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VIEW OF ACROPOLIS, ATHENS, GREECE — SIGHT TYPICAL OF MANY OFFERED THROUGH NEW FARM BUREAU TRAVEL-TOURS

(See Story on Pages 12-13)

Michigan Farmers Score
Top Legislative Record

Legislative accomplishments
achieved by Farm Bureau during
the 1963 session of the Michigan
Legislature have been studied in
detail by the board of directors
of the Michigan Farm Bureau at
a recent meeting in Lansing.

A review of the bills on which
Farm Bureau had a definite posi-
tion shows that 38 which had
Farm Bureau support have passed
through both branches of the
Legislature and have been sent to
the Governor’s desk for signature.

Another 117 bills opposed by
Farm Bureau were defeated at
some stage of the legislative pro-
cess. Many died in committee,
others made some progress, but
none were enacted.

Not a single measure opposed
by the Michigan Farm Bureau
was sent to the Governor's desk!

However, a long list of bills
favored by Farm Bureau failed
to clear through the Legislature.
Nearly all of the 74 bills in this
listing will continue to receive
Farm Bureau attention and be re-
garded as “unfinished business.”

Fully as important as the pas-
sage of hills favored by farmers,
was securing needed money for
basic agricultural programs such
as the CuoE,Ope}‘flq'Extensicm

Service. At one time it appeared
that the Service would suffer a
drastic cut in funds for its pro-
gram, but finally the threatened
cut of over $280,000 was ad-
justed to only $80,831. This same
amount was added to funds given
the Agricultural Experiment Sta-
tion of Michigan State University.

The 4th Public Act of the cur-
rent session, made an appropria-
tion to the Michigan Department
of Agriculture for beetle eradica-
tion. It included $183,200 to re-
place funds used last fall in a
spraying campaign against the
Japanese Beetle, and $80,000 for
fighting the Cereal Leaf Beetle.

Other appropriations included
$195,000 for a beef-cattle re-
search center at Michigan State
University. The old beef cattle
experiment barn was torn down
to make way for the new M.S.U.
Engineering building.

Another appropriation bill pro-
vides for studies and planning for
construction at state institutions,
and for a Food-Science building
and a Conservation-Forestry
building at Michigan State Uni-
versity.

{See “*Copital Report"® page 2
for more on Legislation.)

Farmers Reject Wheat Control Scheme

Loud and Clear,

That’s the way farmers spoke
in the Wheat Referendum.

When they voted “NO” they
raised their voices in protest
against more and more govern-
ment in their farming business.
They did so in the face of threats
of “chaos” and in reply to un-
precedented pressure from gov-
ermnment officials that included
the President of the United States
and members of his Cabinet.

Farmers matched their pennies,
nickels and dimes against thou-
sands of their own tax dollars
used against them. They matched
their united Farm Bureau voice
against the skillfully managed
news releases, the video-tape,
radio programs and reams of so-
called “unbiased information” fed
into media channels from the
United States Department .of
Agriculture.

And farmers won.

How well they won was told
by newscasters in reports that
talked of the “powerful American
Farm Burean.” How well they
won newspapers recorded in a
record sign-up and vote from
Maine to California.

Leading the parade of states
with a major vote potential was
Michigan where farmers turned
out in record numbers for a

total vote of 77,946 (unofficial)
of which 61,066 (—a whooping
near 809,) were against the in-
creased wheat controls.

Unofficially only 6 Michigan
counties, 5 in the Upper Penin-
sula, cast more votes favoring the
program than against it. How-
ever the total “yes” vote in the
6-county area appeared to be
only 70 ballots. Michigan's
heaviest wheat producing coun-
ties voted strongest to reject the
program. Huron county voted
<1 8% against the program, Sani-
lac, 849, Tuscola, 86.69%. Farm-
ers of Missaukee county cast the
strongest percentage vote against
with a 94.89% “No.” Other top
no-vote counties included Gratiot
with 88.99, Allegan with 85.19%
and Saginaw with 85.29% voting
against the control program.

Unofficial returns from major
wheat growing states show that
the referendum failed heavily in
this area. Ohio farmers voted a
stout 77.9% against the proposal,
the referendum failed in both
North and South Dakota.

The Michigan Farm Bureau is
joining farmers of other states in
calling for a re-examination of
Farm Bureau’s wheat program,
largely ignored until the referen-
dum issue was settled. It contains
five comparatively simple points

that farmers believe will put them
back on the road to increased
farm income with less govern-
ment control.

1. Voluntary Cropland Retire-
ment — all or part of a farm, 3
year minimum. Competitive bid
basis.

2. End acreage allotments and
marketing quotas — 1964.

3. Wheat supports at higher

of:

a. Average world prices
for past 3 years or

b. 509 of parity (Floor,
not ceiling)

4. No release of surpluses at
less than 115% of support frice
level, unless matched by pur-
chases.

5. Feed grains — support at
909%, of average 3-year market
price, or 50% of parity.

A Paton the Back

The wheat vote, in itself,
awards some laurels worthy of
mention. It speaks with clarity
of the ability of Michigan farmers
to think clearly and to back that
thinking with action.

The vote, in itself, commends
the dedication of Michigan's vol-
unteer Farm Bureau workers in
the campaign. z
Michigan Farm Bureau ™

.
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As reported elsewhere, Michigan farmers fared well in
the recent legislative sessions. The record includes 38 bills
supported by Farm Bureau now enacted into law, 117 bills
opposed by Farm Bureau were prevented from passage
with no bill opposed by Farm Bureau enacted.

A listing of actions of farm interest would include: Pas-
sage of H.518 —a measure which revised the law prohibit-
ing the littering of public or private land. It stiffens the
penalties for such practices. Farm Bureau Women have
been especially interested in anti-litter efforts.

Passage of H.444 —a measure which calls for regulations
in the matter of standards, grading, marketing, advertising
and selling of eggs. Under the new law, all grade “B” eggs
will be so labeled.

MEASURES DEFEATED

The Michigan Farm Bureau again rolled up an impres-
sive record in successfully opposing bills detrimental to
farmer’s interests. They would include defeat of the so-
called K-12 bill (5.1199). This was the 1963 version of a
mandatory system of consolidation for Michigan’s schools.
Adoption would have forced over 1,100 of Michigan’s
1,700 school districts to reorganize in the very near future
regardless of the wishes of the people in those districts.

In the words of a leading metropolitan legislator, $.1199

would have “imposed a vast bureaucratic superstructure

over our present local county and state educational system.”
There would have been created a seven member appointed
state committee to “develop policies, principles, and pro-
cedures for a statewide school district reorganization pro-
gram.” Each intermediate (county) schoel district would
have had a 15-member committee (10 in counties having
no primary districts).

The committee’s duty was to

bill in the House Committee on

prepare a district reorganization
plan, in such a manner that all
areas of the district would be-
come a part of a high school dis-
trict. State approval of the plan
was required. The bill stated:

“If an intermediate district plan
is rejected by the state committee,
a revised plan shall be submitted
by the intermediate district com-
mittee within 90 days after re-
ceipt of the rejection of the orig-
inal plan.”

After state approval of a plan,
it was to be voted on by the
electorate by one of two methods
—(1) county wide, or (2) pro-

districts,

The Michigan Farm Bureau
board of directors felt that while
S$.1199 might offer solutions to
some of the problems facing some
school districts, the objectionable
features were such that Farm
Bureau should oppose it as writ-
ten. It was felt that much of
S$.1199 ran counter to this portion
of .the resolution on school re-
organization passed by the voting
delegates last November:

“We will continue to oppose
legislation designed to force school
reorganization on local districts
arbitrarily and in which appeals
from local people are restricted or
arbitrarily disregarded.”

S.1199’s legislative path was a
rugged one. It was defeated on
the first vote in the Senate, some
of its sponsors voted against it.
However, on a reconsideration, it
carried by a bare majority. Farm
Bureau, in an effort to remove
the more objectionable features,
offered nine amendments to the

Education but all were refused.
Legislative Counsel, Stanley
Powell, then sent a letter to all
the members of the House of
Representatives quoting the Farm
Bureau resolution on school reor-
ganization as adopted by the vot-
ing delegates last November.

Mr. Powell pointed out many
objectionable features of S.1199
and urged that major amend-
ments be made or the bill be de-
feated. At the evening session
of April 22, the bill was defeated
by a bipartisan vote of 58 to 46.
Much of the opposition came
from the metropolitan areas.

The next day the proponents
rallied their forces for reconsider-
ation but lost by a tie vote.

A further attempt was made to
pass the bill the following day,
the final day of the session, by
the technique of attaching S.1199
to another minor education bill
that was still alive. This was
successful for a time but oppon-
ents had enough votes to move
the issue to the foot of the cal-
endar where it died at the ses-
sion’s midnight deadline.

A bill to establish an open sea-
son on quail in 15 southern
counties was defeated. President
Wightman sent a letter to each
Representative protesting the bill
and outlining reasons why Farm
Bureau urged it be killed.

