub subtotal, FPC, electric ...

El Paso Natural Gas Co.: Gas.
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co.: Gas___
Florida Gas Transmission Co,: Gas....

Alabama-T N | Gas Co.: Gas

Pacific Gas Transmission Co.: Gas
El Paso Natural Gas Co,, South Div.: Gas.

El Paso Natural Gas Co., N/W Div.: Gas..
Gonssﬂdated Gas Supply Corp.: Gas...

Southern Natural Gas Co.: Gas.

United Gas Pipe Line Co.: Gas -
Texas Gas Transmission Gn:p Gas.
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co.: Gas..
Trunkline Gas Co.: Gas

El Paso Natural Gas Co., N/W DIV Bas. o cncccccniscniilaiminnen e s
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America: Gas.
Northern Natural Gas Co.: Gas.

Cities Service Gas Co.: Gas

Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co.: Gas
United Gas Pipe Line Co.: Gas.

The Manufacturers Light and Heat Co.: Gas.

Home Gas Co.: Gas
Cumberland and .&Iteaheny TR T e A e S e A R e S SRS
Ohio Fuel Gas Co.:
Kentucky Gas T
Atlantic Seaboard Cnr Gas-.....-.......
Uruled Fuel Gas Co.:

bia Gulf Tr Co,: Gas...
Mldmmern Gas Tlansmlssmn Co.: Gas.
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co.; Gas__.
Tennessee Natural Gas Lines, Inc.: Gas..
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co.: Gas

Southern Natural Gas Co.: Gas

Corp.: Gas.

Northern Natural Gas Co.: Gas

The Sylvania Corp.: Gas.

Algonquin Gas Transmission Co.: Gas
Gas Tr Corp.: Gas.

United Natural Gas Co.: Gas

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co.: Gas

Southern Natural Gas Co.: Gas

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.: Gas

Southwest Gas Corp.: Gas

Baca Gas Gathering System, Inc.. 33 SN

Western Transmission Corp.: |

Law burg Gas Tr

Florida Gas Transmission Co.: Gas.....oceeene-

Subtotal, FPC, Gas______
Subtotal, FPC, electri

Grand total, all categories, State and Federal. ... oceen... E

Apr, 19,1971

s 059 228
Apr. 27,1971
Apr. 30 1971

1 31? 53?
416 June 4,1971
70 June 28, 19?}

Pending.
Suspg:dad hearing scheduled,

Pendin, g
Suspended; hearing scheduled,
Pendi %
Suspended; hearing scheduled,
Aug. 19,1971 Pending.
Nov. 1,1971 Do.

do
um June 26, 1964
5un. 30, 1968
Nov, 29, 1971
971

Do.

Suspended; consolidated for hearing with another proposed rate
;nl:rease.

Suspended; customer is not currently buying power under the
suspendeti rate schedule.

Suspended; hearing scheduled,

0.

y Do.

Dec. 15,1971 Pending.

Dec. 17,1971 Do,

157, 766

79, 766, 707

50, 268, 881
12, 320, 454
000

Oct. 13,1969
.ﬁpr. 15 1870
Aug. 16, 1965

Sept. 1,1970

Apr. 1,1971
Sapr 1970

Before Commission for final action,

Awaiting examiner's decusion on rate of return; other matters before
Commission for final

Ratgt of return decided; olher matters before Commission for final
action,

Rate settlement approved by order issued January 4, 1972,

Examiner decision jssued January 11, 1972; matter awaiting filing
of exceptions.

1,903, 481

Dec. 7,1970
Nowv. 16, 1971
Dec, 16,1971
Nov. 30, 1971

Awaiting examiner's decision on all issues,

0.
Under staff analys{:i.
ings sched for June 6, 1972,
1, 1971 Hearings scheduled l‘or npnl 1 19}‘2.
earnngs arch k3
Aug. 1? 1971 Tentative set!lsment renchad fom‘lal agreemant not yet filed,
July’ 11971 Tentative settlement reached; agreement filed January 10, 19‘:‘2.

Oct. 15,1971 Do.
June 30, 1871 Heanngs scheduled for March 6,1972,
Tentative settl t filed D ber 20, 1971,
Phase Il heannp nw m prugress Phase |, pnorﬂy of service has
been settled

May 28,1971

58,782, 87
$18,323,823 Apr. 26,1971
17,946,398 Apr. 22,1971 Tentative settiement reached on all but one issue; agreement filed
ov.
9,647,370 Apr. 16,1971 Tentati ) settiement t filed Sept. 8, 1971,
56,079,803 Nov. 13,1970 Tentative settlement raached on all but two issues; agreement
filed Nov. 22, 1971.
30, 687, 061 1,1970 Company has filed for Commission approval a Settlement Stipula-
th and Agreement; opposition has been filed.
0.
Do.
Da.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Sept.
Sept. 5
Sept. Do. | . : E
Sept. 1,1970 Commission order issued 12-23-71, pos'tponmg consideration of
motion to approve settlement agreement.
June 16, 1970 Hearings scheduled for February 29, 1972 Cnm{)an]f has filed for
r; V. }g {%g Cmrmsslon approval of its Settlement Stipulation and Agree-
ug.

Dec. 27,1971 Under Siaﬂ Analysis,
Dec. 20,1971 Do.
Dec. 23,1971

Do.
Hearings to be scheduled.
Do.

