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THE WORLD AGRICULTURAL SITUATION AND ITS IM#—LICATIONS
FOR NATIONAL SECURITY

19 November 19569

CAPT, BURKY: General Houseman, Gentlemen: M any Amer-
icans who would worry about man ganese or perhaps shortages of iron
ore would conveniently overlook food as a natural resource because
it's so abundant in our great land., But this abundance is not worldwide
by any means, and food is Q{ major concern to most of the nearly three
billion people who inhabit this earth. Come to think of it, it's a
real personal problem to each of us about three times a day., Never-
theless, agricultural defic iencies can influence the attitudes and the des-
tinies of both allies and potential enemies throughout the world; and
for that reason, food is a factor in shaping the course of politics in
this world, 1Ithink, therefore, that it's most appropriate that we
examine the world food situation and its im pli cations for our own
national security.

Now, to discuss this vital subject we have a speaker who has
conce rned himself with agriculture for many, many years, You have
read his biography and you know that it shows he's had fi rst-hand
exper ience with major food problems throughout the world as an offi-
cer, a2 Government executive, a private citizen, and a cons ultant,
He's a recognized expert A" his field,

Re ally he wou ld need no introduction except for the fact that you
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are new here, because the College holds him in such high esteem that
he's been invited here annually since 1952 to addres s us on the subject
of the world agricultural situation and its implic ati ons for nati onal
secur ity.,

Mr. Andrews, it's an honor to have you with us again and a pleas-
ure to introduce you to the class of 1960, or maybe I should introduce
them to you. I don't know which it is. Mr, Andrews,

MR. ANDREW 5: Gene ral Houseman, Captain Burky, and Mehber s
of the Class of 19 80: It's pretty hard for a fellow that has tried to
give some sort of a lecture on this subject to a distinguished group
like this since 1952 to not get in a position where he's damn tir ed of
lis tening to himself talk, And so this morning I am going to take just
a liftle diffe;'e nt tack, and I'm admittedly going to get into an area
where I expect most of you people are far more competent than I am.
You have had a lot mor e competent speaker s than I to more or less
set the stage from a political and economic environment s tandpoint
of this question of food; and getting awa y from the normal atte mpts
Ido to be factual, I may get a little opinionated. If I do, I hope you
will e xcuse m e,

I will explain my situation by a story which I sometimes tell
about a situation down in Arkansas, Mary and Sam had been married
quite a long while and suddenly decided that they ought to have a will,
to settle up the estate in the case of the death of either one of them.,

2




So they went down to Pine Bluffs and went to a lawye r's of fic e and
went into the business of m aking a will.
In the course of the will, in dictating the transc ript of it, the
was made
statement/a bout ""Sam and Mary, who are the parents of five children, "
The law yer looked up over his glasses, and the little pickaninnies
were lined up here agr oss the wall, and he counted them, and he said:

"Wait a minute. You sayfive, I see seven." '"Well," M ary said,

"you see, Mr, Lawyer, it's just like this: Five belongs to Sam and me

r

but I got a couple on my own, "

Now, some of this stuff is going to be on my own. So don't get
too worried about it, because, you see, I don't have to explain myself
to anybody; and I don't have any bosses that could fire me ifl get
Wr ong,

ButIam going to start--and, gee, I'm getting to talk m ore like
a professor all the tim e--with three generali zations: one, that either
through an indefinite postponement of a settlement of the basic issues
betwe en the United States and the Soviet Union--and let's don't kid
ourse lves; those are the two fe llows we've got to talk about--there
will be, and there will be certainly, a le ssening of the tension and the
real possibility that somewhere in this long, indefinite effort, there
will be some sort of a disarmament, and some sort of a means of liv -
ing to gether without a shooting war,

The second generalization is that if this does happen, or if it
doesn 't happen, the political and ideological drive of the Soviet Union
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. and the economic or trade drive of the Soviet Union will int ehsify'
rather than drive off.

| And the third thing is that a likelihood of a very early adjustment
or settlement of basic issues {s rather remote, bec ause neither side
will pay the price for such agreement. In éther words, we would
have to give up some things that we thiﬁk represe nt our vital interest
if you reached. an agreement, Russia would have to give up something
that r epres ents their vital interest, And so it's going to be a long
time of flitting around,

- So it's within this general atmosphe re that I want to talk this
fnorn:'mg about food; and I am going to use a little bit of the world setting
in which we find ourselves as . we ta lk about food as a part of our
national security., So if the young man will give me the fir st slide.

(Chart 1) This is an old one, Some of the staff I am sure have
seen that, To you new fe llows it may not even be new to you. But
that black line is this so-called Iron Curtain, Actually it starts
at Stettine on the North Séa, cross es Central Europe around the bor-
ders of the Black Sea, goes up across Turkey, across Ir én, across
the whole Middle East, up arcund the borde r of China, and ends up
actually in the Bering Sea,

Now, that's more than an imaginary line. It's a real line. And
no trade, no people, no trains, not even a dog cart crosse s that line in
either direction without the most e laborate set of papers and permissions
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and red tape and going her e and there,

It's true, this line is being breached just a little bit now, with
thi s exchan ge of people., It's l;eing brea ched just a 1ittie bit with ex-
chang es of goods between the East and the West, But that lineis
still real and it doe s divi de the Soviet world and the free world;
and nobo dy ventures across it without the danger of being shot at.

We ventured across, of course, and got shot at, and they have ven tured
to cross and got shot at. And so that's wﬁere you are, and that's

what you've got to recognize as you get into this business, That line

is real.
it

Now, the other thing about/is, what keeps that line in that
position, and why is this so real? Well, .both sides have some real conea::::=
cerns, We're worried a little bi-t . Andlet me relatz}tso food in
Jjust the next second or two with the next siide,

(Chart 2) This, of course, is Europe. This is where the Iron
Curtain started, This is where the mischief began. And this is
where the mis chief is right now,

This - area right in here, from a food standpoint, that crass- cross
area, is the Balkan or the Danube Basin. This is the area that prior
to World War II 20 per cent of the food that 270 million people west of
that line used to eat came from that area., It doesn't come any m ore;

and, thanks to that fact, the United States, Canada, and Ar gentine

have a very fine market for food in Western Europe. That's something

you've got to smoke in your pipe, bec ause that's a fact of life.
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Be fore World War 11 we shipiaed, for instance, barely 100 million
bushe ls of wheat into Europe, Last year we shipped 345 million bush-
els. of wheat into Europe, That will give you some idea of what this
really adds up to, That is the Balkan Basin, and, of course, by an
accident of history or design or whatever you call it, the Rus sians in
this dividing up of Europe came out with the food supply areas, They
even got the M acedonian plain for a while and they even got the one
area in Austria that produce s a pound of fo od more than they eat.