Bills were introduced in both
the House and Senate which
would have repealed the bounty
system on red fox, bobcats, coy-
otes and wolves. These passed
the Senate but were defeated in

N

the House Committee on Con-
servation.

Various bills would have estab-
lished minimum salaries for local
officials. None were enacted.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

The end of the session found
a long list of Farm Bureau spon-
sored bills which failed to go all
the way through to the Gover-
nor's desk. A sample of this
group would be H.602, which
would have defined and pro-
hibited unfair trade practices in
the milk industry and required
the posting of prices.

A seven-man Interim Legisla-
tive Study Committee has been
set up to investigate and report
its findings and conclusions to
the 1964 legislative session.

When the bill failed to reach
the House floor, Rep. Andrew
Cobb and nine other Representa-
tives of both parties introduced
House Resolution 72 which estab-
lished the committee and armed
it with authority to subpoena wit-
nesses and examine records.

Rep. Cobb has indicated that
the committee will hold hearings
in arcas of the state where loss-
leader selling and other unfair
practices have threatened produc-

‘ers and processors with disaster.
L] L] L]

Five House members, repre-
senting the areas of the state
where the Cereal Leaf beetle
outbreak occurred, will look into
methods of controlling pest in-
festations. .

The discovery of the beetle in
southwestern Michigan last year
marked the first time it had been
found in the United States. Parts
of Berrien and Cass counties and
an area in northern Indiana were
quarantined. Recently the beetle
was reported in Eaton County.

The source of the infestation is
not known, says the House Reso-
lution, but “it is assumed the pest
came in through the St. Lawrence
Seaway since the beetle is not
native to this country.”

The Michigan Farm Bureau
intends to make its services
available to the Interim Study
Committees working in various
fields of interest to members. In
this way, farmers can make a
contribution to the development
of conclusions and reports, based
on solid facts, and in line with
Farm Bureau policies.

Other bills favored by Farm
Bureau but not enacted had to do
with the licensing of slaughter-
houses, state-wide inspection of
meat, protection of our interests
in ‘connection with the annexation
of township property to a city or
village, regulating the labeling of
fruit juices and fruit drinks, clar-
ification of the escape clause pro-
vision in the Michigan Potato
Council law, regulation of move-
ment of female cattle from public
auctions to farms, establishment
of standards for the production
and handling of milk for manu-
facturing purposes and legislation
to legalize impounding surplus
waters to benefit agriculture, in-

dustry and municipalities.

THE TAX STORY

There were many bills offered
which would have repealed or
drastically reduced various state
taxes. In view of the substantial
General Fund deficit and the fact
there is to be a session of the
Legislature this fall to consider
fiscal problems and tax matters,
Farm Bureau opposed these
measures. None passed.

Earlier, Farm Bureau members
in 47 county annual meetings had
taken a serious look at Michigan
tax problems and sent many rec-
ommendations to the State Res-
olutions Committee. Four resolu-
tions that were passed at the
annual meeting have become
Farm Bureau’s program for tax
reform with emphasis on lower-
ing property taxes.

Several bills on taxation were
introduced the first part of the
session which were consistent
with Farm Bureau’s tax program.

H.743 would have repealed
the business activities tax and
H.760 would have repealed the
intangibles tax. Both called for
a referendum. [t was necessary
to oppose these and other similar
bills at this time because of the
possibility that the referendum
feature might prevent them from
being considered as part of a
total tax reform at the September
tax session.

H.4 would have prohibited a
city from levying an income tax

on non-residents. If this method
of taxation continues, 187 home
rule cities could tax non-residents
which would make it much more
difficult to get tax reforms that
would help relieve property taxes.

H.397 would have exempted
all livestock from personal prop-
erty tax and increased the present
$1,000 exemption to $5,000.

H.405 would have exempted
household goods from the per-
sonal property tax.

H.545 would have allowed
township supervisors to appoint
assistant assessors if they saw a
need for them.

H.657 would have provided for
assessment of house trailers and
mobile homes under the general
property tax act and repealed
special taxation on the same.

H.755 would have authorized
Boards of Supervisors to impose
specific non property taxes for
use of schools.

H.804 would have provided
that tax statements have columns
indicating state equalized valua-
tion or equalization factor. As a
result of the April discussion
topic, many counties have indi-
cated that they intend to work
for this on the local level.

While the bills reported here
along with others died in com-
mittee, they do represent the
thinking of many Legislators and
will help provide a basis for the
tax reform session in September.

Congressional

Action

The City of Boulder, Colorado, didn’t ask for your help
in solving its local transportation problems! But the Senate
has passed the urban mass transportation bill requested
by the Administration. The bill is now awaiting action by

the House.

The bill, as introduced, proposed a Federal subsidy of
$500 million, covering a three-year period, for grants to
municipalities having difficulties in financing local trans-

portation!

A few years ago, the City of Boulder, a 37,000 population
center, was having difficulty in providing adequate local
transportation because of lack of revenue. Local electors
faced the problem without going to Washington and found
their own solution.

Recently, voters in the San Francisco Bay area approved
a bond issue of more than three-quarters of a BILLION
dollars to finance an entirely new transit system. They
did not ask for outside help or Federal subsidy. There
are other examples available of municipal communities that

have faced and solved problems of this nature.

The proposed Federal subsidy bill would open a Pan-
dora’s box, with subsidies of $150-$200 million per year.
Once started, a program of this kind is almost impossible
to cut off. In fact, it usually grows as more communities

ask for subsidies.

F.B. WIRES
MICH. SENATORS

During Senate consideration of
the measure, Farm Bureau wired
Michigan Senators McNamara
and Hart as follows:

“If subsidies for local trans-
portation are needed they should
be supplied by the communities
involved. As an example, resi-
dents in Michigan’s Upper Penin-
sula are already fighting for
economic survival. Why burden
taxpayers there to provide trans-
portation subsidies for Washing-
ton, D. C. or New York City?
Urge you not to vote for S.6. It
would solve nothing and long run
costs would be tremendous.”

By a vote of 52-41, the bill,
carrying a reduced appropriation,
was passed by the Senate. Both
Michigan Senators are recorded
as voting for the bill.

In opposing the bill, Farm Bu-
reau pointed out that local trans-
portation is a local service prob-
lem. At the last annual meeting
at Atlanta, Georgia, last Decem-
ber, Farm Bureau delegates said,
“Commuter service should be
supported by users without State
or Federal subsidy.”

Calling on the taxpayers in
rural communities and on cities
that are meeting their problems
to pay subsidies to other urban
areas is simply robbing Peter to
pay Paul. One United States
Senator, however, justified it on
the grounds that “after all, Fed-
eral subsidies probably average
out so that everybody gets a rea-
sonably fair share.”

If this is true, does this then
mean that government officials

know how to spend our money
better than we do ourselves?
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No Retreat
On Wheat

Now tbat the referendum is over 1t becomes

easier to' look back with:comparative calm on :
some of the startling sights that preceded it. - -

- The unbeélievable sight, for instance, of a.
‘member of 'the President’s Cabinet: invading
-Michigan. to use his office to condemn Farm
- Bureau, —a. free farm_organization!

reaueracy, represented by the United States.
.. Department -of ; Agnculture, was - the farmers
" greatest “opponent!

‘Equally hard to beheve was’ the ﬂoodmg of -

‘weekly newspapers in Michigan’s best wheat
- areas with large “yes” vote ads, paid for by

S ~J'o*ne~-r, 19'63'

THE PREStDE NT'S COLUMN

Issues Bulld

Membershlp

'Hlstory tends to repeat

Farm Bureau membershlp is again rising in the face of ;
abuse and criticism from those who- dislike_ the idea ‘of .
farmers organizing. Ironically, in those years.when:Farm

~ ‘Bureau has faced critical issues and stood strongést for what
“The inescapable fact that' government bu~ it believes, greatest gains in membershxp have been made.
1963 will not be an exception. -

alone; would plow under Farm Bureau. Rxsmg membershrp
flgures show what farmers think of the idea.

" Kansas, the greatest wheat producing state in the nation
_out-of-state Freeman supporters who carefully ~has reached an all-time membership high of over 80,000

made it’ appear that the advertising was placed farm families. North Dakota has hit a historic peak in mem-
: . bership. South Dakota shows a gain. Indiana is ahead of

by local wheat" growersl

" ~And ‘the attend. t a Michigan F. /.
nd ‘the attendance at'a Mic gan arm last year, Ohio has gained more than 1,500 family members! along in the same old manner, until we find

‘Buréau sponsored wheat meeting' of USDA  The wheat bowl of the natton is on the rise, Farm Bureau

Washington ‘staff members, who protested
Farm Bureau’s use of Dr. Willard: Cochrane’s --

" outline. for complete’ supply-management con- }

trols for all agriculture. “Remember, Dr. Coch-
“rane ‘is only . one-man.in_ the Department
seemed to be theu' best defense. el ‘

AN

When Agncultural Secretary Omlle Free- )

man used a speech at Ann Arbor as a political .
platform .in an ‘attempt- to publicly shame -
_ Michigan “farmefs - who - opposed his control

" program, HE WAS USING F ARMERS OWN
MONEY AGAINST THEM.