2137,
108, 396, 100

16,293, 437
2, 378,650
37, 830,641
2 81

, 908
115, 242
16,293 Dec. 22,1971
Dec. 14,1971
Dec. 3,1971
Dec. 3,1971
Nov. 29, 1971
Nov. 18, 1971

Nov. 91971 Do. ol %

OcPL 17, 19?1 Awaiting Commission opinion,
Hearings being scheduled.

Apr. 23 19?1 Do.
Feb. 18,1971 Do.
June 23, 1970 Do.
Mar. 25,1970 Do.

00 Aug. 26,1969 Do. - 1 .
Oct. 15,1970 Awaiting Commission opinion on prior rate cases.
Mar. 16, 1970 Do.

Aug. 1,1968 Do.

910, 743, 535

990, 510, 252

5, 086, 100, 136

i Setin on interim basis Mar. 29, 1968; hearing held Oct. 27, 1971.
2 Commercial and industrial rate schedule (no dollar amount).

pipeline gas to Michigan C lidated has been reduced and the C. is about to issue
a rate reducnon order in the amount of $5,300,000 and refunds to the ratepayers in the amount

of approxi

3 Rate schedules No. 4 and 5 suspended and industrial rate of 25 cents per MCF granted (no
dollar amount).

4 Purchased gas adjustment.

# Fuel adjustment based on 1970 costs.

¢ Filed new tariffs only.

T The request and ﬁranl was limited fo the increased wholesale cost of Eas to the gas utility
resulting from federally ap d gas The order of the Commission provides
that Michigan Cansohdalmf will not receive another general rate increase at least until 1973,
The only to the ium would be in the event the utility’s wholesale cost of gas
increases. Wholesale gas rates are under the jurisdiction of the Federal Power Commission.
In the event the wholesale costs are later reduced and refunds are made by the suppliers, Michigan
Consolidated must make corresponding refunds to its customers, Since the order the cost of

8 |nterim rehet

® Asof Feb. 1, 1972,

0 3 cases combined of hearing purposes.

u Cases for which no amount of revenue requirement is indicated represent either small com-
panies or instances where actual additional revenue requirements hsye not been indicated at
the present stage of the proceeding. It is planned that in such proc the C staff
will examine exhibits, working papers and underlying records “to the extent deemed necessary
for the purposes of pmwdmg cross examination of co |!l:ban)l' witnesses or preparation of exhibits
with respect fo cost of service as may be necessary in the individual case.

12 Decrease,

1 FPC data indicate rate increase requests as of Dec. 31, 1971.
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A HISTORY OF RECOMPUTATION

HON. JEROME R. WALDIE

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
comment on a subject in which this
House, the other House, and all Presi-
dents beginning with President Eisen-
hower, excepting John Kennedy, have
been derelict. That subject is recomputa-
tion of military retired pay; namely, bas-
ing retired pay as a percentage of active
duty pay, giving increases or decreases
to the retirees as those are received by
active duty personnel.

I have introduced several bills since
coming to the Congress in 1966, on this
subject, but have never been able to ob-
tain action, with the explanation that
righting the wrong done our retired uni-
formed personnel, officers, enlisted, and
widows would be too expensive. This dur-
ing a time when we have poured un-
counted billions into a war which cannot
be won, and domestic programs of known
questionable value. A small portion of
any of these funds would have more than
paid for this obligation.

For the benefit of those Members who
are not totally familiar with this prob-
lem, I should like to recount this historic
situation.

Retirement for officers of the uni-
formed services began in 1870 and for en-
listed personnel in 1885. Each time active
duty pay was increased or decreased so
was retired pay, always in direct rela-
tion to that active duty pay.

In 1922, President Harding, like his
successor 36 years later, President Eisen-
hower, deprived officers alone of this re-
computation.

In 1926, the Congress restored recom-
putation saying that the 1922 act had
been a violation of “the basic law under
which (they had) gained their retirement
rights.”

In 1930, the Secretary of War conceded
that imputed contributions were made by
retirees, while on active duty—active
duty pay rates were depressed in con-
templation of retirement benefits. This
has been recognized in each congres-
sional and executive study since includ-
ing the second quadrennial review of
military compensation submitted to the
chairmen of the House and Senate
Armed Services Committee on January
35, 1972, which states in volume 1, page

Regular Military Compensation is de-
pressed by 7% to reflect on imputed con-
tribution toward the member's retirement.

In 1933, when active duty pay was re-
duced, so was retired pay.

In 1948, the first serious recent study
of uniformed retired pay was made,
which recommended continuance of the
imputed system as a convenience to the
Government, rather than burden the
United States with the cost of a con-
tributory system.

In 1956, the Congress incorporated the
recomputation system into title 10
United States Code so that recomputa-
tion thereafter was expressly required.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

In 1958, without asking repeal of the
recomputation statute, President Eisen-
hower attempted to deprive all retirees
of any increase in retired pay. However,
the Congress insisted that rights of re-
tirees be recognized. Those on active duty
were given a 6Y-percent increase while
retirees were given a 6-percent increase.

In 1961, this House passed recomputa-
tion legislation on which no action was
taken by the other body.

In 1962, President Kennedy attempted
to fulfill his promise and requested re-
computation. The result of this request
was, indeed, strange.

In 1963, the recomputation legisla-
tion—title 10—was repealed, and a cost-
of-living increase for retirees was estab-
lished, which has resulted in a stagger-
ing loss to each retiree, so that now there
are 10 different scales for retirees, all of
whom have the same obligation.

It is against this background which I
asked this House to act on my bills, but
to no avail.

While all this was taking place, in 1959,
President Eisenhower was saying that
recomputation “involves a sense of jus-
tice of the Government” and that the
1958 legislation was a “flaw.”