50 much for that picture from the food standpoint, and the break-
up after the war, aﬁd the formation of the Iron C urtain,

(Chart 3) This is a terrible slide, but it doe s show you those
areas th ere. Just ignore those rings for the present, WhatI want
to show you here is this line here and this line here., This line her e,
of course, is the border of China, These three states here are the
old Indo China, Siam, and Burma area that used to be a part of the
great rice bowl complex in this area,

This area here now is the last and the only area in this great
Pacific, South and Southeast P3cific afea, that produ ces a pound of food
more than they eat. As a matter of fact, 850 million people, a little
more than that, without this supply have got to get their food supply
from the West, principally the Unite d States. And this is the reason
this is so important in here from the standpoint of national policy
than anything else, because any time that China comes down over this,

you have knocked out the one place where there's a chance of a surplus
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food supply for the teeming millions of India, of Indone sia, which has
to have some, Japan, and all those pléces.

It is true that a great amount of food is coming from t hé we gt,
out in here, pat;ticularly Japan'and these places;r but here is the heart
of the Asian food supply-- Burma, Siam, and Indo China. Prior to
the war, about 5 to 8 million tons of rice came out of this area and
spread all over the world, At the present time only about 200, 000
pm;c;;i comes out of the lower parf of what used to be Indo China,
about a million to 2 million and a hai?/?: Siam, and about a million to a
million and a half in Burma, Those are the two areas that are the
principal, outside of the western hemisphere, surplus producing areas
in the entir e world, on a globe that has 2 billion 900 million mouths
to feed,

(Chart 4) I started to say something about the fears which beset and
concern both sides in this war. This may be something that is a little
far-fetched, but I think right there is a slide that illustrates one of
our fears. And, of course, that slide was made when the long-ran ge
bomber was the principal way of attack. That s hows that in 9 1/2 hours
you could pick up an atomic bomb and land it in C hicago and obliterate
a city of that size. And we had, though, under that arrange ment 9 1/2
hours from the time that the guy pressed the button in Moscow until
Chicago blew up.

Some of g you people are far more competent to discuss the

question of intercontinental ballistic missiles than I, but the chances
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are that the time lag here is somewhere betwe en 30 minutes and 45
minutes and even le ss than that from the time you press the button
here till a city thre size of .Chicago goes up. That's one of the fears

and one of the situations under which the United States lives today.

And that's one of the things that do concern us. Don't kid ourselves.
That's the reason we're spending 41 billion dollars for military and
missile and all k‘inds of defense. That's the reason we're having people
being talked into building shelters and things of that kind,

(Chart 5) Here is a concern of ours. This shows you the credit
and the trade agr eements which Russia has entered into with countries
of the world in the last three and a half to four years, It also gives
the amount. It gives the amount of economic aid, the amount of military
aid, and so forth., Notice it runs to $2, 384, 000, 000,

Note also that these green spots are the areas where those agr ee-
ments have been made, Note also that those are areas where in the
past the Russians never even dared to try to get even a trade foothold.
These are areas, a great many of them, where the Unite d States,

Gr eat Britain, and France, and Holland felt were their bailiwick when
it comes to trade and economic relations,

And there is something for you to smoke in your pipe so far as
conce rns the United States. We're concerned about this, not only from
the standpoint of the ideological penetration, but we're concerned

because it may knock us in the creek on a lot of the trade that we used

to enjoy.




So these two things are some of the concerns and some of the fears
that are on our side of the le dger. But, you see, Ivan has some fears
too, Let's look at the next sli dé and we'll see what fears he has,

(Chart 6), Here is a picture of our bases, before we got the
missile bases, This is a picture of our bases that surround Rus sia,
Those are the military and the naval and the air bases around the world,
I think, if anyone looks at that and was sittin g whe re Ivan is, you
would be just a little bit concerne d, because, regardless of what you
say about the intercontinental ballistic m issile s, you can blast him off
the fa ce of the earth m ost any tim e somebody on this side presse s
the button, And, of course, Ivan has our word that we will not use
these things, but he's in the same position that we are. Can he believe
us and can we believe him ? |
.@__.So that is another ée ar, This is on the Rus siaﬁ Side,

Let's look at one more fear that the ‘Rus sians have, {Chart *7)
This is the potential of the Am erican production, The point is that
while Russia is making tremendo us gains in heavy industry and some
of the m ore basic types of in dustry, we in our coun try here are putting
great emphasis on the consumer side,

Now, I'm not going to argue at all whether we should or should
not do that, Personally I think we shou ldn't, But, anyhow, we are
doing it, and this is m aking a danger ous contrast for the aw akening
Russian masses, and particularly the countries whe re Russia has takcen

over with great e mphasis and great austerity and great e ffort on basic
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industry rather than consumer goods. And so I'm expr essing an opinion
that probably what Ivan wants is at least a little bit of lessen ing of
tension, so they can put some attention to providing a little better life
for their own people.

So much, then, for the two fears that we hgve on both sides as
we look and iry to relate this to the world food situation,

(Chart 8) Here is another slide, This, of course, is a picture
of the uncommitted areas of the earth, The blue are the people, the
land areas, the land mass that is on our side. The red, of course, is
the la nd mass of the Soviet bloc. These great clear areas here ‘are
the uncommitted are as of the earth, where we are scrapp ing and where
the id eological and the economic or the trade problems enter into this

and
picture aE& are part of the war.

He re also are found the 20 new sov ereign nations that have come
into being since World War II, Here also in Africa is where about six
new nations have come about in the recent years, and where eight m ore
will be sovergign nations before you know it. So that's the wo rid, the
world as it is, and the world to win--this clear area here .