“The Michigan Farm Bureau he saxd “is”
makmg an tdeologrcal issue out of what is
simply a one-time farm program deahng wzth
only one-commodity.” - . iz

“He said then,: and repeated it throughout
. his"entire campaign for a “yes” vote, that-all
“farm ‘groups,-except one, (Farm. Bureau) sup-_

~ported the new wheat control program.- He °

managed to: imply - that Farm Bureau was'a
.. poor sport at best, and composed of reactionary -

extremists:at .worst. . He implied too that size- -
“jwise,. Farm Bureau drdnt really amount to :’;‘

=much.

ixrprs #én

~Let’s cheek the facts Add up the member

shxp of the National Grange, throw in the total .-

Farmer’s' Union membership .and “toss in the -
handful of N.F.O. members, and the total still
falls -around ONE MILLION , FARM FAM-
- ILIES SHORT of the 1,607,505 members}up of
the American Farm Bureau. :

" 'When we say that three out of four farm
famrhes ‘belonging to any organization, now
 belong to Farm Bureau, we mean it. The signed
" membership apphcatmns and. ooluntanly paid
.. dues back it up. .

Nationally, Farm Bureau fepresents a 65%
“majority - of all commercial farmers in the,
United States. When Freeman turned his back
on this majority, he began to fight the very
" farmers he is pledged to serve. The Michigan
. Farm Bureau, which Freeman felt free to_criti-
cize, REPRESENTS OVER 90 PER CENT OF

ALL COMMERCIAL FARMERS OF THIS

STATE.
If Freeman really beheved that nothmg more

- than a choice between two simple farm pro-
_grams was involved, —he should read Willard™
Cochranes book, “Farm Prices, . . . Myth or
Reality.” Or for- that matter, any one of a
“hundred supply-control statements 1ssued by
" Cochrane.

Cochrane is far more than “only one man”
- within the Department of Agriculture.. He is
: Freeman’s top economic admsor and director
--of Agricultural Economics for the USDA.

“* To quote: “By supply-control, I mean the
conscious adjustment of supply to demand,
commodlty by commodity, year after year, to
yield prices in the market that have ‘already
been DETERMINED FAIR BY SOME RE-
SPONSIBLE AGENCY.”

It can’t be made much more plain. But :f
" Freeman still believes only wheat was involved,
- he can restore faith by firing Dr. Cochrane from
his staff as Director of Agricultural Economics

. for the United States Department of Agricul-
- ture, and publicly repudiate the Supply-Man-

agement control plans now in progress within

the department.
M. W.

membersth -wise.

What of Mlchlgun'?

By ‘the first of June, M:chigan
Farm ‘Bureau. needed “less - than.
- 300 members to get into the g’un-

. agaln column.
--Southern states, the sohd Demi‘

ocratic” -South, are doing - even
better than the Mid-West. *Mis-

souri, -Mississippi, Alabama, Ten-.

nessee and Louisiana are some of
_the states sweeping ahead.
- The all-time membership high
.in the American Farm Bureau was
1,623,000 farm families, but pros-
- pects -are promising for a 1963

- all-time high membershlp toppmg

‘that record.
The vigorous stand that the

Farm Bureau took on the wheat - -

issue brought to light many new

 friends. - Many were fighting for

the rightto: manage their farms
* without bureaucratic interference,

"— and fighting alone. They had:

seen public statements by the Sec-

-retary of - Agriculture calling for
supply-management control for a-
. wide variety of farm commodities.

Many have since joined Farm Bu-
reau and are ready-to stand with

- _other Farm Bureau members for-
~their rights of decision as free
- farmers.

- Farm Bureau remains the one

organization through which farm-

ers can.work together to preserve '

the right of on-the—farm manage-
ment -

’

v‘-\Autd IuisuranCe"'losses Rise

‘continuing. .

Auto insurance losses resultmg
from traffic deaths, injuries and

. vehicle damage in the state to-

taled $157,250,000 last year. In

1961, the flgure ‘was $142 500-‘

000.

- The increase pnmanly feflects
new ' record highs in both acci-

gients and injuries. Accidents

“jumped by 33,000 to 233,000
reversing.a drop of nearly 10,000
in the previous year. -

Injury volume continued a four-
year rise, increasing by. 14,000

“Rs Mlchlgan Accldents Mount.

: The cas-t of auto accrdents in
Mwhzgan increased: nearly $15,-
000,000 in 1962, and the rise.is

“to more than 108 000 Deaths '

at 1,571, were up only four: -

- Auto - jnsurance paid nearly
$74 000,000 for the deaths and
injuries. This does not include

the amounts paid by life and -
health insurance coverages. Dam- .

age to cars and other property
totaled more than .$83,000,000.

In the first quarter of 1963, the
aemdent trend "has continued to
rise even more sharply. There
were nearly 7,400 more accidents
than in the first three months of
'1962; 5,300 more injuries and 48
more deaths.

The indicated effect of this on”

auto msurance loss- is another
$6 000 000.
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The New NEWS
- Is Good News

= By. Walter Wightman ,: Pre5|dent
'7M|ch|gcn Farm Bureau” . =}

’ o ,,l B

You now have in your hands: the new MICH- -

IGAN FARM NEWS. :
It is printed. by the most modem prmtmg\

',"—method — “photo-offset” and in a modernized .
~tabloid- format,.. Full  color ‘is-available to ad-

There are those who predicted that the wheat referendum vertiseis and othcrs Type is moré. legible,

plctures are more clear “There is new efficiency
in the operation and preparation of the paper,
less chance for error, and more speedy.delivery
of the NEWS to your maijlbox.

" This change is only one illustration of many
thmgs that have been going on in the last three
years in the Information Division to keep us
up to date. In other words, it is human to go

ourselves out of date. =
This often happens in many orgamzatlons if
they don’t make needed changes as they pro-

"_ceed. Businessmen have: often said that “if

you don’t make a change in your method of
operation in five .years, you are out of date.” .
This statement is so nearly accurate that. it

: eou'ld be considered factual even though we

never know at any given moment what changes
should be made. )

. Today, it seems that if we buy a new farm
‘machine, we find it out of date before we get
it paid for, or in_less than a year. Something
new and more efficient has been developed or
new methods worked out to do the job that
we have been' doing.

This is one of my deep concerns in regard to
the great farm organization that we represent.

_ It is human nature to get into ruts and to con-

tinue to do things the same way we have always

_done them. I have often heard the. statement

made that we have been doing things this way
for the last twenty years and we have been

. successful, so why change?- No more erroneous’
cconception of how to operate could be held

“by anyone. The Michigan Farm Bureau and the
American Farm Bureau Federation are great -
and résponsible general farm organizations. This

" is now recognized by everyone who comes in -

‘close contact with them. Their leadership can-

.not be excelled. They are highly respected in

all walks of life. Our real concern must be that
we should be ready and wﬂhng to make changes
to meet the competition that is always confront-

- ing us.

" We could find ourselves standing beszde the
railroad track after the train of progress has
gone by because we did not recognize the op-
portunities ‘when they were passing and were
not willing to meet the challenges that we were -

. facing at the moment.

The American Farm Bureau has grown to its

‘present size and position of responsibility be-
- cause it has been ready and willing to meet
<. the challenges as they came along. It was born

because there was a need for a great organ-
ization of this type. -

We are living in a rapidly changing world.
A-few years ago we were told that in three years
we would have computing machines that would
compute a thousand times faster than the ones ~
that we had at the moment.

- Two years have passed. We already have
.some of these machines on the market and

_ operatmg

When we look back we realize that we have'

* made many important and some rather “radical”

changes in the operation: of Michigan Farm
Bureau during the last five or six years.

But there arc other important changes that
need to be made. In fact we will have to con-
tinue to be making changes in the operation of
our organization to keep up with the changing
times and challenges.

We need have no fears regardmg the out-
standing leadership we have on the staff- of
Michigan Farm Bureau and the forward look-
ing people on the Board of Directors. They are
ready and willing to make changes when tlme,

|- and necessity require it.

We sincerely hope you will hke your new
paper.
, W.w.
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GET |
RID OF
Flies
Lice
Mite
Mange
Weevil
and

other Insects, Parasites,
and Germs

[ #45 4r

FOGGER

® POWERFUL . . . Fogs over 12,000 cubic feet in
30 seconds . . . range over 100 feet.

® ALL-PURPOSE . . . Sprays oil, water and wettable
powder solutions.

® PORTABLE . . . Weighs only 872 pounds.
® RUGGED . . . Made of steel and aluminum.

® ELIMINATES FILLING . . . Buckles to gallon cans
as a portable unit. Used directly from jars, jugs

ONLY $4495

FARM BUREA

LANSING 4, MICHIGAN

The Unico Klip-On Fogger is
recommended by leading Uni-
versities and Farm Organizations
as efficient, rapid, labor saving
and low cost. See your local
Farm Bureau dealer today!