In 1960, the Vice President called the
situation unjust pay discrimination, un-
fair treatment, and an injustice.

In 1962, Vice President Humphrey
noted the need to reestablish fairness and
eliminate the penalties being applied to
the oldest group of retirees and inequities
of the present system.

In 1968, candidate Nixon promised if
elected to urge Congress at the earliest
possible time to pass legislation then
pending and sponsored by Senator
TOWER, fo correct the unfair discrimina-
tion against the older retirees, the in-
tolerable and unfair burden, and in-
Justice,

To date, no action has been taken.

We continue to penalize these retirees
whose only fault was to rely upon the
word of the United States that if the re-
tirees served their time, and made their
contributions, they would receive the
benefits promised them. We, the Con-
gress and the President, have in effect
passed a special tax assessed against the
retirees.

I am pleased that a group of my con-
stituents, the Retired Officers Associa-
tion of Contra Costa County, has taken
the lead against this background of frus-
tration by both congressional and Presi-
dential inaction. There is now pending
an action in the court of claims to es-
tablish their legal rights, so that for
those people on active duty prior to 1958,
the United States will keep its word.

I hope that the courts will do what
many of us have promised but have not
been able to accomplish.

LATF RECEIVES STRONG LATIN
AMERICAN SUPPORT

HON. F. BRADFORD MORSE

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I have
watched carefully during the past 3 years

Mareh 9, 1972

the development of the Latin American
Teaching Fellowships—LATF—program
of the Fletcher School of Law and Diplo-
macy. I have been pleased to serve as a
member of the National Advisory Board
of the LATF program, along with several
of my distinguished colleagues from
the Congress: Congressman MACDONALD,
Congressman FasceLn, Congressman
Fraser, Senator CHURCH and Senator
JAVITS.

The LATF program is worthy of spe-
cial note because of the dynamic expan-
sion which it has maintained during the
recent years. The program now has 60
young scholars and scientists teaching in
universities in 12 Latin American coun-
tries. The program will have over 100
fellows in the field by the end of 1972.
This represents a 1,000-percent increase
in only 4 years.

The process and technique of LATF is
nowhere better illustrated than in Vene-
zuela. Mr. Stephen M. Johnson, director
of the LATF program in Venezuela and
Colombia, points out in his article “L.A.
Teaching Fellowships—Reversing the
Brain Drain,” which appeared in the
November-December issue of Business
Venezuela, how the LATF program has
developed in Venezuela. I am including
Mr. Johnson's article in the Recorb since
I feel certain that it will be of interest
to all who are concerned with our rela-
tionships with Latin America.

I share the views of Representative
Doxn Fraser, my colleague on the Foreign
Affairs Committee, who said:

And I believe this applies to all programs,
governmental, private, and mixed—must in-
teract with local institutions in a plan that
has been defined by the local institution and
which is implemented under their direction.
This approach has been the hallmark of the
innovative Tufts program.

More than 20 fellows will be teaching
in Venezuela by the end of 1972 under
the LATF program. I note with real
interest that many of the LATF {fel-
lows in that country are associated with
the Universidad Simon Bolivar, which
is well on its way to a position of pre-
eminence in scientific and technological
studies in Latin America.

I have been very interested in the ques-
tion of how the LATF program has
managed to develop so rapidly. The key
seems to be the active involvement of
the program with local institutions, and
LATF is responding to their clearly
expressed needs and requirements.

In summary, here is an education pro-
gram in Latin America that has demon-
strated drive, innovation and imagina-
tion. LATF, particularly in Venezuela,
has demonstrated a great capacity for
growth. The reason is summed up in the
comments of Dr. Ignacio Iribarren of the
Universidad Simon Bolivar who said:

I dare say, as a Venezuelan who dedicates
his efforts to education, that LATF. is
mdking an important contribution to our
country. . . .

It is my firm view that this spirit and
technique should characterize all of our
development efforts in Latin America—
not only because it is right—but espe-
cially, because it works. The experience
of LATF and of its distinguished Rep-
resentative in Latin America, Mr. Steve
Johnson, indicates that this is so. Mr.
Johnson's article follows:
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TALENT RECRUITMENT: LA TEACHING FELLOW~-
SHIPS—REVERSING THE BrRAIN DrAIN

(By Stephen M. Johmnson)

{Note.—Mr, Stephen M. Johnson is Direc~
tor of the Latin American Teaching Fellow-
ships in Venezuela and Colombia. A graduate
of Northwestern University, he received his
law degree from Tulane University and was
admitted to the Illinois Bar. Before coming
to Caracas, he served as an L.A.T.F. Fellow
in Santiago, Chile, where he developed a
course on Anglo-American Public Law at the
Cathaolic University and worked as a legal
intern for the Ford Motor Company.

“It is clear that the essential cause of
underdevelopment is the scarcity of qualified
people for industry, government, research
and other important areas.” Those are the
words of a prominent university educator at
Universidad Simén Bolivar, a wuniversity
committed to eradicating this root cause of
underdevelopment through a decided orien-
tation towards technical and scientific flelds
offering degrees in such fields as Computer
Sclence, Engineering and the Physical
Sciences.

University authorities acknowledge that
their main difficulty has been recruiting suit-
ably qualified teachers in these areas.

One program is meeting demand for highly
skilled professors and doing so in a unique
way. The program is Latin American Teach-
ing Fellowshlps, administered by means of
the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy at
Tufts University in Medford, Massachusetts.