(Chart 9) This is a picture of these 20 new nations. The brown
area indicates where they are, Down hefe is Indonesia and the Philippines.
and over there in Africa and all through there. Those are the new s over-
eign peoples that have come int;a existence since World War II,

Now, you say, What does all this have to do with fo od? Well,

every one of thos e new nations wa s geared under their colonial arrange ment,
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including the Philippine Is lands, to the ecénomies of the mot he'r countries,
Cf course we deny all that stuff, but you can go right out here to the
Philippines and you will find that the development in the Philippines
on the food and agriculturad line was designed to supplement the agri-
culture and the economy of the United States and not to make the Philli-
pines a self -suffi cient and viable economy. And that is true of every
of that

single one of thes e otherss-/the Middle Eastern areas fwere tied to
the I'rench and the British, of the Afr icén areas that were tied to the
¥rench and the Belgians, and so forth, They are set to complement
the m other country,

But when a country bec omes sover eign, it has a new currency,
The who le busineés of trade is dislocated, It's got to have all the
trappings of sovereignty, It's got to have an army. It's got to have an
embassy. It's got to have all the gew gows that go with a sovereign
state. Their trade situation has to be unraveled and their lcurrenc vy
problems, with the result that every one of these 20 countries is in
confusion and turmoil. They have come into existence at a time when
they do not have a hundred years to mature, They've got to m ature
yvesterday, They've got to be mature states and so forth,

Ther e are food problems that e very one of those 20 states has
to face.,  In some instances they are trying to get self- sufficient, In
some inst.;mces they are trying to have area s whe re they can export,
For instance, in the Middle East, in the case of Syria and Iraq and
those countries they are trying to find export outlets for t heir agricul-
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tural products., And around and around and around and around,
Thig, then, is life,
/ These countries all want to industrialize, They all want to be big
thi ngs all at one time. They want to be independent, They want to
stand on their own base.

So you have these countries 'struggling first for food; second, to
industrializ e; third, for trade;‘ and, fourth, to get some kind of a govern-
ment that will work, because in all of the years they have promised
their people a little bit more of the sun when they became indepen dent,
Now they have the sun and the governments are finding it aw ful hard
te deliver on those promises,

Now, 'th ere are some interesting charac teristics about th 1s bunch
of areas here, Thejr are mostly, as you notice, the so-called under-
develope d areas., Take down there in Africa, Only 15 percent of the
arable land of Africa is in prodﬁction at all, There's the greatest area
for expansion of food any place on the globe. Yet the people in Africa
ﬁave a relatively low diet. In nearly all these areas the calory intake
in terms of energy is around 18 00, with a maximum of 2200, in terms
of calory intake.

In the matter of clothing, they wear about four pounds a year
per capita, as against about 35 pounds in this country and about 30 pounds
in Western Europe.

In the matter of education, they have about one shcool teac her for
each five thousand students of school age; and school ageis from 6tol2,

They have one doctor for anywhere from one to 50 thousand people,
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And in Indonesia, down here, there's one accr edited m edical doctor
for each 75, 000 people,

I could go on here for the next hour and give you the character-
istics of these peoples in these under-developed areas, They are
convince d of one thing--no ql-nestion about i t--and that is that they feel

things
that #ivey need not be as bad in the futureas they have been in the past,
They are moving for a place in the sun, They are listening to voices,
and that voice might be the voice of Mos cow or it might be the United

VStates. But there is the great battlegr ound of this id eological and trade
war which I think will go unabated for the next 50 years.

“ {Chart10) All right, now, Let's look at this business just a
little bit. Referring back to this other map, here we are. You see,
we wouldn't have an agriculturaliproblem, you wouldn't have a wor 1d
problem, you wouldn't have a war problem if it weren't for people,

- You just can't get ridof them. There they are. There are 2 billion

900 million people, The developed areas, you see, have about 600

mi llio-n. That include s the Unite d States, western hemisphere, and

parts of South America and Europe. In these under-developed areas

you've got 1 billion 300 million. And over here in the Soviet outfit,
including Chin@:, you have a billion,
Well, these 700 million up here is what we are fightin g for,

They are the people whose minds we're after. That group, put on eit her

side of that bloc, is going to have something to do with history. If

they're won over to this side, you've got about a billion 700 mi llion
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people here, that are choosing, or will choose, or will ta ke, or will
have to live under the Communist system or the Communist i deology
in an even much more divided world t hat we have now‘.v So those are
people, that 700 million, and that billion 3, that r epresent m ost of
the uncommitted peo ples of the earth in this so-called ideological
structure,

{Chart 11) Ireferred a while ago to the problems of these new
countries, This is purely a picture of Africa, Notice that this is what
you call a one-crop type of e eonomy. In Liberia 71 percent of its ex-

ports are rubber, In Somaliland it's 65 percent bananas. In Ghana

and Ethiopia

! itvrs 62 percent coffee, and so forth,
’ practically

Now, you can make a chart like that for/every one of these other
countries, They're one-crop outfits. They depende d on these crops
to go ocut to buy stuff that comes in, and mostly food products. They
can all grow food products, but it was bette r f or the international econ-
omies and the type of world that we were in at the time to develop
these commercial crops and not the food crops.

If I had the time, I could go into great detail here into India
and the implicati ons of the break-up of India for Burma, Kashmir,
and P akistan and what it has done to that big subcontinent in the way
of balancing up food supplies and trade and all of that sort of thing,
But this is chara cteristic of all those countries,

And so all of these countries are stir ring around. They want
to save this income for their industriali zation program. They don't
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want to buy food. So they're all s cattering around here to try to
bring up their food supply.

(Chart 12) Now, just another slide which you ought to look at.
I'm sure you've seen it., It gives you some idea of the importance
of Africa today in the area of strategic materials, I just throw that
on there just to remind you that this Dar k Continent down here, which
wa 8 just a place on the map, is preity darned important to us,

(Chart 13) Now we'll switch along and we'1l finally get a round
to talking a little bit about food.

And here it is, I am talking now strictly fr om the overall
viewp oint of the world food situation., Since 1952, in other words,
the world turned the corner from the distribution and the rationing of
de‘fici ts in food to the beginning of the building up of s tockpiles in food
on a wor ld basis in 1952. And since 1952 ever y year since, stockpiles--
I mean, "stocks of food in existence over and above the annual r equire-
ments of the people of the world--have been going up, And there's
the picture. You notice there that red block shows a terrific jump
in this last year,

Na turally, this yellow streaked area here is North America,
principally the United States and C anada, whe re most of the world's
food supply is in storage, But this red repre sents other areas. It
repre sents some increase d stocks in Ge rmany_ It represents some

increase d stocks in Italy, It represents increased stocks in Burma,
in €ixmx  Indo China, Burma, and Siam, P-ractically every country
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in the world, either through trade and pulling into reserve in its own
country or in the total world supply, has increased stocks of fo od
this year over what it had last jrear.

So much then for the stock position. We have p}enty of it right
now, Butif you cut all the other food off, it wouldn't last the wor 1d
very long. But the important thing is that these stocks have been rising.