WOMEN ELECT THREE NEW DISTRICT CHAIRMEN

Mrs, George Southwerth

THE FARM BUREAU WOMEN'S STATE COMMITTEE HAS THREE NEW MEMBERS as o
result of elections held in five district Spring meetings. (From left to right) Repre-
senting District #6 (Huron, Lapeer, Sanilac, St. Clair and Tuscola counties) will be
Mrs. George Southworth of Huron County. Mrs. B. H. Baker, Saginaw County,
was elected chairman of District 8, which consists of the counties of Arenac,
Bay, Clare, Glodwin, Gratict, lIsabella, Midland ond Saginaw. Mrs. Eugene
DeMatio, Ogemaw county, the new District 10E chairmon, will represent Alcono,
Alpena, losco, Montmorency, Ogemaw and Presque Isle counties.

MICHIGAN TO BE REPRESENTED
AT INTERNATIONAL POULTRY DAYS

Mrs. B. H. Baker

Mrs. Eugene DeMatio

Mr. Luther C. Klager (right), President of Michigan Allied Poultry Industries,
presents Dr. Howard Zindel, Chairman of the Poultry Science Department of Mich-
igan State University, with a check from donations in behalf of the wvarious
segments of the Michigan poultry industry. The check will cover costs of a People-
to-People Poultry Tour to Europe from June Bth to July 1st. Countries visited on
the tour will be England, Belgium, Holland, Germany, ltaly and France. Climaxing
the trip will be the International Poultry Days Exposition in Varese, ltay. The
entire trip will cover poultry operations and conferences in oll the above countries.

LABOR SAVING METHODS FOR
SUGAR BEET GROWERS

T "

BEET SUGAR INDUSTRY PLANS SPRING LABOR REDUCTION DEMONSTRATION.
Soaginew Valley-Thumb area sugar beet growers will be inspecting the work of
lote model planters equipped with chemical weed control sprayers-similor to the
one shown here, at the Industry’s Annual Spring Demonstration scheduled for
Wednesday, June 5, at the Harold Bublitz farm, 1779 W. Cass Rd., Bay City. The
all-day demonstration will provide sugar beet growers with the opportunity to
evaluate for themselves, ot one location, all of the spring labor saving practices
available for application to their sugar beet crop.

SAGINAW VICTORY CELEBRATION

e -

SAGINAW ROLL-CALL WORKERS, —on a “mystery ride” stop for o dinner visit
at the annual bean smorgasbord sponsored by their neighboring county of Bay.
After the dinner they visited the new Bay County Farm Bureau offices nearby.
The trip to unknown destinations is planned each year as a special treat for
volunteer workers who pushed the big county Farm Bureau over “goal” ond who
have ogain assured it top position as the largest in Michigan,
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MACMA

"TO GET ANYWHERE YOU MUST MEET THE CHALLENGES,” keynoted Farm Bureau

COMPLET

——

president, Walter Wightman ot the second annual meeting of MACMA. Members
listened attentively to speakers who discussed the future of the organization.

Farm Bureau president, Walter Wightman, in his opening
address before the second annual meeting of the Michigan
Agricultural Cooperative Marketing Association (MACMA),
April 23, 1963, pin-pointed the need for such an organiza-

tion when he said:

“To get anywhere you must meet the challenges and
solve the problems. We can look about us and see where
organizations that do not face the issues have declined,
whether they are farm organizations or otherwise.

“There is no guarantee of success in anything we do, and
regardless of the outcome of our endeavors, it is necessary
that we do the things that have to be done.”

Harold Hartley, Fruit & Veg-
etable Director of the American
Agricultural Marketing Associa-
tion (AAMA), punctuated Mr.
Wightman’s remarks when he told
the group that “the marketing
program is not a guarantee, —but
an opportunity.” He quoted sev-
eral Farm Bureau leaders who
say that this program is a “must.”

He discussed the apple pro-
gram situation ir the eastern
states, explaining that although
we now have somewhat of a mem-
bership “log-jam” in this area,
“by August of 1963, we can have
the KEY members and break the

jam.” Several reasons for an op-
timistic outlook on the apple
marketing program were listed by
Hartley. Eight states met six
times during the last year and
agreed on principles, he said,
—which in his estimation was a
sign of real progress.

He also reported that the Cali-
fornia Farm Bureau and AAMA
had just signed a contract with
that state’s processing apple grow-
ers’ organization. “The AAMA
has been receiving requests for
service in ALL commodities,” said
Hartley. -

“What would you want a mar-
keting program to do for you?”
Dr. Robert Kramer, Director of
Agricultural Marketing, Michigan
State University, asked the group.
He listed several areas of concern,
including the concept of parity,
—equal opportunity for economic
advancement; agricultural growth;
economic stability; equity, —op-
portunity for farmers to share the
same benefits as other portions
of society; freedom of choice;
efficiency of production; mainte-
nance of the family farm and mar-
keting information.

What effect would a bargain-
ing association have on these
areas? Dr. Kramer explained that
farm income would increase on
the short run. On the long run?
— “A question mark,” said Dr.
Kramer, “and herein lies the re-
sponsibility of the bargaining as-
sociations and growers to effi-
ciently produce higher quality
products and market them more
effectively to maintain these
gains.”

“Bargaining associations would

T e

"BY AUGUST, 1963, we can have the
KEY members and breck the jom,”
pointed out Harold Hartley, Fruit and
Vegetable Director of the AAMA, os
he discussed the Eastern States opple
program situation.

HAIL INSURANCE on farm and truck crops
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this year—insure your income

Hail damaged Michigan crops on 45 different days in 37 counties during the
1962 growing season. You can't afford to risk ruin from a hail storm and you
can't forecast where hail will strike. This year, play it safe—protect your income
with Michigan Mutual Hail Insurance . . . at low rates.

Michigan Mutual Hail has been insuring Michigan farms over 50 years
against hail damage to farm and truck crops. In 1962, claims of $639,157 were
paid and since 1911, claims totaling nearly $5 million have been paid to Michigan
farmers. Claim payment is prompt and fair when you insure with this non-profit
mutual insurance company.

FOR COMPLETE INFORMATION SEE YOUR LOCAL AGENT OR WRITE.
OVER $20 MILLION NOW IN FOHW OVER $1%4 MILLION SURPLUS

President

MICHIGAN MUT

E. D. Rutledge, Waldron
Y. Fred M. Hector, Sec'y

UAL HAIL
S riweance any

107 N. Butler Boulevard, Lansing, Michigan

Phone: IV 2-5265

ES SECOND YEAR

have little effect on growth,
would maintain economic stability
and increase equity with other
segments of the population,” said
Dr. Kramer. There would be
some loss of freedom of choice,
but increased efficiency in pro-
duction, marketing and proces-
sing, he predicted. There would
be no change in the maintenance
of the family farm and the bal-
ance of economic forces would
show tremendous improvement.

Dr. Kramer pointed out that
although a bargaining association
will not cure all of the ills,—it
will aid producers in adjusting
to market conditions and create
a baldnced market. Interdepend-
ence, —cooperation with proces-
sors and producers, —overlooked
at the outset, could well be the
key to success for the program.

He listed several things that
marketing co-ops can do: increase
the quality of commodities, bar-
gain with processors or buyers for
better prices, improve marketing
systems and control short-run sur-
pluses.

“In the present economy,” Dr.

Kramer summed up, “there is a
place for small growers, —but
not for small sellers.”

The MACMA outlook for
1963-64 was presented by Direc-
tor of Field Services, Robert
Braden, and Secretary-Manager,
Clarence Prentice. “In looking
ahead to the coming year, it is
necessary to establish realistic
goals that can be accomplished,”
they said.

“We must maintain our overall
objectives of full market price
contracts for all commodities now
under contract . . . and be ready
to expand to new commodities,”
the group was told.

Election of directors resulted in
the same MACMA Board as last
vear. They are: Walter Wight-
man, Fennville; Kenneth Bull,
Bailey; Edgar Diamond, Alpena;
Guy Freeborn, Hart, and Ward
Hodge, Snover.

Also elected were Max Hood,
Paw Paw; Eugene Roberts, Lake
City; Allen Rush, Lake Orion;
Lloyd Shankel, Wheeler, and
Stanley Dowd, Hartford. Clar-
ence E. Prentice serves as Secre-
tary-Manager of the MACMA
Board and Leon Monroe as Treas-
urer.

-

...we produce
a superior
product but we
can’t sell it on
merit alone.”

You and | know — it tokes money to produce milk and it takes
money to sell our products in the market places. Helping to keep
customers convinced that our superior product is the “best” buy
is the responsibility of every dairy farmer. We must face facts.
If we're going to produce more we're going to have to supply
more muscle for the selling part of the job. Don't just be a rider
. « » pitch in and help “drive” our dairy sales story to market!