What makes it unique?

The support of the business community,
in particular the multinational corporation,
within Venezuela and throughout nine other
Latin American countries where the program
is operting.

Started some six years ago with a grant
from the Ford Foundation, Latin American
Teaching Fellowships undertok to send PhD
candidates to Central and South America to
complete dissertation research while at the
same time making a solld contribution
through their active participation within the
classroom of Latin American universities.
In this fashion, L.A.T.F. Fellows have taught
courses not heretofore offered within the nor-
mal curriculum and assisted full-time pro-
fessors, imparting the benefit of their train-
ing in both the substance and the method-
ology of their subject.

The philosophy behind the program was
best described by Profesor William S. Barnes,
of the Fletcher School, founder and Chair-
man of the Natlonal Advisory Board of
LATPF.:

“We didn't want to send graduate students
to Latin America who would be asking a lot
of questions and not making a contribution.
We didn’t want our Fellows to be wandering
minstrels.”

From the outset, private industry has
played a major role in the success and growth
of this effort through its financial support,
both In the form of donations and by asso-
clating L.A.T.F. Fellows with their firms as
“Interns".

UNIQUE FEATURES

The internship component of this program
is its most unique feature. Under this ar-
rangement, L.A-T.F. Fellows, speclalists in
such areas as economics, business, adminis-
tration, law and, more recently, the physical
sclences, work on a flexible part-time basis
for perlods of up to three years with private
enterprise while simultaneously teaching at
local universities.

Originally concelved as an alternate means
of financing when the Ford Foundation
made a major policy decision to divert re-
sources previously allocated to Latin Ameri-
can programs to urban areas within the
U.S., the internship component of L.A.T.F.
has demonstrated advantages not present
when the program was solely academic.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

First, the multinational corporation re-
celves a direct benefit as the intern works
with them directly in their own operation.
The intern comes to the company with real
skills and a high degree of knowledge about
the culture and the language of the country.
He also serves as a direct link between the
company and the university where he
teaches.

One top executive of an important manu-
facturing concern in Venezuela has summed
up that link:

“The student at our Ilocal university
gains the profit from the intern’s U.S. edu-
cation and practical application from the
intern's exposure to commerce In the stu-
dent’s country. We feel this dual effect im-
portant to the development of our student
population. It gives them another viewpoint
which is frequently ignored or unavailable
from other types of teachers.”

Second, the Latln American university
recelves a first-rate teacher for the two to
three-year period that the Fellow serves as
an intern, Because one Is a much more effec-
tive teacher the second and third year, this
time factor is significant. Also, because the
living stipend of the Fellow is provided
by the company, the university's frequently
limited resources are not further diluted.

Third, the teaching Intern, because of his
novel experience, gains a much greater un-
derstanding of the people in the country
where he works and, upon returning to the
U.S. to work or teach, brings with him his
understanding and awareness,

Particlpating companies, in exchange for
the services of an intern, commonly cover the
Fellow's roundtrip transportation and rea-
sonable baggage allowance and provide his
monthly stipend which averages between
$550 and $650, payable directly to LA T.F.
to avold conflict with local labor law sti-
pulations.

One banking firm active in Latin America
has acknowledged the modest cost of con-
tracting the services of an L.A.-T.F, intern:
the bank frequently pays as much as $32,000
to bring down one of its own tralnees for a
one year period.

The duration of the Internship arrange-
ment varies from two to three years and the
firm maintains the right to cancel the as-
soclation at any time,

FILL IMPORTANT GAPS

The experience of the multinational cor-
poration in Venezuela with L.A.T.F. interns
has revealed that these highly specialized
people can fill important gaps in local plan=
ning, market research or legal projects.

An example is the case of a major chemi-
cal firm who put its economist intern to work
devising alternate funding strategies for its
bulk chemical facilities while also doing con-
tingency planning for the company in the
event Venezuela joins the Andean Common
Market.

As automotive company made the declsion
to sponsor an L.A.TF. lawyer on a perma-
nent basis after its first intern became in
effect the legal middleman between parent
company counsel and the local firm of at-
torneys. The L.A.T.F. intern centralized com-
pany contracts and made possible a verifica-
tion of attorney billings. Although not a
Venezuelan lawyer, he was able to save the
company time and money by researching
basic points of law on his own. This experi-
ence led the automotive company to asso-
clate a second intern, also an attorney, with
its Chilean subsidiary.

On the basis of such results, TBM asked for
and received the services of an L.AT.F. In-
tern trained in law, bringing to four the
number of Fellows associated with that com-
pany in as many Latin American countries.

A national program, Latin American
Teaching Fellowships annually receives over
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200 applications from top universities all over
North America.

Although the majority of Fellows are U.S.
citizens, that is not a pre-requisite to appli-
cation. In fact, a reading of the roster reveals
citizens of such countries as Germany, Swit-
zerland, England, Mexico, Chile, Colombia,
Brazil and Argentina. As a vehicle that en-
ables and indeed encourages Latin Americans
to return to their own or neighboring coun=-
tries, the L.A.T.F. program is also seen as
a means of reversing the so-called “brain
drain”.

During the current year, 34 Fellows were
selected. As they join their colleagues already
working and teaching in Latin America, they
will bring the number of active Fellows to
approximately 60 spread over 10 countries
from Mexico to, guite lterally, Tlerra del
Fuego where LATFer Eugene McCarthy has
conducted seminars,

An intern with the Chilean National Ofl
Company for over a year and a half and a
Chemistry professor at the Catholic Univer-
sity In Valparaiso, Chile, Gene McCarthy,
whose British accent assures no relationship
to the former Senator from Minnesota, is
typical of the caliber of Fellow selected. A
PhD in Organic Chemistry from the Univer-
sity of California, Berkeley, Gene has worked
with two Nobel Prize Laureates: Melvin Cal-
vin at Berkeley and Konrad Block of Harvard
University while a post-doctoral research
grant reciplent.

