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WASHINGTON, 0. C. 
August 20, 1S66 MONDAY, AUGUST 22, 1966 

WHEAT PRODUCERS NEED ASSURANCES 

Congressman Bob Dole (R-Kansas) said in a speech delivered in the House of 
. .. ,, ; . : • . 

Representatives today that most Kansas wheat producers feel that the recent 32% 

wheat acreage increase for 1967 is no guarantee of greater profits. If the 

price drops, they say, it will be the wheat producer · who takes the risk and 

plants additional acres at great expense, who will stand to lose money. 

"In my opinion," Dole said, "Secretary Freeman should assure farmers here 
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and~ that there will be no efforts by the United States Department of Agricul­

ture to control the market price. There should be no "dumping" stocks of wheat 

held by Commodity Credit Corporation or any arbitrary cutback in the Food for 

Peace program. For cooperators in 196~price support loan will be 1.25 per 

bushel, and wheat marketing certificates will be issued on about 520 million 

bushels. This is only about l/3 of total anticipated production. Therefore, 

on the other two-thirds of the 1967 crop, they will get only what the market 

offers or the government loan of $1.25 a bushel. It could mean a loss for many 

farmers to produce additional wheat, and many of them may 

tion of their allotments. 

plant only a por-

If the USDA lays its cards on the table, farmers will cooperate, but they 

have every right to be skeptical:' As an example, Dole charged that wheat pro­

ducers should have received approximately $180 million more from the 1965 wheat 

crop. 

Dole pointed out that as late as October 27, 1965, The Wheat Situation (an 

official United States Department of 89.ri culture publication) stated: "Total dis­

appearance in 1965-66 is placed at somewhat over 1.4 billion bushels with carry­

over stocks on June 30, 1966, now estimated at 750 million bushels." 

"According to the Stocks of Grains in All Position Report, issued by USDA on 

July 25, 1966, the actual carryover was 536 million bushels -- 214 millio~ bush~l~ 

less than forecast earlier. In October of 1965, the wheat price was $1.35 a 

bushel. By July of 1966, when the real figures became available, the price of 

wheat had jumped .to $1.74 a bushel-- an increase of 39¢ a bushel. From the 1965 

crop, farmers sold 1.2 billion bushels of wheat. There is no question that if 

(over) 
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the true demand figures had been made available to farmers and others, all wheat 

growers (cooperators and non-cooperators alike) would have received at least 15¢ 

a bushel more for their crop, or about $180 million, or between $30 and $40 million 

for Kansas wheat producers. 

"If the wheat farmer is expected to risk his time and money to meet growing 

foreign demand, USDA officials should be expected to cooperate with him -- not 

conspire against him, 11 Dole concluded. 