Herman Koenn, President
American Dairy Association of Michigan

THE DAIRY INDUSTRY HAD BETTER TAKE
EVERY OPPORTUNITY TO PROMOTE
DAIRY PRODUCTS

american dairy association
OF MICHIGAN
3000 Vine Sireet

Loming
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“TAXES ARE THE PRICES PAID FOR CIVILIZATION®

Story and photos by Donna Wilber

Women and Taxes, —a strange combination if they’re
ordinary women. The average woman usually leaves such
problems to her husband. “You make the money, I'll spend
it . . . until it comes to taxes,” is the general rule.

However, it’s a well-known fact that “average” and Farm
Bureau Women are not synonomous, —so “Women and
Taxes” are not such a strange combination. In eleven dis-
trict Spring meetings, throughout the month of April, Farm
Bureau Women pondered this problem of vital interest to
farmers.

Robert E. Smith, Associate Legislative Counsel for the
Michigan Farm Bureau, appeared at each of these day-long
sessions to tell the women about “Michigan Taxes” and
what Farm Bureau members, through resolutions passed at
county and state annual meetings, are attempting to do in
the area of tax reform. He stressed that the new Constitu-
tion has given protection to the property owner and allows

for a tax reform program.

“Taxes are the price we pay for civilization,” quoted Mr.
Smith explaining that there were no taxes in the cave man’s
day. He said that although we had almost completed the

full cycle of civilization,

“from the cave back to the

cave (bomb shelter)” — taxes remain.

A study conducted by Farm
Bureau has shown that, based on
income, farmers pay two to three
times more property tax than any
other group. The farmer’s main
complaint has been that although
other business has felt a rise in
net income in spite of tax in-
creases, farmers have not expe-
rienced this income rise.

“What do Farm Bureau resolu-
tions say should be done?” Mr.
Smith listed repeal of the business
activities tax, the intangibles tax,
and repeal or at least reduction
of the personal property tax.

Members also said that any
flat rate income tax must include
the reduction of property tax.
Property taxes could also be re-
duced by further sales tax diver-
sion along with revenue provided
by closing property tax loopholes.
He further stated that a better
job of property assessment must
be accomplished. Presently in
many counties, farm real estate is
assessed at a higher percentage
than other kinds of property.

The rapt attention of the
women to Mr. Smith’s presenta-
tion on this subject which is often
considered “over the heads” of
most of the female population, —
and the intelligent questions
voiced from meeting participants,
pointed out that indeed, these
Farm Bureau Women are way
above “average.”

At each of the district meetings,
the Farm Bureau Women were
presented with a challenge. “How
would you like to be called peas-
ants?” Marjorie Karker, Coordina-
tor of Women's Activities, asked

“PROPERTY TAX AMOUNTS TO 47% of
Mmhigcmt i'nx puc!uu” Robert Smith,

e C I, told Farm
Bureau Womn throughout the state dur-
ing Spring District meetings. Mr. Smith
pointed out that, based on income,
farmers pay 2 to 3 times more property
tax than any other group.

hundreds of women gathered for
their annual spring rallies. Marge
got exactly the reaction she
wanted. It was like waving a
red flag at a mad bull and her
audiences snapped to attention,
— waiting to hear who would
dare!

“Here in America,” explained
Mrs. Karker, “is about the only
place in the world where farmers
are not considered peasants. If
we are to keep out of this cate-
gory, we must preserve our free-
market system.”

Strongly determined to avoid
this “peasant” tag, the women
laid their plan of action: (1) help
their local wheat committees by
copving lists of eligible voters
from ASCS offices, (2) call on
these eligibles to urge a “No”
vote, and (3) as wives of wheat
growers,—cast an emphatic “No”

“HOW WOULD YOU LIKE TO BE CALLED A PEASANT?” Mrs. Marjorie Karker,
Coordinator of Women's Activities, asked the Spring meeting participants. This
was the leading question Mrs. Karker used to point out the importance of a
“No” vote in the wheat referendum,—and the Farm Bureou Women reacted
typically by laying plans for their part in the fight against a gavernment-con-
trolled agriculture.

vote themselves on May 21.
That these farm women, —
active, well-informed, conscien-
tious citizens, —could ever be
called “pedsants” seems very un-
likely and it’s certain that they
will fight to keep it that way.

District 7 Has
Large Attendance

Each of the District Meetings
followed the same pattern during
the morning sessions with their
own selections of afternoon pro-
grams.

The District 7 ladies enjoyed a
program presented by the Fre-
mont High School choir during
their luncheon hour. Their after-
noon agenda also included a pre-
sentation of color slides and com-
mentary by Mr. and Mrs. Robert
Bayle of Hesperia of their trip
to the Holy Land.

Newaygo County was host to
the counties of Mason, Mecosta,
Montcalm, Muskegon, Oceana
and Osceola with 136 answering
roll-call. Attendance awards were
won by Newaygo County with 37
present and Montcalm with 35.

“Missionary” at
District 5 Meet

The Delta Mills Methodist
Church was the scene of the Dis-
trict 5 Spring meeting, with Eaton
County acting as host to Clinton,
Ingham, Genesee and Shiawassee.

A total of 83 ladies attended
the meeting with Eaton County
taking the honors with 29 present
and Ingham running a close sec-
ond with 22. A unique service
provided was a “baby-sitting”
room where women of the church
tended small children while
mothers attended the meeting.

Mr. Fred Cleeves, a contractor
from Eaton Rapids, recently re-

“LET'S

BEGIN WITH A SONG,” Mrs.
Richard Garn of Charlotte tells the 85
lodies who attended the District 5

Spring ting. Eaton C y was host
to Farm Bureau women from Shiawas-
see, Genesee, Clinton and Ingham for
the day-long rally. With 29 present,
Eaton women took attendance henors.

turned from Ecuador where he
was sent to construct a mission
building, told the women of his
experiences there.

To be working on the scaf-
folding of the second story of
this building and trying to get
across the message to his Indian
crew that he needed a certain
tool seemed an insurmountable
task at times, he said, and “surely
the Lord was testing my faith.”

His Indian crew could neither
understand nor speak a waord of
English and Mr. Cleeves could
not speak or understand their
language. But brotherly love
broke the “language barrier.” The
mission building was completed
to become the pride of the com-
munity.

The adverse living and working
conditions of the country “which
makes it susceptible to Commu-
nism” were pointed out by Mr.
Cleeves and his color slides. “If
you gain nothing else from mv
presentation but thankfulness

FARM FUREAU WOMEN FROM DISTRICT 10W re-elected Mrs, Tom Wieland,
Charlevoix County, os their District Chairman. Serving with her will be Mrs.
Wm. Parsons, also of Charlevoix, the new district vice-chairman. Shown in the
picture taken at their recent Spring Meeting are (left to right) Mrs. Tom Wieland;
Mrs. Wm. Nulph, Boyne City, retiring vice-chairman; Mrs. Wm, Parsons; Mrs,
Godfrey McDonald, East Jordan, secretary-treasurer, and Mrs. Marjorie Karker,
Coordinator of Women's Activities. (Photo courtesy of Huckle’s Camera Shop)

that you live in the United States,
my appearance will have accom-
plished its purpose,” said Mr.

Cleeves.

District 4 Has
Record Crowd

This purpose definitely was ac-
complished, along with the reali-
zation that the missionaries in
Ecuador are doing wonderful
work in an area of the world

where it is drastically needed.

District 6
Holds Election

Mrs. George Southworth of
Huron County was elected Dis-
trict 8 chairman and Mrs. Clare
Carpenter, Tuscola County, dis-
trict vice-chairman at the Spring
meeting held in Sandusky. The
new officers will. assume their
duties this fall.

Sanilac County acted as host to
135 ladies from Lapeer, Huron,
St. Clair and Tuscola. Sanilac re-
ceived the award for the largest
attendance.

Mrs. Carpenter, winner in the
Women's County Scrapbook con-
test last year, gave a report of
the AFBF Convention in Atlanta.
She was awarded the trip for the
best scrapbook of county activities
in the state.

Duane Sugden, regional rep-
resentative for this area, made a
special plea to the attending
women to help Michigan reach
its membership goal.

Mrs. Anton (Billy) Hoort,
Ionia County, was re-elected Dis-
trict 4 Women's Chairman at the
Spring meeting which had a rec-
ord -attendance of 171. Elected
to serve as vice-chairman was
Mrs. Ken Willard of Ottawa
County.

Speaking to the Farm Bureau
Women from Allegan, Barry,
Ionia, Kent and Ottawa counties
was Mr. Dale Ball, Michigan De-
partment of Agriculture. Mr. Ball
showed color slides along with an
interesting commentary of his trip
to Russia.

Large Crowd at
District 2 Meet

The last in the series of Spring
District meetings was held in the
Litchfield Youth Center, impres-
sive facilities built and maintained
by the small town. Hillsdale
County was host at the District
2 meeting with 138 women at-
tending from Branch, Calhoun,
Hillsdale, Jackson and Lenawee.

Mrs. Glen Hombaker of East
Leroy was re-elected district
chairman and Mrs. Laverne
Kramer, of Hillsdale County, was
named chstnct vice-chairman.

Mrs. Muir Calls For
“A Return to God”

“We h ave too many men of science, too few men of God.