ORIENTATION SESSION

Prior to departing for Latin America to
assume their responsibilities, the group of
selected candidates is brought to the Fletcher
School for a week's orlentation session. This
fall the 34 Fellows and their wives joined ex-
ecutives from Gillette and Arthur D. Little to
discuss the private sector in Latin America
and the role of private foreign capital and
the multinational corporation. Also on hand
for a similar seminar was U.S. Congressman
Donald Fraser, who serves, along with Repre-
sentative H. Bradford Morse and Senator
Jacob Javits, on the L.AT.F. National Ad-
visory Board.

From the group of selected candidates, five
will be heading for Venezuela where they will
be teaching at such institutions as Univer-
sidad de Oriente, Universidad Catdlica An-
drés Bello and Universidad Simdn Bolivar.

At a time which many feel is decisive to
U.S.-Latin American relations, participating
U.S. business can feel the same measure of
pride as the L.ATF. Fellows themselves to
hear comments like the one recently made
by a university professor and administrator:

“I dare say, as a Venezuelan who dedicates
his efforts to education, that LATF. is
making an important contribution to our
country .. .”

MAN'S INHUMANITY TO MAN—
HOW LONG?

HON. WILLIAM J. SCHERLE

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. SCHERLE. Mr. Speaker, a child
asks: “Where is daddy?” A mother asks:
“How is my son?” A wife asks: “Is my
husband alive or dead?”

Communist North Vietnam is sadis-
tically practicing spiritual and mental
genocide on over 1,600 American pris-
oners of war and their families.

How long?
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LETTER FROM AMERICAN COTTON
SHIPPERS ASSOCIATION

HON. BILL ALEXANDER

OF ARKANSAB
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr., ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, re-
cently I submitted an article entitled,
“A Knife at the Jugular,” March 1, page
6403, ConcGrEssiONAL Recorp, for the
benefit of my colleagues.

Subsequently, I received a copy of a
letter from Mr. Neal P. Gillen, vice pres-
ident and general counsel of the Ameri-
can Cotton Shippers Association, who
alleges plagiarism of material which ap-
peared in a similar article. In order to
set the record straight, a copy of a letter
from Mr. Gillen to the editors of the
American Cotton Grower is attached.

The letter follows:

AMERICAN COTTON SHIFPERS ASSOCIATION,
Memphis, Tenn., March 6, 1972.

GENTLEMEN: Plagiarism can be avoided
when appropriate credit is given to the ac-
tual author of the cited material. The at-
tached article printed in the Congressional
Record by Representative Willlam Alexan-
der is replete with material that should have
been credited to the American Cotton Ship-
pers Association, or this writer.

For the benefit of your editorial stafl, 1
enclose a copy of our testimony presented
to the Subcommittee on Agricultural Ex-
ports of the Senate Committee on Agricul-
ture and Forestry. The writer testified on
November 5, 1971 when the Subcommittee
called hearings to ascertain the effects of
the dock strike on U.S. agriculture. If you
compare the attached article and testimony,
you will note many similarities.

Accuracy in quotation is probably the most
important single rule in both print and
broadcast Journalism. I would respectfully
point out that the quotation attributed to
the U.S. Supreme Court, “neither party has
any right in its relations with any other to
engage In acts or practices which jeopardize
public health, safety, or interest”, was never
uttered by that distinguished body. This
language was taken from the preamble of
the Labor Management Relations Act of
1947, the Taft-Hartley Act. A careful read-
ing of the attached testimony by your edi-
tors will set the record straight.

Sincerely,
Near P. GILLEN,
Vice President and General Counsel.

THE VOICE OF DEMOCRACY 1972
NATIONAL WINNER

HON. PATSY T. MINK

OF HAWAII
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mrs, MINK. Mr. Speaker, we in Amer-
ica often take for granted that we live
in a democracy. That we have the free-
dom to do whatever we please, within
the limits of the law, is our constitutional
right. Yet, how many of us stop to think
what freedom and democracy really
mean and how fortunate we are to have
these?

Mr, Evan Spangler of Fort Shafter,
Hawail, did and he expressed his
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thoughts in a very eloquent and sincere
way. He expressed his thoughts through
a speech entered in the Veterans of For-
eign Wars’ Voice of Democracy contest
in December. He was this week declared
the national winner of that contest.

We of Hawaii are especially proud of
Evan’s achievements. He is a junior at
Radford High School in Honolulu and
recently became an Eagle Scout.

I am proud to share with you today,
Evan Spangler’s winning Voice of
Democracy speech:

My RESPONSIBILITY TO FREEDOM
By Evan Spangler

Demographers tell us that some where In
this world a baby 1s born every three sec-
onds—that In the TUnited States a new
American is born every seven seconds.

Consider for a moment that man, with his
great capacity to create and produce, has no
choice over the time, place or ancestry of his
birth. That I am an American is an accident.
To be born free 1s an accident.

But to live free 1s a challenge.

In the divided city of Berlin in 1945, Peter
Fechter was born and by accldent in the
Communist-controlled sector. Seventeen
years later, Peter Fechter was working as an
apprentice mason on the east side of the
infamous Berlin wall.