Another thing, that is pretty important to the agrarian side of
the world with this political unrest, is that as these stocks have gone
up, prices have gone down, Pr esumably that would mi ake the consumer s
happy. It's making the farmers very unhappy, because their incomes
are going down, with the cost of production going up, That's true in
this country. It's true'in Japan. It's true in the fa rthest st retches
of agriculture over the world, Incomes, net incomes, of agriculture
are going down,

The other thing is, world prices are going down; and the income
which exporting countries get fr om their agriéultural exports is also
going down. And in ternational trade in agricultural products is going
down, Ags a matter of fact, it dropped 8 percent last yeai’ over the
year before, It's 16 percentbelow in terms of volume, and 23 per-
cent below in 1957 in te rms of money from exports, Which means that
all of these countries that have such exports are having trouble getting
anything out of the things they have,

It's a pretty sound rule that whenever you increase stocks or

produce in a normal year somewhere from 2 1/2 to 3 percent more than
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the people can eat and the market will absorb, you have declined income.
That has held true for the last hundred years, I just checked it,

(Chart 14) This is an attempt to try to show you quickly, maybe
just give you kind of a visual image, of where these increases are and
where the expansion is going, This is annual g ain or loss in production
versus population, You will notace that you had a loss of over one
percent in the black area, Thatfs over thelre in some of the Scandin-
avian countries and up in that area. This 9.9 percent to 1 per cent, of
course, gives you the increase., That's those Igray areas up here in
Canada and back over here in the Orient. And there's reason for this,
This drought. caused a situation over here in Cana da, énd there's
been primarily a designed program of holdi ng down produ ctiocn,

From .l percent to plus one, of course, is this great yellow area
there, which includes the United States. In other words, we are gain-
ing on the population increase 'by that much annually, On down below

l.lto to
there is the darker A . 2 percent, 2.1[ 3 percent, and more than 3
percent. That's the red part, That's the Rus sian bloc, It does not
include China in those statistics,

This seems to be a rather signific ant thing, For aA‘le ast seven
or eight years after World War II, the Communist bloc seemed to be
falling behind, Its pro@u ction was lagging againgt populati on increase
and returning to prewar times, Within the past two or three years
theye's been a little explosion in production in this Soviet area. You see,

right here they're increasing m ore than 3 percen t--the red,
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(Chart 15) Here are some figures. I don't e xpect you to even

read them or try to remember them. This puts it in a stati sti cal
agricuitural

context here. It shows the average annual growth off produc tion
pitted against the growth of population, You see up here in this Western
Europe, North America, and Qceania you have the principal areas of
En gli sh-sp eaking part of the world and Western Europe. You see
your production in 1948 and 1952 to 1953 and 1955 is 2.7; 1958, 1.7;

and then your population increase in this same period back there was 1, 2.

: i
Notice that your production was way ahead in your '48, '53, 53, !56

3

And over here‘ in this lastc olumn it wimame ?1ives ;}ou 1,2, You are still ahead
even in this western area, where there are.'at tempt s to-hoid down {pro-
duction going on with the population versus pro duction, |

On down here you take Latin American, your Far East, the Néar
East, and Af‘rica, You .see that your picture here, with all of the rea sons,
you have a 2 percent annual increase in i)roduction rate, and a 1, 6 annual
increase of populati on rate. And that in dicates that, with all of the
scares that we have Rad from the population demograp hers at the present
time, that population is going to outrun produ cti 'on, that at least of
now=--and I'm predicting that as of the next 50 years=-- you're going
to be able to keep ahea d of p opulation growth in this category,

(Chart 16} This will give you a little closer view and a little

. ‘ rate of

closer look, This is per capita. The other one dea lt with the/increa se
of production versus population. Here it brings it down to per capita,
Here was the avera ge there of '48, '49, ¥oetinn aaxy and so forth,
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He re is 1959 preliminary., And look at ou'r friend Russia over there
122 percent, in ¥smh all of the agricultural productls,- \r;'hi ch encludes
rubbe r, copra, coffee, coco a, and all of thos e things, thrown into
this area,

Down here, of course, is for food pro’ducts only, which is our
conce rn here. That gives you 163 percent, 23 percent for Russian
and Western Z urope; and the total of\.all of them 106 percént versus
54,

So you have on a per capita blasis' wor ldwide, but also remember
that most of the surplus is in the Unite d States, but fhe big increase.
in agricultural production versus population is not necessarily in the
Unite d States. That gives you at least a picture of what wél're talking

about in the present-day wor ld, and particularly with special emphasis

on the Soviet bloc in this business of fo od.

(Chart 17) This is a final slide. This was made in 1954, and
it's just as good today as it was then, because the general pattern of
agricultural tr ade hasn't varied very much, that is, with reference to
where it comes from and where it is going, and only in percen tages
and volumes,

The black lines represent exports from the red areé, and the black
dots repres ent exports from the areas to the red area, You notice
here that the Width of thos e lines is representati ve of the volume of

agricultural products to the red areas where they're going,
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Notic e that there is an increasing m arket in the Crient. Prac-
tic ally no agricultural products except cotton went to the Orient,
except under a condition when you had famine or something in some of
the éountries th,ere. M grains or other food products went prior
to World War II to amount to anything, DBut now there is a tremendous
volume of grain products going into the Orient along with the cotton
and the traditi onal fiber crops.

In this business of trade, of courSe, the big question arises~--
and I'd 1ike to have an overlay on that to show you whe re tﬁe Soviet
trade is coming right into these areas. Down in Cuba ’the other day
they bought 300, 000 tons of sugar, which was an unheard of situation,
The big point about the Soviet handling of thes e things and the Soviet
penetration bis that s he does not grant aid to a country, She sells the
country the stuff and takes whatever the country has, That gives a
sense of independence, gives a sense of no strings attached; and,
whether we like it or not, apparently some of the coﬁntries like it,
Alt hough they have had some tr ouble with their agreements, this is
one of the things which is rather rough in the present~-day world so far
as this business of trade, In my opinion, the great off ensive of the
Ru ssian bloc is going to be in this area of trade; and I think we're
just going to find ourselves with a real tussle not only on agricultural
products, but industrial products and so forth.

We'll talk now for the next three or four minutes-~I haven't got
time to go into American food policy in relation to this, Imerely
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want to say that we are the country that has surpluses. We have
them in tremendous volume, We have the Mutual Security Act, called
P. 1. 480, which has to do with the disposition of thes e surpluses,
presumably to increase American tr ade and for humanitarian purposes.
We have disposed of on the average a billion to a billion and a quarter
dollars wor th of these products each year over the last five years.
We are set up to handle about a billion to a billion and a half in the
next year, We have a great many high-soun ding phrase s that have to
do with food for peace. AndI sincerely believe that food, used prop-
erly, can be a tremendous force for peac e, Take these new nafio ns
that are struggling to get themselves in some sorf of order. If we
' with food

could supply those that need it bn a lo ng-term basis, until they can get
their own economy straightened to take care of themseilves, I think
it would add greatly to the political stability of this country.