- We have grasped the mystery of the atom,
~ and rejected the Sermon on the Mount. The
i world has achieved brilliance without wis-
dom, power without conscience. Ours is a
world of nuclear giants and ethical infants.
We know more about war than we know
@l about peace, more about killing than we
know about living.”

Mrs. Arthur Muir, State Women’s Chairman, used this

quote from General Omar Bradley, to emphasme her pre-
sentation to the Farm Bureau Women’s Camp at Clear Lake
on April 3rd as she told them that “the American people

must return to God.”

In her appearance at the
Camp’s Vesper Service, Mrs.
Muir said, “Godless Communism
has so infiltrated every segment
of our government, schools,
churches, jobs and social system,
that it has become a national peril
to our freedom. The Christian
foundation bought and paid for
by the war-blood of our fore-
fathers and our Saviour, Jesus
Christ, is threatened as never
before.”

She reminded the women that
our early American patriots be-
lieved and trusted in God and
based all their opinions on prin-
uples rather than political gain.
“Today too many men in govern-
ment believe that the end justifies

the means. Honesty, integrity and
the old-fashioned values seem to
have been forgotten,” she said.

Mrs. Muir quoted Abraham
Lincoln, “If destruction be our
lot, we must ourselves be its au-
thor and finisher. As a nation of
free men, we must live through
all time, or die by suicide.” The
real danger is from within and
whatever happens to us, we our-
selves are responsible, she said.

“The only thing that can save
us is for the American people to
return to God,” concluded Mrs.
Muir. “The destiny of America
will not be determined by our
military strength or Communist
subversion but by the spiritual
might of our citizens.”
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District 3 Hears
Youth Expert

“A healthy-minded child, loved
and respected at home, — who is
punished for his wrong-doing and
praised for his good, — does not
get in trouble,” Sergeant Tromp
of the Youth Bureau, Wayne
County Sheriff’s Department, told
the District 3 Women.

Speaking to 125 women attend-
ing the meeting, the Sergeant ex-
plained that the first “barometer”
of juvenile delinquency is a drop
in school marks. “The teacher be-
comes worried, the child feels he
is ‘picked on,” he begins to skip
school, ‘smart off at home, and
runs away.” It is at this point
that the child meets “characters”
which draw him into trouble, he
said. The high point of juvenile
delinquency is at the age of 16
and begins to decrease at 18, the
women were told.

Wayne County was host to
Farm Bureau Women from Liv-
ingston, Macomb, Monroe, Oak-
land and Washtenaw.

88 Attend
District 1 Meeting

A highlight of the District 1
Women’s Spring meeting was the
afternoon recreation period. A
clever “name-elimination” game
climaxed with six ladies paying
the penalty of entertaining the
group with solos. The fact that
none were rehearsed or profes-
sional added up to a hilarious
event.

St. Joseph was host to the
counties of Berrien, Cass, Kala-
mazoo and Van Buren, bringing
the total attendance to 88.

District 9 Meet
At Camp Kett

A total of 69 Farm Bureau
Women attended the District 9
spring meeting which was held at
Camp Kett. Ladies from Benzie,
Kalkaska, Manistee, Missaukee,
Northwest Michigan and Wexford
counties were present.

District 10E
Holds Election

Eighty Farm Bureau Women

from the counties of Alcona, Al-
pena, Iosco, Montmorency, Oge-
maw and Presque Isle were pres-
ent at the District 10E spring
meeting.
Mrs. Eugene DeMatio, Ogemaw
County, was named District
Women’s Chairman and Mrs. Es-
ley VanWaggoner, Alpena Coun-
ty, vice-chairman.

10W Re-Elects
Mrs. Wieland

Mrs. Tom Wieland of Charle-
voix County was re-elected Dis-
trict 10W Women's Chairman at
the spring meeting held in East
Jordan. Elected to serve as vice-
chairman was Mrs. Wm. Parsons,
also of Charlevoix county.

A total of 62 Farm Bureau
Women from Cheboygan, Otsego,
Emmet, Antrim and Charlevoix
counties took part in the meeting.

.District 8
Has Contest

A “35-year-old” contest was
held by the District 8 Women
with the honors going to Isabella
County for having the most
women present under 35 years
of age. Isabella acted as host to
Arenac, Bay, Clare, Gladwin,
Gratiot, Midland and Saginaw
counties. A total of 103 attended
the meeting.

Regional Representative Charles
Mumford presented “membership
awards” to the ladies who had
signed up the most members
from his area. Mrs. B. H. Baker
of Saginaw County was awarded
810 for her ten members, — Mrs.
Ed Oliver, Gladwin; Mrs. Ed-
mund Wonsey, Isabella; and Mrs.
Henry Heil, Gratiot, each of
whom signed 9 members, were
given Smorgasbord tickets by Mr.
Mumford.

Mrs. B. H. Baker, Saginaw
County, was elected District 6
Women's Chairman and Mrs.
Gordon Willford, Jr. district vice-

chairman. '

Education Theme of F.B.
Women’s Holiday Camp

“Education” was the theme of
“the Farm Bureau Women’s Holi-

day camp held at Wesley Woods
Camp during April. Close to 70
women from Districts 1-2-4 and
5 heard experts give their views
on school financing, curriculum,
responsibility and how these com-
pare with Russia.

Sandwiched between these im-
portant subjects of prime concern
to women, and especially to
mothers, were fellowship and fun,
including hobbies and the famous
“tote bags.” Each camp partic-
ipant brought articles which were
grown or manufactured in her
county, such as maple syrup,
apples, cereals, and ash trays, for
the bags. Recreation leader, Miss
Joan Huske of Grand Blanc, kept
the group busy and active during
the time not spent in scheduled
sessions.

“Schools are a Public Trust,” J.
Delbert Wells of the Family Pro-
gram Division, Michigan Farm
Bureau, told the ladies. “They
belong to you but unless you take
an interest, — it is up for grabs.”
He challenged the women to re-
view their local school curriculum
to see if patriotism is being
taught and the virtues of our free
enterprise system is adequately
explained.

Robert Smith, Associate Legis-
lative Counsel, MFB, discussed
“School Financing’ with the
campers, explaining how tax dol-
lars for schools are spent. He
stressed the concern over “bed-
room” communities that mush-
room up in an area in a few
months’ time, — the pressure it
makes on the school room and the
budget.

Mrs. Donald Sanford of Grand
Blanc was chairman of the Holi-
day Camp, with Mrs. Jesse Smith,
Climax, serving as vice-chairman
and Mrs. Carlton Ball, Albion, as
secretary-treasurer. Other com-
mittee members included Mrs.
Harry Martin, Ionia; Mrs. Roy
Lord, Ceresco, and Mrs. Harry
Shannon, Marcellus.

Mrs. Ball reports, “It was re-
markable how the speakers’ pre-
sentations were interwoven, . . .
a world of information was taken
home from the camp, . . . the
fellowship was wonderful.”

To sum up a successful Holiday
Camp, centered around an area of
vital interest to Farm Bureau
Women, a quotation from Thomas
Scott could be used, “A man can-
not leave a better legacy to the

world than a well-educated |

family.”

MAKE
TRACKS
LIKE
THESE
AND

SAVE

MONEY

WITH

Unico passenger tires give you
the safest, smoothest perform-
ance for every kind of driving
. . . more than 4,000 gripping

edges for sure-footed traction.

Unico truck tires are rugged
and dependable in the field
. . . quiet and comfortable on
the highway . . . give lowest
cost per mile . . . made espe-

cially for farm use.

Unico tires are available in all sizes, tube and tubeless, white-

wall and blackwall. We have one that's just right for your

auto or truck.
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FARMERS PETROLEUM
UTION AGENT

FARMERS
PETROLEUM

4000 N. Grand River

Lansing
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FARMS TO BURN
*8,000,000 WORTH

L . 3

Each year on Michigan farms,
eight million dollars worth of
barns, buildings, equipment and
livestock go up in smoke and
flames — and in the United States
more than 110 million dollars
worth of farm property is de-
stroved and nearly 3,500 persons
lose their lives.

. - I o
-ur?'- . 2 Y

A farmer interested in plan-
ning his emergency protection can
follow a few rules laid down by
the Water Systems Council.

Do not locate your water sup-
ply less than 100 feet from any
building which may burn. The
average pumper only carries about

20 feet of head suction hose, and
must stay within 20 feet of the
supply. If the water source is
less than 100 feet from a burning
building, there may be too much
risk of destroving the truck.
The source should be accessible
by paved road or driveway, to
prevent trucks from being mired.

Pipes from the water supply
to the hydrant should be located
below the frost line to prevent
freezing in winter.

Where an electric water system
is used to pump water under

pressure, make sure that the
power source is not located in a
“burnable-type” building.

A wise investment is a spray
nozzle which can perform many
times the service in fire-fighting
than an ordinary jet stream.

Planning for farm fire emerg-
encies is just another example of
the old proverb, “An ounce of
prevention is worth a pound of
cure.”

The best way to fight fires is to
prevent them from happening,
and this demands constant alert-
ness and action in the removal of
potential fire hazards.