As he looked at the wall, he clearly under-
stood the challenge to live free. One day
during his lunch break, Peter made his de-
cision.

Without a second thought, he hurdled the
barbed wire barricade, dashed across the
sandy strip between the wire and the wall,
and clawed his way to the top.

A volley of pistol fire cut him down. East
Berliners watched terrified as his body fell.
For an hour he lay bleeding, screaming for
help, clutching at the sand. When his youth-
ful body became quiet and cold, the Com-
munist soldiers carried him away.

To be born free is an accident. To live
free is a challenge. To die free is an obliga-
tion.

Because I was born free, I have a respon-
sibility to freedom, It is an inescapeble re-
sponsibility that was born at Valley Forge,
nurtured at New Orleans, tempered at Shi-
loh and Gettysburg, and tested in the Belleau
Wood.

My defense of freedom is not always by the
sword. I defend freedom when I exercise my
responsibilities as an American citizen
through constitutional processes that have
prevalled for nearly two centuries.

My freedom of speech is only as strong as
the free speech enjoyed by my fellow citizens.
If their volces are restrained, then my volce
is hushed also. Voltalre recognized this re-
sponsibility when he sald, “I disagree with
what you say, but I will defend to the death
your right to say 1t.”

To be born free is an accident; to live free
is a challenge.

I face up to this challenge when I express
my views through letters to my representa-
tives In government and through letters to
the editors of newspapers. In another year, I
will exercise my responsibility to freedom
through the ballot box, recognizing that if I
fail to vote I have weakened the legacy of
my forefathers.

I must not abuse my freedom. To do so is
to risk its loss. Any freedom that I enjoy at
the expense of my fellow man is mockery. I
strengthen my freedom when I champion the
rights of others. We are a nation of laws and
not a nation of men. Frederic Bastiat wrote:
“Liberty does not exist because men have
made laws. On the contrary, it is because
freedom existed beforehand that caused men
to make laws in the first place. The law ex-
ists only to protect freedom.”
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To be born free i1z an accident; to live free

ita: a challenge; and to die free is an obliga-
on.,

The defense of freedom is my obligation for
history documents that once a people lost
thelr freedom, they never regalned it. I ac-
cept my obligation knowing full well the
price. I abhor war and the anguish it reaps.
Yet I cannot ignore the alternative for as
General Omar Bradley observed: “A soldler’s
pack is not so heavy as a prisoner’s chains.”

Another American sald: “If we do not de-
fend freedom we will lose it, and if we fail,
I fear we will face telling our children what
it was we found more preclous than free-
dom.”

Peter Fechter understood the consequence
that day when he dashed to the top of the
wall.

I understand 1it, too. I accept my responsi-
bility because to be born free is an accident;
to live free is my challenge; and to die free
is my obligation.

EFFECTS OF UNEMPLOYMENT

HON. CHARLES C. DIGGS, JR.

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. DIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I am glad
to support this bill which will help check
skyrocketing unemployment in those
communities which have the greatest
need for federally assisted public works
programs. Those areas which suffer most
from the ravaging effects of unemploy-
ment; namely, our black communities—
where unemployment rates are more
than double those of the national aver-
age—are likely to be significantly as-
sisted.

The national average of 6 percent un-
employment represents a tragic waste of
manpower. Manpower which, if the tre-
mendous resources of this country were
put behind an honest effort to achieve
full employment, would make a vast con-
tribution to the further human develop-
ment of the United States.

In 1972, as in the past 2 years, we are
faced with the specter of rising unem-
ployment figures. More and more people
want to enter the job market, only to
find that there are fewer and fewer jobs
available for them. They want to work,
but the jobs are not there. This 6-percent
figure, therefore, is wasteful and tragic.

If we turn our attention away from
the national unemployment figure for a
moment, and concentrate, as we must,
on where the real problems of underem-
ployment and unemployment rests, the
picture is even more distressing.

We see areas containing millions of
people where the unemployment figure
is 12 percent. We see, in certain groups,
such as men between the ages of 17 to
24 years old, 35 to 50 percent unemploy-
ment. We see minimal social services in
areas whose density of population re-
quires that social services be numerous
and effective. We see a devastating lack
of permanent public facilities. This bill,
if enacted and signed by the President,
will begin to alleviate some of these seri-
ous problems in our communities most
seriously affected by unemployment.
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In addition to the most important rem-
edial aspects of this bill, I would suggest
that it also draws the national attention
to those areas which suffer from chronic
unemployment or underemployment. It is
important to remember the unforgivably
bad conditions that are allowed to exist
in so many of our black communities,
despite the abundant wealth that Amer-
ica possesses. We have the capacity to
develop these areas as we have developed
other areas of our country and, in fact,
other areas of the free world.

My own city, the city of Detroit, is
illustrative of the reasons why H.R. 13300
should be supported fully by both Demo-
erats and Republicans interested in re-
ducing the rate of unemployment in
this country.

For example, a recent national business
publication, reported that while only 3.7
of the white males in metropolitan De-
troit were unemployed, in the black
community there was a 30-percent unem-
ployment figure for the same age group.
In late February of last year 1 out of 8
Detroiters were out of work. In the inner
city, nearly 1 in 4 persons was unem-
ployed.

Because of a dwindling tax base, De-
troit, like most of our large cities, finds
it increasingly difficult to maintain its
social services; much less expand them to
meet future needs.

