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Congressman Bob Dole (R-Kansas) charged today that'"wheat progucers of Kansags

\ o o o] Th )
and other Great Plains states again E&w—i&hﬁ—wk under the
¢ . ?
terms of m farm bill amerdwend approved 22 to 10 by the House

Agriculture Committee this morning and passed by the House to

this afternoone' & S
"'T‘he i _. s=hard], E”M’“ q”‘%“
- identa® Kennedy's mme‘ﬁ the
Admin;'_sgaﬁiﬂgj sg.-called permanent farm bilbhni:‘s, bé®ere Secretary

Freeman . ith Congress f2r 2 major amendment
UG WA,

to the&wheat aect. on of the lawl Dole saide "T easure, as finally approved
0\4\5\\ r& oY ewd \"\tw" m b ¥ e |3 L;& oy

by Congres Asub 350,000“1'”8--.- nly in the

-

Corn Belt, the East and the South)/To penalties for overplanting wheat in

1963, = I
e % M
15-acre growers, 0 armers who produce wheat as a minor,

sideline crop. Many of-them have allotrents of only six, seven or eight acres

AN u\.ﬁ (3 '_lf'.'.j-F
but have in : been permitted to plant up to 15 acres of wheat
’

without penalty. ¢ Production from these exempted

acres has contributed substantially to the presént wheat surplus,

<
'l{}reat Plains wheat grrowers have been urcing a clamp-down on the 15-acre

(-}\—)"\-L ".4._—_;
producers for somg : s wtg the farg bill was in conferencermm,

A e LR S ladaalib 16
an, amendment whlch would pemsit indewish

M
\with allotments of less than |
A \.gnﬁiﬁi.ﬁ vy

15 acres to plant enly as much wheat as they had grown inf1959, 1940 or

1961y whichauep-srrs=ugiombe-rhe.lizhery
"Thus, if a farmer h only 8 acres as Xkmxkixke his hichest

i 1739, GTRO G L Ty e
figur -afid actually planted 15 acrﬁ}/ he could be su‘i&eci_\to a penalty of

approximately $35 per acre on the additional 7 acres. He=Could, -howsser, plow

L Ve3sm-y Kansas farmers “ .

over-plant and then destroy the excess before harvest time, Page 1 of 2
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"T voted against giving these 15 acre producers, su@&san advantage over

our com{vercmal wheat r*rcw}e;r&aS

and on he Floor of the Hous Conﬁ-e

311 both in Committee

ag, Yhe other

\v'& A
Kansas member of the House Agriculture Cormuttez\%uppo ed the bill on both

votes,
ar"reagre controls,, J 5N
"Under esen I T T XA wh:Lc'h w111 e even more harsh

\“’ku\ ekt B oj / “"V\ n
in 196k, lﬂ:: Kansas whe farmers only about z5 per cent
' av&
N d % L er 3 a;

of their d, ddee f mers in a&m states a&
?cwac-{lirﬁ?:?—e—ﬂﬂc‘ Trdtama, utilize almost every acre 1n the produc
corn, oats and soybeans, wnith wheat;sideline.onp,
\JQ
"I cannot unders d hew anyone from Western Kansas ould su port this
ed almost exclusivel bene 3&1;
new wheat acreage exempt n ther areas, If r{i 0,000

3_-.

farmers ame _involved, as US

R e, t | -

\Hly 5 additional wheat acres each of=them, at least 50,000,000

more bushels Qould be added to the\Nation's wheat surplus next year, st ML.L;;

rv-‘ s By ib ~ y
e "\irq\ Breeding h ’Eg—‘n ch;ujted al

is required to correct a 'clerical mxm® error'! in the farm bill signed by

saying that W farm bill amendment

the President, The fact is that the language of the bill wisllis Mr. Breeding
would now amend was adopted by the joint Senate-House conference, of which
he new latin wheat
he was g» 2 member, If he didn't know thatfprovisionfwas in the Conference
Report, later approved by both branches of Congress, he has only himself to
blame, In any case, he cannot justify his kwmxwmkex vote of today for this

bill whe€h so clearly discrminates against Western Kansas wheat producers,"

®le said.
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