To the average farmer, a loss
of a bamn, or equipment — filled
shed could be a serious disaster
—a farm out of production
doesn’t make -money.

Although the early months of
spring are the critical periods for
farm fires, the farmer who relaxes
his guard at any time soon finds
himself host to this deadly guest.

A brush fire on a windy day,
some burning trash close to a
shed, a “temporary” wiring job
—all are invitations that often
need not be repeated.

To help the farmer rid his farm-
stead of the fire hazard, the Co-
operative Extension Service has
published a “Check List For Farm
Fire Hazards.” This list is avail-
able from either the local exten-
sion or Farm Bureau Insurance
agent.

According to the Water Sys-
tems Council, the most critical
factor in fighting farm fires is an
adequate water supply, and the
first few minutes of any fire are
the most crucial.

What the farmer does before
the fire department arrives often
means the difference between sav-
ing the buildings and total de-
struction.

It takes as little as a hundred
gallons of water to extinguish a
building fire soon after it has
started — but let the fire remain
unchecked, and the water re-
quired skyrockets to 60 and 80
thousand gallons.

PAINT UP and PE
During FARM

MR. GEORGE F. GOBROGGE

of Pinconning, Michigan says:

"I used 201 Unico white house paint on
my old house and | am planning to use
it on my new house. It has lasting, clean
whiteness and has the hiding power |
desire. My house is always a clean
| whiter

CHECK THE PRICES BELOW and see why
your local Farm Bureau dealer is anxious
to have you stop and buy your painting
needs from him. From June 3rd thru
June 28th he is offering you first quality
paint at prices you can’t afford to over-
look. No. 411 SUPER RED
BARN PAINT . . . Our
best barn paint, with
a very high percent-
age of iron oxide,
pure linseed oil and
varnish.

,

No. 201 UNICO WHITE HOUSE
PAINT . . . Equals or surpasses
any two-coat paint on the mar-

ket.
$5.31

per gal.*

$4.00

per gal.*

No. 412 EXTRA
BRIGHT RED BARN
PAINT . ... Longer life
than most red paints,
excellent color reten-
tion and durability.

$5.53

No. 701 UNICO ZINC
METAL GRAY . . . Gives
positive protection
against the formation of

rust.
$9.97

On many farms, this large per gal.*
amount of water is not available, per gal.*
and as a result, the buildings burn
gs ALSO ON SALE

*Prices quoted are in cose
lots or 2 gal. or 5 gal.
pails and are applicable

to the ground while the farmer

and helpless firemen watch from NO. 1701 HOUSE

PAINT PRIMER . . , ONLY $5.05

a safe dist.::mt.‘e away.‘ at most Farm Bureau deal- |
Many fire prevention ?rg?% ors.in Michigan. ok per gal.

ities suggest a minimum of 3, % RN PAINT PRIMER . . .

gallons of water be on hand at all ONLY $3.45

times. Often a farm pond or per gal.*

NN . e " m— i s’ e i S

“swimming hole” can double as
an excellent water reservoir, sup-
plying the needed gallons.

Although the average rural
fire-fighting unit carries its own
water supply in pumpers and
tankers, often converted 2,000
gallon oil trucks — once this sup-
ply is exhausted, the pumper must
couple to a new source, if one
is available.

It doesn’t take long for the
transported water supply to run
out when fighting a blazing barn
fire.

Paint Department
FARM BUREAU SERVICES, INC.
P.O. Box 960; Lansing, Michigan

|
l
I Please send me literature on your fine of Unico
|

paints plus the name of my necrest dealer.

Always shop where you Nome__

see this emblem.

Address

City

LR
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Indiana - Michigan Join in New

Michigan farmers love to travel.

Hundreds of them, covering many thousands of miles on
Farm Bureau sponsored tours, have more than proved the
point.

Given a chance, they are quick to parcel out chores to
married children, relatives, neighbors or the hired man, to
take off for far-away places with strange sounding names.
Places such as “Cache-Creek” — ““Banff” — “Revelstoke”
and “Snowqualmie.”

All of these were involved in one recent semi-domestic
tour of the Northwestern United States and Canada, con-
ducted by the Michigan Farm Bureau. Mgst recently, hori-
zons have broadened and from all indications no place is
too far, no plan too exotic for those bitten by the travel bug.

Mostly though, farmers want to make sure that major
crops are harvested and heaviest farm work done before

they move out. The best farm travel season seems to begin .

in August and carry through October and November. Many
farmers show interest in winter trips to warmer climates.

This obvious enthusiasm to see how the rest of the world
lives has recently led the Michigan Farm Bureau to approve
an agreement with the Hoosier Travel Service, an affiliate
of the Indiana Farm Bureau.

In joining forces with the Hoosier Travel Service, Mich-
igan Farm Bureau members have immediate access to five
major tours planned for coming months as well as the
benefits of many years of experience in the travel business.

Since 1948, the Hoosier Agency has had wide success in
planning tours to all parts of the United States and the
world. More than 5000 Indiana farmers have now partic-
ipated in trips which incorporate both sight-seeing fun and
serious study of agriculture in other parts of the country.

Guiding the international part of the program has been
the Farm Bureau philosophy that the United States stands
as an example of the progress possible in a free society, and
that the production of American farmers is one prime ex-
ample of what can be accomplished through such freedom.

The mixture of five foreign and domestic tours scheduled
for the fall months include an eleven-day tour to North-
eastern United States, called a “Northeast Caravan” —a
month-long tour to the Pacific, fifteen days to “Sunny Cali-
fornia” and a three-week “Pilgrimage” to the Holy Land.
Planned too, is a Mexican tour of ten days.

The two domestic tours are good examples of how Farm
Bureau members can take advantage of their organization
to make friends with other farmers who may live thousands
of miles away and to actually visit their farms. In the North-
east Caravan (August 15-25), a special treat has been
planned for one evening when members of the Massachu-
setts Farm Bureau join in a “New England Clam Bake,” in
the historic town of Plymouth. Two days later, after stops
at Boston and historic sights there, the group will take spe-
cial buses through Lexington and Concord, on to Chelms-
ford, where they will be guests of Mr. and Mrs. Walter Lewis
of the Massachusetts Farm Bureau. Touring farmers will
will meet informally with other members of the Middlesex
County Farm Bureau board of directors and compare notes
with farmers from this historic region of the original
Minute-Men.

A VISIT TO THE UN BUILDING IN NEW YORK CITY will be one of the Northeast Caravan highlights, scheduled August 15.25.

THIS GIANT REDWOOD TREE will be seen on the tour set for September 4-18.
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DISCUSSION TOPRPIC

There is good reason for our
topic-title.

There is no need for hustle and
bustle in passing a feed grain law
this spring. Laws covering the
1963 crops were already in effect.

But Congress wouldn't wait. A
law for the 1964 crops was rushed
through before the 1963 crop was
well in the ground. August would
have been soon enough for a new

g

Soon after Congress met for
the 1963 session, Farm Bureau

program. Congressmen
ported heavy pressure by the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to rush
through a new feed grain bill.
And Congress did so — on April
25th. Why the hurry?

newal and liberalizing of this
“voluntary law.”

To get some impact on the
wheat referendum, the feed grain
law would need some “sugar.”
This could be added for wheat
farmers by allowing them to plant
wheat on feed grain acreage
allotments, if the referendum
passed. This idea was justified
by arguing that with such per-
mission “the farmer can plan a
more flexible operation.”

It seems clear that the only
justification for haste on feed
grain legislation was to affect the
wheat vote. Control programs
have not customarily shown a
concern about farmers having
freedom and flexibility of de-
cision on their farms. Have we
forgotten the “tight control” ar-
guments of 1961-62?

Devices to Force
Farmers IN
Dig down a little into these

feed grain laws of 1962 and 1963.
They both contain “gimmicks”

to force farmers to accept govern-
ment control programs. The de-
vice to get this is “direct pay-

1963 Provisions
Defeat the Purpose

Direct Payments, as applied
under the law, will also add to the
mess of price-depressing sur-
pluses. This was not what we
were aiming for. Special features
of the 1963 law are self-defeat-
ing to this purpose.

There is compulsory land re-
tirement — yes, but. . . . Under
the law, farmers must retire 209,
of their feed-acre-base to be eligi-
ble for the 18¢ per bushel direct
payment. For this they get a
diversion payment at 20% of the
county support rate multiplied by
the normal yield on the acres re-
tired. An additional 209% of the
base can be retired at 50% of
the county support rate, times the
normal yield.

But — the direct payment of
18¢ can be collected from planted
acreage only. So growers scratch
their heads and figure. Why re-
tire any extra land voluntarily?
You lose the 18¢ direct payment
per bushel on every added acre
you retire!

The incentives to retire land
and help cut surpluses are gone.
Only forced retirement of land
remains to point in that direction

THE CASE OF THE
IMPATIENT POLITICIANS

Sugar in ﬂ;e
Wheat Growers’ Tea

Study the law.