H.R. 13300 would go a long way toward
meeting the twin challenges of severe un-
employment rates and the lack of public
services in our Nation’s most economi-
cally crippled communities. Last year I
supported a similar bill to aid those areas
of our Nation with extra high unemploy-
ment. The need has grown greater since
then, and I support this bill which would
raise to a more reasonable and effective
level the authorization in section 105 of
the Public Works and Economic Develop-
ment Act of 1965. 1 will reiterate today
what I said at that time:

This bill is the kind of legislation with a
national purpose, which will concentrate
national energles toward economic recovery,
which has proven effective in the early 1960s
and which can prove itself effective again
in the 1980's.

DAY CARE CENTERS—A WORTHY
EXAMPLE

HON. FRED SCHWENGEL

OF IOWA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. SCHWENGEL. Mr. Speaker, child
care controversies have been debated re-
peatedly during the past year. Many
Americans are trying to grapple with the
unique problem of the working woman
and her children. But while many debate,
others have recognized the need and
shown welcome initiative.

In 1969, the Church United Women of
Grinnell, Iowa, started a day care cen-
ter. Operating from the basement of the

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Presbyterian Church and charging only
enough to meet utility costs, the center
has now grown into an active, thriving
communitywide effort. The center has
become such a success it must move to
larger quarters.

The center provides an excellent place
for preschool children to learn, play, and
grow. Under the guidance of an excellent
professional staff, a forward-looking
board of directors, and many volunteers,
the day care center is continuing to grow.

Recently, Picture magazine of the Des
Moines Register carried a story on this
center and its achievements. The center
provides a worthy example of what can,
and is, being done to provide necessary
child care facilities.

The magazine article follows:

How Civic EFFoRT BUILT A Day CARE CENTER
(By Jim George)

The Grinnel Community Day Care Center
is a gratifying success story of local civic
action to meet a specific need. At this lively,
bustling center, young children of Grinnell
working women have an excellent opportu-
nity to learn while their mothers earn.

“We work toward total development of the
child—intellectually, emotionally, physically,
psychologically and socially,” explains Mrs.
Charles Seller, the director. Unlike ordinary
babysitting, the non-profit Grinnell agency
conducts an on-going program in which
youngsters can learn how to get along with
each other, learn about the world and learn
how to do things for themselves. This is ac-
complished through a combination of play
and educational experiences.

Church Women United of Grinnell started
the Day Care Center ball rolling, and the
project then developed into a community-
wide effort. The Center opened In September,
1969, as a incorporated organization licensed
by the State Department of Social Services. It
is in the basement of the FPresbyterian
Church, which charges only enough rent to
cover utilities. Larger quarters are now being
sought.

APPRECIATIVE GRANDMOTHER SENT A $2

CONTRIBUTION

After a slow start the Center is a busy
place now from 6:45 a.m. to 5:30 p.m., Mon-
day through Friday. Twenty-five youngsters
are enrolled, some part-time; about 70 chil-
dren have participated since the agency
opened and there is a walting list now. Any
child between the ages of 3 and 6 is eligl-
ble to attend. Low-income families have an
equal opportunity, as rates range from 81 to
$4.50 a day, based on a confidential state-
ment of the family income and the number
of persons in the family.

Children at the Center follow a loosely
structured day. Mornings include breakfast,
free play, group activities, occasional field
trips, outdoor play when weather permits,
snack time and additional free play. A hot
noon meal is served and qulet play precedes
stories and nap time, Most of the tots sleep
about two hours, then it’s snack time and
additional play.

Grinnell's Day Care Center operates on an
annual budget of about £12,000, fees being
the major source of income, Other financial
support comes from the United Fund and
donations by clvic clubs, businesses, and in-
dividuals such as the man who gave a check
to cover the first year's rent and an appreci-
ative grandmother who sent $2. Many orga-
nizations, including youth groups and the
retired people at Mayflower Home, have given
equipment and materials.

ONE ADULT ON HAND FOR EACH FIVE CHILDREN

On the regular staff are Mrs. Charles Seller,
director; Mrs. Dennis Haas, head teacher,
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Mrs. Ted Mueller, teacher, and Miss Mary
Ellen Brock and Philip Mears (a 1971 Grin-
nell College graduate), assistants. All have
B.A. or M.A. degrees. Other members are
Mrs. Leonard Thon, cook; Mrs. Mary Adkins,
an assistant affectionately known as “grand-
ma”, and Ellen McDonald, high school stu-
dent who is a Neighborhood Youth Corps
worker.

About 30 volunteers—half Grinnell Col-
lege students and half housewives—round
out the crew needed to maintain the Cen-
ter'’s ratio of one adult to five children.
Most of the volunteers work one three-hour
shift a week.

The Day-Care Center iz administered by a
board of directors representing a cross-sec-
tion of the community. The directors are
Mrs. Don Renaud, president; John Annin,
vice-president; Mrs. Eunice Moberly, secre-
tary, Roger Roland, treasurer; Father Mi-
chael Tan Cretl, finance chalrman; Avis Tone,
Dr. Sara Ann Brown, Mrs. Don Larsen, James
North, Mrs. Imogene Knowles, Dr. L. E.
Phipps, Mrs. Ruth Campbell, Rick Blerman
and Mrs. Willlam Deminoff,

ABORTION AND MATERNAL
HEALTH

HON. LAWRENCE J. HOGAN

OF MARYLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, March 9, 1972

Mr. HOGAN. Mr. Speaker, abortion is
so often tossed off as “so simple,” “rela-
tively painless” and *“foolproof,” but
startling statistics to the contrary have
been exposed recently. The mortality
rate is almost 100 percent for the child
involved.