I don't have very much faith in all these slogans we hear,
because we talk one thing and do another. The actual fact is that we
are looking for holes to dump food in. We don't give a darn what hole

it is or who it hurts. And this is creating some ruptures in our rela-

tions with some of our friendly nations. It is in effect, and we can

lay it squar ely at our door, disturbing and bre aking up the normal

trade patterns and economic patterns and things of that kind. We could
talk that at great length, I think I could give you some facts and figures
that might indicate that there is not quite as much humanitarianism
behind this food for peace or this getting rid of surpluse s as we like
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to brag.
A good case in point, which happened within the last ten day.s,
is this: For a number of years the United States has supplied UNICEF,
quite .
CARE, and/a number of other organizati ons and some countries with
powdered milk. - But ten days ago we woke up over in Agriculture
to find out that we only had t wo million pounds left of powdered milk.
And so we had to announce to the world that we would not be able
to supply the pow dered milk for these programs that we have spon-
sored and that have been going on all over the world, And these coun~
tries that have been getting the milk haven't got the m oney to go into
the world market and buy it. They can't afford it, They have developed
a dependency on this stuff, the kids like it, and now they can't get it;
~and they're going to be just a little Unhappy.
All I'm trying to say is that, if we are really sincere and mean
what we're talking about, we will, as a part of our foreign policy,
as a part of our agricultural policy in this countfy, as a part of this
total position that we have placed our selves in before the wo rid, use
this dirty wor d that people don't like to use, called "planning” and
we will plan our agriculture to do these things we say we 're doing
on a humanitarian basis and on a policy basis because it!'s the thing to

some
do from this national standpoint rather than to get rid of ihex stuff

we can't eat,
I thank you.

CAPT, BURKY: Gentlemen, Mr. Andrews is ready for your




questiorsg,

QUES TION: I see where Russia has a Seven Year Plan to try
to increase agriculture by 70 percent. That's a terrific increase.
¥First, do you think they're going to reach their goals? Second, if
they reach their goals, what im pact will it have on tﬁe'rest of the
world?

MR. ANDREWS: Well, frankly, we can all set goals and we can
all set big objectives. I doubt whether Russia will reach it; but if
she reac hes half of it, it's been a tremendous accomplishment,

The impact of that will be simply this: An increa‘se of ‘35 per-
cent in seven years will go considerably beyond the im mediate needs of
Ru ssia and particularly the Balkan bloc, It simply m eans that you're
going to find Rus sia walking into Western Eur ope. You're going to
see pres sures on the part of Russia to open up the east-west trade.
Andin my honest opinion I think this is a part of the general present
drive of the Russians to talk in terms of trade and want to get things
in the United States off of the restricted list and all of that sort of
business, The exchange of trade I think is very defini tely coming,
and the way they operate, it can get pretty rough if we operate in our
traditional way,

QUES TION: I think the College certainly owes you a debt and
in compens ati on should provide you with So:ne nice new slides, My
question is about these stockpilés that we have in this country, We

have heard that we spend maybe two or three million dollars a day to
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keep all these stockpiles up, Would you tell us your feelings on how
we can get rid of some of these, and what policy we should adopt and
what effect it mi ght have inth: wor ld if we do pass some of these sfock-
piles out to the under- develope d countries?

MR. ANDREWS: Well, that's a gooc;t question, In the first
place, the cost of keeping this stuff in the war ehouses in this country
is a billion dollars a year, That's the prese nt-day bill,

This question of stockpiles in other countries has been one that
has been debated around thé Government here for at least ten yea fs.
In 1849 over in Agriculture we undertoock at that time to make a deal
with India to put a million tons of American whe at in India and just
store it there, with India carrying the storage cost, as a food reserve,
The deal broke down because India at that time thought that their agricul=
tural drive was going to get them self-sufficient in about five years,
And India wou ldn't agree to eventually buy that million tons. And so
the whole thing colla psed,

Now, I understand that under the present program, which I think
is a highly desirable thing, India is going to take about 5 million tons
of this food and store it in a wa rehou se system in india as a food
reserve, as a kind of guarantee against drought and things of that kind,
It doe sn't necessarily say that India is going to use it,

We had the same sort of thing for Eur ope at one time at the begin-

ning of NATO, We thought, well, one of the things you've got to have
in the event of a war is food in Eu rope., You've just got to have it. .
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Ce rtainly you could circumvent the submarine threat and a lot of o ther
surpluse s
thi ngs by just storing these tumgs in Europe. But what you got into
there wa s that nearly all of those countries were driving to get them-
selves more self-sufficient. You take F'rance. France, whichis a
country that's in perpe tual trouble when you get into a war, have a
fantastic potential for their own production, The same way with Italy,
the same way with G ermany, and so forth,

And so these countries were a little reluctant, You see, you
get back to peacetime and commercialism and all this sort of thing.
You put a stockpile of a million tons of wheat in the middle of Euro pe,
and eveun though you say that you're not going to sell it except in emer-~
gencies, it is a weight on that mar ket; and, of course, farmers get
aw ful ly unhappy when the m arket goes down. And so you have all
kinds of things like that,

Now, I feel that to the extent that we can do this, jt's the most
sensible thing that we've done in a long time.

You talk about how we're going to get rid of the sur plus in this
country. The only way in the world you are going to get rid of surpluses
in this country is to quit pro ducing them. W hat we've done here, welve
spent an average of about a billion five on this give-away and xsa
up to three or four billion on other ways of gettin g food out of this
country in the last five years; and we have twice a2s much food in storage
as we had the day we started. And so you Jjust can't go on and produce

it and fill thes e war ehouses up just as fast as you empty them.,
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If anybody says: ''Well, there's a point where farmers can't
produce” don't kid yourselvas, The production potential of this
country that we know about is just fantastic, It's just fantastic.

I don't know when we're gding to face up to it, EBut the only way to
get rid of surpluses is to quit producing them.

Now, I think that if we could keep 3 million bales of cotton,

500 million bushels of wheat, soybeans, rice, powdered milk, butter,
things of that kind in a revolving storage as a perpe tual r eserve, we
ought to do it, There's just as much sense to that as there is to
stockpile minerals and to stockpile airplanes., It's just as essential,
But there's no need to go crazy with it,

RUES TION: Recently I read an article that Cal Te ch has devised
a new compound which could be used to grow the winter grains in trop-
ical areas in a very short period of time. Are you aware of this and
would you comment on it?