Provisions were added to the
bm to make the wheat certificate
plan more palatable. A campaign
was on for a “yes” vote. The new
law would favor the western

_wheat farmers, (who can grow
little else than wheat.) It would
allow them feed grain allotments.
They could grow wheat on
allotted feed grain acres. 'This
would help make up for lost
wheat acreage, — acres cut by
forced land retirements.

Then, again — a “No” vote in
the wheat referendum could put
a damper on the U.S.D.A. con-
trol legislation. The trend of the
vote could defeat the plan to ex-
tend controls to other crops. On
the other hand, a feed grain law
on the books might make it harder
to get a new law on wheat, in
the case of a “No” vote.

Cutting the Argument
to Fit the Case

House Report No. 180, of 1963
reveals the arguments used to
push through the feed grain law.
Such arguments change with the
nature of the action desired by
the US.D.A. from year to year.

For example, in 1961 and 1962,
the Secretary of Agriculture ar-
gued that these voluntary pro-
grams are “so costly as to call
for more drastic controls over
farm production.” Remember?

In his memo of May 21, 1962
to the Chairman of the Senate
Agricultural Committee, the Sec-
retary said, “Continuing these
voluntary programs would add
about $4 billion a year. This
would absorb the income taxes
of about 5 million taxpayers.”

Yet, in 1963, with the wheat
referendum just ahead, the Sec-
retary told Congress that the
1961-62 program had been “a
success.” He urged quick re-

ments.” Here’s how it works.

These laws attached a direct
payment of 18¢ per bushel to
feed grains (in corn equivalent).
The 1962 law added a whopping
direct payment of 70¢ per bushel
for wheat—by way of certif-
icates, whenever farmers ap-
proved them by vote.

These direct payments come
from “treasury or from
government guarantees — not
from the market. Such direct
payments force “non program
market prices” down to depression
levels. Without the payments,
the farmer’s product isn't worth
much. Without certificates,
wheat plummets to $1.30 in 1964
— by decision of the Secretary
of Agriculture — and maybe a
lower price in years to follow. The
trap is well set.

Qutside the program, the grow-
er faces disaster prices.

Inside the program there is a
survival price. The choices are
arranged so that farmers must get
on the bandwagon or go broke.
It is simple cause and effect —
and it's in the law.

Out on a Limb
of Public Opinion

Consider some other facts
about the “direct payment” de-
vice. The farmer will have to
get a considerable share of his
income from the federal treasury
each year. He will have to urge
Congress to give him a grub-stake
annually to keep him in business.

The public has already reacted
strongly against heavy payments
to farmers that add to the tax
load. Our memory of the resent-
ment of two years ago ought to
serve us well. If the voters of
the nation “get tough” and de-
mand an end to these farmer
bonuses, the farmer will be in hot
water.

The farmer can be out-voted
eleven to one! Is this a secure
income position to be in?

—and this is offset by another
change in the law.

Under the 1963 law, farmers
will retire their low-yield acres.
In 1962 they could collect the
direct payment only on “normal
yield” from their allotted acres.
But the new law will permit the
payment of the 18¢ per bushel
on ACTUAL PRODUCTION
from the allotment. So — natural-
ly, growers will add more fertili-
zer.
mounting surpluses, “voluntary
programs” will be accused of “not
working”, and a case is built for
tightening controls. One can pre-
dict this cry within a vear or two
— if we have a good growing sea-
son.

These features give public
opinion another “unreasonable
angle” to work over, — that farm-
ers who divert little land gain
greater rewards than those who
cooperate more fully to help get
the surpluses down.

Question — Why put a pro-
vision like this into the law unless
you are shooting for an effect
later? Why add to the problem
unless you want to create another
problem that needs solving by
stricter controls?

Molding Another
Public Brickbat

Take one more squint at the
1963 law. It requires that 1%
of the national feed grain acreage
allotment be reserved for farmers
who haven’t grown feed grains.
This cuts into the allotments for
growers already on the program.

Now, add to this the fact that
the Secretary of Agriculture has
the authority, if he chooses, to
permit the retirement of 509, of
the allotment. Put these facts
together.

A farmer may get a new allot-
ment. He may never have grown
feed grains. If his allotment is
small he may retire it all —or
if larger he might be allowed to

Up goes production. With

retire half of it. But he can get
paid for not growing a crop which
he never has grown before.

The public grabs onto such
propositions to “pin” a bad name
onto the farmer. Such attitudes
cause the public to call for tighter
controls over farmers. The poli-
ticians created the situation, but
the farmer gets blamed. Since
the farmer gets the money, he
becomes the “whipping boy.”

Farmers Sign-Up
Didn’t Justify Haste

Congress should have taken
note that farmers didn't crowd
the sign-up list for the feed grain
programs of 1961-1962. There
was a definite fall-off in partic-
ipation.

In 1961, only 42% with com
and sorghum allotments signed
up. In 1962, it was 449 — but
only 29% of those with barley
base acreages. Here is no ma-
jority with an interest in the pro-
grams. Yet Congress insisted on
more of the same.

Each succeeding law gives the
Secretary meore and more au-

thority. By virtue of present
laws —
He can decide on price support

and direct payment rates ranging
from 65% to 90% of parity.
With this tool he can manipulate
market prices to freeze out farm-
ers who choose to stay clear of
his programs.

If this is not enough, he can,
and in 1962 did, dump stocks of
grain onto the market and upset
market prices. The result not only
hit grain prices, but raised live-
stock numbers so that prices have
fallen drastically.

He can decide how much acre-
age shall be retired and what the
payment rate shall be. He can
decide where to grant or to cut
acreage allotments. Michigan got
a wheat acreage cut — Florida an
increase.

He can decide the extent to
which a farmer must participate
in his program to receive support
and diversion payments.

He can decide whether other
crops may or may not be planted
on retired acres.

With these powers, he can
vn‘tually determine the levels of
income for farmers. And he can
enforce his decisions in the courts
of the land, from which the farm-
ers have no appeal.

Dictatership and
Freedom Are
Opposites

The Soviets built a wall be-
tween free Berlin and their own
people. They set up electrically-
charged fences. They turn ma-
chine guns on all who try to
cross the line. On one side of
that line lies freedom —on the
other, the controlling police state.

We do not need walls and
machine guns to destroy freedom
and opportunity. Laws can take
away the rights of personal choice
and limit opportunity just as
surely. And not far behind the
passage of the laws comes the
parade of officials in authority —
the police state and the penalties.

And, within these farm laws,
what is happening to the farmer's
right to appeal his case in the
courts of justice of the land?
More and more there is the state-
ment that the farmer has no ap-
peal from the decision of the
Secretary of Agriculture or his
committeemen. So — courts have
been throwing out evidence which
farmers present in their own de-
fense. This — in spite of the fact
that the Constitution guarantees
every citizen a right to trial by a
jury of his peers. Now, the jury
cannot hear the farmer’s case.

Some say, —but after all these
are not criminal cases! No? Then
why are prison sentences attached
to violations as the laws are writ-
ten? Where a man must face
prison, yet cannot defend himself
in court, for him there is no other
side of the case.

Questions

1. Just how much voice should
farmers have in determining the
nature of programs of government
which concern themselves with
farm management?

Or — who should have the au- "~
thority to set the direction for
making such policies into law?

Tuscola Women Sponsor Korean

Boy For Tenth Consecutive Year

The Tuscola County Farm Bureau Women’s committee
has voted to sponsor the education of Im Il Woong of
Korea for the tenth consecutive year.

“When I received the money from you, tears of joy

came into my eyes . .

. I cannot speak English perfectly
well but I can speak very well in the future . . .

I study

English every day for to meet you.”

Perhaps this quotation would not rate an “A” in English
composition class, but it means more to the women of the
Tuscola Farm Bureau than fancy, four-syllable words,
—because they know it comes straight from the heart

of Im Il Woong,

Through the “Save the Chil-
dren” Federation, the women
have made an annual contribution
since 1954, —to furnish warm
winter clothing for Im’s protec-
tion against the bitter cold, —
blankets, first-aid supplies and
nourishing food to share with his
family and for his tuition through
primary, “middle,” and now, —
high school.

The Tuscola Women corre-
spond regularly with Im Woong
and report that he has two more
vears of schooling to attain the
equivalent of our high school
level. They are now discussing
the possibility of assistance to
“their boy” through college.

Im Il Woong of Seoul, Korea,
dreams of becoming a doctor and
should he attain this goal, the
Tuscola Women — and the boy’s

determination to prove himself
worthy of their sponsorship, —
could rightly take the credit.

FARMERS:

Check the value you get in
Gelatin Bone Perfect Balancer,
the mineral feed of champions:

Percent Percent
Min. Max.

Phosphorous 8.0 9.0
Calcium 29.0 340
Mag. Sulfate 24
lodine (pure) 015 018
Cobalt Sulfate 01 .03
Salt 0.00 0.00

Cet Perfect Baiancer at your
elevator. Distributed in Mich-
igan by:

FARM BUREAU

SERVICES, INC.

The Gelatin Bone Co.
Romeo, Mich.
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