Not only are there often physical and
psychological complications for the
mother after an abortion, but the actual
maternal mortality rate after abortion
is shockingly high.

In the third of a series on abortion
written for the North Carclina News
Service, Mary Kay Williams considers
the question of abortion and its rela-
tionship to maternal health, and I insert
the article into the REcorb.

The article follows:

III. ABORTION AND MATERNAL HEALTH
(By Mary Eay Williams)

The picture that forms when a person men=-
tions “back-street abortionists” is a chilling
one, Immediately one thinks of the fear and
the humiliation the woman may feel in seek-
ing an illegal abortion. One cannot be cold to
her situation. She i1s a woman in a critical
period facing a soclety which, in the past,
was largely unsympathetic and smugly self-
righteous.

And so, when one hears the argument that
abortion-on-demand will put an end to il-
legal abortionists and to maternal health
hazards rising from them, the argument may
seem on the surface highly convincing.

We look, first of all, to what has been the
pattern in countries which have relaxed thelr
abortion laws. Several doctors at the Mayo
Clinic did research on this subject and their
findings were startling. Their data from
Japan, Britain, Yugoslavia, Hungary, Czech-
oslovakia, Switzerland, Bulgaria, Poland, the
Soviet Union and the German Democratic
Republic concluded that not one of these
countries has seen a decrease in the criminal
la.bort»!on rate as a result of liberal abortion
aws.
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While it is true and tragic that women
have died from illegal abortions, one must
not forget that the mortality rate for aborted
fetuses is 100 percent, We must also keep in
mind several other points:

1. American public policy has never before
operated on the principle that a solution to
an illegal or immoral act is to make that act
legal and moral.

2. The above evidence that liberalized abor-
tion in other countries has not altered the
criminal abortion rate.

8. While the development of newer abor-
tion techniques is making abortion safer
for the mother, it is too early to know of long-
range effects both physically and psychologi-
cally., But safety is not the issue anyway.,
Even if abortlion did become as sale as
brushing one’s teeth, safety is still not the
issue. Fetal life is the issue. (This is not to
discount the importance of the mother's life.
It has been the general public policy position
in the U.8. to perform a therapeutic abortion
to save the life of the mother. But these or-
ganic reasons—heart disease, epllepsy, dia-
betes etc.—have greatly diminished because
of medical advancement.)

4, When we talk about the maternal death
figure, we must not be confused about estl-
mates. Pro-abortion sources will quote a
figure of between 5,000 and 15,000 deaths
from illegal abortions yearly in the United
States. A somewhat flip but commonsense
retort would be that nobody could hide that
many bodies each year without clamorous
public outrage. You don’t keep that kind of
thing secret for long. So where did the fig-
ures come from? Investigation reveals that
this data originated in the pre-antibiotic
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era of the 1920's in which a highly unrepre-
sentative group of patients was collected
from a New York birth control clinic and
from country physicians, and then general
estimates were made from the data.

What about the victim of rape? The Een-
nedy Foundation-Harvard Divinity School
Conference on Abortion estimated about 750
women become pregnant each year as a result
of rape. The conference pointed out, how-
ever, that any woman can go to a hospital
within five days or so after being raped and
receive a D & C (This Is a dilation and cur-
retage, not an abortion).

But suppose a woman does not report the
rape, for fear or other reasons, and she is
pregnant? When sincere people fight against
abortion-on-demand for this woman, they
ought, at the same time, to be fighting for
financial ald to cover her medical expenses,
pregnancy leave, items such as maternity
clothes and dietary concerns. And in addi-
tion, if this mother elects to keep her baby,
she should be assured of some form of con-
tinued support.

Our final concern is with the mental
health of the mother. Most abortions in the
United States are performed under the
category “to preserve the mental health of
the mother.” -

Take a look at some percentage of abor-
tlons performed for psychiatric reasons:
Oregon 97 percent; California 98 percent.

These percentages greatly disturb psychia-
trists—not because they reveal so much men-
tal illness among pregnant mothers but be-
cause they know these statistics to be a
smokescreen.

You will find leading pro-abortion psychia-

March 9, 1972

trists who readily admit that the mental
health provision allowing abortion is not
only abused but makes a mockery of their
profession. The field of psychiatrics which
can offer so much hope and healing to pa-
tients finds itself the comrade to the destruc-
tion of fetal life.

Consider the judgment of a group of pro-
abortion psychiatrists called the Group for
the Advancement of Psychiatry: “We discov-
ered that most abortions now performed
legally by licensed physicians were performed
by stretching the concept of ‘psychiatric
grounds' to the breaking point.”

Dr. Louis Hellman, assistant secretary of
HEW's population affairs and an advocate of
easy abortlion, is even more direct. He re-
cently called the laws that require a psychia-
trist’s permission to perform an sbortion “a
gross sham.”

Other psychiatries concur., While they will
admit that it is very normal to have some
depression and anxiety during pregnancy,
they also maintailn that the fetus has not
been shown to be a direct cause of any emo-
tional disorder.

Furthermore, pregnancy and birth does not
adversely affect patlents with cases of schiz-
ophrenia, manic depressive illness, or of any
of the majority of psychoneuroses,

What has emerged in the light of this ma-
terial is that maternal health, either mental
or physical, is not the reason why most abor-
tions are performed. Instead we must realize
that most abortions are performed for social
reasons, convenience, or economic concerns—
reasons which may call for alleviation by
other measures, but which are not grave
enough to forfelt a child’s life.
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