MR, ANDREWS: I'm aware of it, I think it's a little gim mi cky.
Butitis true that you can grow a temperate zone grain in tr opical areas.
The point that I want to m ake is, Why is it neces sary to do that, for
this reason: You see, rice, whichis a tr opical thing, which can be
grown in the temperate zone but does best in a highly wet ¢ limate and
a warm climate, will produce the greatest number of calories per acre
of any crop. That's the reason they grow it so much in the Orient,

So if you're talking about energy into a population, and not talking about

steaks and cherry pie for breakfast and that s ort of th ing, why shift
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when rice does the job?

Now, I may be véry foolish on that, but if you're going to get
right down to business now, if you're going to talk about world sur-
vival from a food standpeint,. +then what you talk about is food energy

steaks

that goes into the human being, not necessarily the s¥aeaixs that I like
and the broiled chicken that I like, but the calories that go into making
that ¢ hicken, And you will find, for instance, that in our country here
the calories that we get out of our diet of good vegetables, fruits,
and all thes e other things which we lirke, cost in terms of directly
produ ced calories on the soil about 8900 calories.

| In other words, whatI'm trying to say is this: When you produce

the equivalent of

200G calories through chickens and pigs and cows, you consume /8900
calories of directly consumed food to do it, While we in this country
emphasize the proce ssing type of a griculture, that is, the agriculture
which fe eds grain through something and makes something else, the
human race actﬁally is getting away from that and going more t oa
directly consumed food intake, that is, rice as it's grown, wheat as
it's grown, soybe ans as they're grown, and so forth and so forth. And so
if you're looking at mere survival, my CGod, the sky's the limit.

Here's one other thing I want to bring out. It has to do again
with this map of 20 industrial nations. Thereis a th eory, for which
there is great fact tob::': it on, that a western type of economy can
only be developed by a new country, no matter where it is, to the

extent that the total energy put into the population steadily increa ses.
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In other words, the food energj has got to go up in places like India
if you get the labor and skills and ene rgies and the aleriness to handle
the western type of civilization,

Also energy has got to be produced from coal or from water and
atomic or whatever itis, in order io supplement that human ener gy.
So you talk in terms of the economic and social development of a coun-
try in terms of the total energy; and the total energy is involved in
this business of food which goes into the human being.

QUESTION: Do you think this is going to affect the food situa-
tion in this country?

MR. ANDREWS: No, Notmaterially, And the simple snsEx
answer is this: You see, all these things, just like hydrop onics--
wou can produce tomatoes without a stitch of soil, but they're pretty
damn costly. This whole food problem is involved with what you're
willin g to pay for it in the situation which ard ses requiring that.

I think one of the greatest outlets for science and study is to use
these what they call lateral soils that are in the Crient and in Africa
and other places with great vegetation on them, to find the mineral
and chemical supplements to put into that soil that will make it grow
food abundantly., That can be done, but it will cost money to do it.

In other words, it may be better to produce the wheat or the product
in a temperate zone and haul it there than to haul the chemicals and
materials down to those places, which is what they're really getting

at, you see, They are putting the chemicals into this soil or into this
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situation which will make these things grow,

That is still a pretty unknown area. Fo‘r insta_mce, in Siam,
in the old Point Four Administration we got to expe rimentin g with how
you could improve the edible quality of grass in Siam. We thought,
as is the case in this country, that you could put ammonium sulphater
or a few minerals on it and produce a grass there that will pro duce
pounds rather than bloat. M ost of the time they can just eat a ton of
that bg‘rass and just getup and biow up; they don't get fat, But we found
that wouldn't work; that plain old ammonium s ulphate and some of these

wouldn't make
thi ngs waxd Joindeeonky elephant grass, for instance, with more nutrient
that made fat and milk in an animal, RBut there are things that do
that, and these people are proio ably getting right at the thing, There's
a tremendous area there,

If you want to get theoretical, if you use these soils that are
available, if you find a way of using them, you could supp ort a popula-
tion on this earth in te rms of food of about 50 billion beople, OCf
course that's like these xitiobmmsx  statisticians do, you know- -start
with a base and run the curve on up. |

QUES TION: I gathered from what I r ead that the Russ ian fo od
produ ction that they 're planning, this great increase, EeprEn Bxopoax depend s
upon raising a lot of fo od on virgin lands., One, do you think that
Khrushc hev is going to have any more success w orking this virgin land,
which I'm beginning to find out is not so virgin because they tried it

once before ? Is there something coming in agriculture that gi ves him
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reason to tﬁnk that he'll be succe ssful this time?

MR. ANDREWS: Well, you can. There are‘some things that
you can do on this that will help,

For instance, this is something we did out in Turkey: There
is a weather.cycle, and except in the absolute desert there is always
some moisture that fai s at some time of the year in nearly all of these
countries, in Siberia, in the Anatolia plain of Turkey, even in Jordan
in the M ¢ddle East; and by geiting varietie s of wheat or corn or oats
or barley--barley is an awfully im portant one--that will mature, that
you plant at a specific timea/ill?at “will mature within a rather rigid and
specific area, and by really scientifically pacing that, you can over come
a great deal of this drought hazar d.

Ii's alwa ys going to be there, but on a seven-y ear cycle, for in-

' drought

stance, you'll find that the ssmpght will c atch you maybe less than t wo
years » If you go back to th.e Bible, as they are down in Jordan right
now, and store the bounty years for the lean years, you'vé got the
thi ng made there. Jordan, for instance, has through a system of stor-
age--that little old couniry that's right there in a desert--virtually
stabilizes its economy, I mean, the running economy of that c ouniry,
with this system of storing the bountiful harvests in storage places
and feeding this out in a drought year, and not e xporting any w heat,
They used to export in bountiful years and had to import in. unbountiful

years, But they've pretty well balanced it out.

QUES TION: You mentioned that thes e recipient countries had a
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a better feeling when they got a program of sale by barter rather than
an outright grant, If we went into such a progr am, wouldn't we have
trouble with quality? I'm thinking of such things as powdered eggs
and some of the %that we've got in the stockpile. |

MR. ANDREWS: Well, I don't know, I don't know what you
can do about this, It's pretty hard to commentr on what you-say because
I've been on both ends. of this deal,

I do know that the Department of Agriculture shipped us in Western
Ge rmany some cotton t hat wouldn't even make mouse nests. I protested
like hell about paying for cotten when they 4didn‘t really get cotton,

But they were giving it to us, you know; aﬁd even though the Ger mans
didﬁ't know it--the Germans had to pay marks for that, and you we ren't
giving tne Ger mans a thing. You weren't giving the Ger man individ-
uals.-I'm talking now in terms of people..-you are not gi ving the

Ge rman people a th ingm that fellow has to walk up with his currency
and buy this, you see.

Some of our soybeans that went over there- -you see, theres a
toleranc e arrang ement by international trade and trade in this country
xherex xar  wher eby there can only be so much trash in a sack or car load
or cargo of soybeans. And so you had one of the great exporting com-
panies--a good outfit--that had some very clean soybeans. And so
they sold them, but to be sure that they got everything just right, they

dumped several tons of trash right in on top of them and bro ught this

tolerance up, you see, to the international toler ance, That's trade,
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That's sharp practice. That's bﬁsiness and all these things, But

it made us look pretty sick when the Hungarian Trading Corporation,
that was handling the Chinese M anchurian soybeans for Russia, shipped
thi s stuff right in against ours, and the stuff was almost hand- picked,
There wasn't a bit of trashin it, It made us look awful bacd, awful sick,

You do have those problems. I actually don't know howtio say
you should go at it, But the truth is that countries would not pay -
hard cash for a 1ot of this stuff that we 're sending out.. Let's be
hones t,

QUES TION: My que stion has been partly answered by another
answer you gave, but you indicated that the populati on and the food
supply are pre tty well balanced for the next fifty year s, I have read
in some of these research books that we are reading that in order to

subsistence
bring the world population up to just 2 practically siattgtisad level
of nutrition would require about a 25 percent increase in agricultural
produ ction worldwide right now, That's justto get us to a starting
point, and from there on, of course, yuu have this population increa se.
1 wonder ed if in your evaluation of this balance between the two if
that is so,

MR. ANDREWS: No. Ygu're talking a pretty realistic point.
}E;E;:u;;ou see, what you're doing there, you're setting up a theoretical
base for your calary intake, and you are also putting into that kinds

of food, There is what we call preventive foods, we call them the fat

foods, and things of that kind versus the carbohydrates, What you say
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is true if you give everybody in the wor ld a desirable diet, which would
include your cere als, which would include plenty of fats, would include
your yellow vegetable stuff, and your fruit juices, and your milk, and
all tnat sort of thing. That point is valid, Thatts a valid point.

But the que stion is, it gets around to the practical ways of doing
that. You try, for instance, to literally force into India the amoﬁnt
of wheat and the amount of milk and the amount of o ther things that
would bring their diet up to that and you would see what happens to
Indian agriculture and Indian politics. ‘ They have farmers too, Sixty
to eighty percent of the people depend on the soil in thaamdissatber these
little things like that, It's a great id eal. It's worth fighting foi‘.

Go odnes s knows it is, But the real pl'ac;tical achievement of that is a-
fantastic thing, which will ta ke place, if it takes place at all, over a
.very long period of time.

One of our problems, I think, in all of our approaches to things
is that we want to do it now and go on and driver our automobyile up to
them. We don 't want to take the patie nce and the time it take s to do that,
We want to sign a piece of paper and ship a few cargoes and say it's done
and it isn't. There's a whole social attitude change that has to take
place,

Imade a talk outin Iowa to a farmers' forum the other day and
a guy got up in the audience and one of his proposals for our food prob-

lems, and also one of his proposals for taking care of the surplus, was

to ship brood sows to these twenty countries I've been talking about here.
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and then ship them the corn to feed the brood sows so the people can
have a meat diet. . Of course you could get rid of a lot of corn that
way, because it takes seven cofn calories to make cne meat calory
in that business,

Well, again, by statistics you could figure that you would get
rid of this corn gur plﬁs that yoxll'veﬂgot. But the point is, most of
the people don't e at meat, ‘The pebple say in the Ml ddle East that to
eat pig meat is completely against :cheix: religi on and it casts them to
the outer spaces and all sorts of things,

And so you've got to change the whole attitude, Take in India,
you don't dare feed a Brahmin, no one exce pt the untouchables, meat.
The only people who eat meat i.n India are the untouchables, aﬁd they're
so low that nothing matters anyhow, So what I'm trying to get at is,
you have éll these things. You've got to have a complete social and

‘religious attitude change., .ind those are hard to do. You can say the
same thing about Burma and all over the place. I don't want to be
s0 negative; but, damn it, that’s t‘he way the wo rid is ri ght now,

QUES TICN: Mr, Andrews, you stated that the answer to _our

~

surplus problem was to cease pro duction, Do you have any recommen-
dation of how to do this?

MR. ANDREW S: .Well, you've‘got yourself in for trouble on
that. AI' could be aw fully wrong, but I'm never in doubt.

Well, it isn't as simple as I'm going to make it, Butif we really

wanted, if we really wanted to get right down to’ business, if we really
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wanted as a nation to handle and take cé.re of this surplus situation,

you could do it relatively easily if you are willj.ng to use the power of
gover nment and can get away withl it and do it, It's wvery simple.

Just tell anybody: "You can produce all the stuff you want to produce
but you're only going to sell so much., "' - And that's it. You would
soon lose enthusiasm for producing stuff that you couldn't sell. | You
would quit buying fertilizer., You would quit puft’ing in extra experts.
You would produce what yo u could sell, And the chances are you
would get along pretty well,

Now, tha t's being done in some crops. I happen to be a very
small citrus grower. In Texas we have recently organized a mutual
down there. We're saying to ourselves, we're going to le ave this

unde r,
stuff on the irees beyond a certain point and plough it ®¥, We're just
going to controlit, We're going to control the stuff going out of
that valley. You"re going to put on the market the things that you
can sell at a décent price and let the rest lay on the ground., T hatls
being done pretty well with citrus. The amount of citrus that goes
into New York is being absolutely controlled by the California citrus
growers, Itisn'ta complete, airtight s ystem, because you have a
lot of people outside the citrus growers, just as we'll have a lot of
people outside the Texas mutual. But you'll control enough of it that
you can get a decent market price for this stuff and you can plough under
and get rid of the stuff that you can't sell, and é lot of it you oughtn't

te sell,




That's pretty well true ever ywhere, You can do this pretty
we 1l on wheat, You see, you can take in the case of wheat, in the
case of cotton, practically any product, and you could absolutely control
the m ovement throﬁgh the market, Of course the Supreme Court might
knock you out on a constitutional case or something like that, but you
can sure as hell i{ry it,

QUES TION: Mr, .Andr ew s, in addition to these other thi ngs I
notice that you have been associated with the international sugar agree-
ments. It's my unders tanding that we have imposed certain restricti ons

domestic '
on the production by our own/sugar produce rs, the farmers who are
planting sugar, and at the same time we turn around and contract with
Cuba for a consider able portion of her amual sugar crop or production
and pay them twice the world m arket price for it, Would you explain this?

MR. ANDREWS: Well, in the fir st place, we can produce sugar
in the United States, but we cannot produce sugar as cheaply as Cuba
can. That's justit., While we can produce sugar, and can produce
good sugar--and I'm sure that our farmers would find a way to produce
a hell of a lot more of it if they could get 4 or 5 cents a pound for it,
Buta lot of people feel that it's to the international in terest, to our
own international interest as a part of this world that we live in, to
take at least a reasonable amount of produ cts from countries that can
produ ce better and that are our natural trade. In other words, we sell
Cuba rice and all kinds of stuff., In other words, this money that we

are allegedly giving to Cuba comes right back to us,
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At least the logic, if you want to call it logic, of this twice the
world price of sugar we give to Cuba is this: You see, in this country
wiren John Jones out here in Louisiana produces a ton of sugar, he
is given the diffe rence between the cost that it takes to get Cuban
sugar in here and a theoretical cost of the production of sugar in the
Unite d States, That's a subsidy that you don't hear Mr. Benson talk-
ing much about. You see, that's been going on here for many, many
years., Andit's a highly successful balancing out of this business
of encouraging production and keeping the American farmer in produ cti on.

Of course, if you really want to do it in the so-called freedom
context, you would just take out all these barriers and let the Cuban
sugar come in here at about two cents a pound; but you would wipe out
the sugar industry in this country. You wouldn?t have ;:Sy. But as a
part of our national policy we think it's i mportant that at least a part .
of the sugar that the United States consumes is produced in this country,

So we say that it costs this amount to produce sugar in the United
States, We will allow Cuba and other sugar couniries into this market
at this price because if you put it in low, it would mean we would have
to pay our producer s more.

Let's say this: I <lon't know the exact figure, I think we're
subsidizing American farm sugar at about 3.5 or 4 cents a pound, That
subsidy or that figure: is supposed to represent the di ffe rence between
the price we pay to Cuba and what it costs, But suf)po se we let Cuban

sugar in at 2 cents a pound. We would have to heist the sub sidy to
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American farmers 2 cents a pound to of fset this Cuban sugar.

Really, what you're doing, it's just a question of what pocket
you take it out of. You see, the consumer pays it all anyhow, That's
really what happens. The Sugar Act, while it's certainly not an ideal
sort of thing in the traditional trade economy, in the presen t-day
world is one of the most succes sful a cts that we 've had, in doing two
things: keeping American consumers supp lie d with a desirable and a
very low cost, The truth of the matter is , the cost of y our sugar is one
of the biggest calory-producing items in your diet, and it's almost the
least-cost item in your diet, And so you are pro viding the American
consumer with the sugar he wants, you are keeping an industry in the
Unite d States that from the nati onal standpbint is desirable, and you
are affording an outlet for countries which have sugar to seil to come
into this country at a decent price to them., And it does afford an
outlet for a lot of our industrial goods and other things that those
countries buy. Cuba couldn't buy the half billion dollars worth of rice
that they buy from this country unless we bought that sugar. There
are just no "ifs" and "ands" about it, Maybe that's planned economy
and maybe that's rigging economics. I'm not arguing the point, but
that's the way it works.,

Y

QUES TION: Sir, would you talk for just a minute about the food
situation in China?
MR. ANDREW S: China by a forced system has been able to show

a very marked increase in their production. But net nearly as much
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as they brag about and not nearly as much as they let on, if what I
know and what I've read and the investigation I've made on it are true,
But jyou have two things in China that have had a gréat deal to do with
improving the total Chinese situation.

In the first place, they took over Manchuria, you see, Manchuria
wa s the great food basket for Japan, Japan had devéloped M anchu ria
tremendous ly in the years that Japan had ift, And s0 there is a
great temperate area with a fantastic potential for food production.
Food used to come out of there and go to Japan and it used to be sold

all through Japan and all over Europe and all over the place. Now it!s

all kept in China, And they have built railroads. They are building roads . .

and they are improving the tr ansportation, They are moving some of
that Man churian food back into areas that used to have perp etual
famines.,

The other thing is that, whe ther we like to say it or not, al though
it wag started by the West, and started, incidentally, pretty much through
the UNRRA organization that worked here dur ing the war in China,
they have done a remarkable job of cutting out or at least h olding down
the di sasters from floods on the great rivers: and they're using the
water of the great rivers to a remarkab le degree, in a remarkably
short time, in the use of increase d food production. So they are in-
creasing; and, believe it or not, they are going to export some food,

Now, dgain, it will not be, as I told you a while ago, neces sarily
becau se China has all they can eat and they have a good diet; but it's
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to their political interest and to their exchange interest and a lot of
other things to get rid of some of that food. And the Commies have
never hesitated to make people tighten up their belts in order to have
something to ship out,

So 1 would say that y ou don't want to laugh off this Chinese food
production. I don't think they'll ever catch up with the population in -~
crease, I think one of the things that is going on right now in Ching
is this: You see, they changed the policy on birth control, W hen the
Commie s started in there, they were going to tr y to hold that popula-
tion down, For some reason, political or otherwis e, they've turned
it loose, They're not trying now to do anything to control the births

or anything of that kind, And I have an idea that this explosion or

This pressure into Tibet and into Kas hmir and into this Indo C hina

area that we were looking at, is an attempt to get e lbow room and
space for those people,

i think if you want to talk about danger in the food situation in
relation to an explosion in one of these years ahe ad, it's going to be
right in this China area, and it's going to be an explosion just like
Japan m ade excuses for prior to World War II. It's elbow room to
feed those populations, The plains of Tibet would absorb a lot of
Chinamen, and I think, frankly, that that's where theytre going--~
all through there and they're going to m ove out. If they could get into
the Indo China area, it's fantastic the population they could take care

of in terms of food. And I think again--and these are all opinions,
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and you could argue with them both sides--but I think that there,
after you get this German settlement kind of worked out, you want
to watch this China situation, I think that's going to be even worse
than Rus sia,

CAPT. BURKY: Mr. Andrews, on behalf of the College, I want
to thank you for a wond erful morning and for sharing with us a little

bit of your vast knowle dge of the food prob lem.
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