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. THE FAMINE PREVENTION AND FREEDOM FROM HUNGER AMENDMENY: TeSURS 131976

AND COMPF’OI/IISFS IN INTERNATIONAL D}:’VELOPMENT POLICY uudgrgural Esoncmis Lbrary
R | Harold D. Lﬁflther*/

The International‘Development and Food Assisﬁance Act of 1975, passed
by Congress and signed by the Preszdent on December 20 as public Law: 9h-161,
is descrlbed a "leglslat:on of consolldatlon and progress. (9,p:8)

vLAlthough‘lts major tltlesllnclude International Disaster Relief, FoodvAid
fo'Poor‘Couhtries, eﬁd Developmeﬁt‘Assisfance,'this paper will focus upon
Title XII--Famine Prevention and Freedonm from Hunger, an amendment developed’
and introduced in the‘House by Representaﬁive Paul Findley of Illinois and
sponsored in the Senate by Hubert Humphrey of Minnesota.

Title XII is described as "new authority designed to en11 t fuller and
more effective use of one of America's great resources-—its land grant and
s1mllar ag“1cultural colleges and unlvelsltnes~»1n meeting the challenge of
increasing food supplles for the growing populations of developlng countries."
(9, p. 25) The purpose of this paper is to describe briefly the issues and
compromises that were involyed in developiﬁg this legislation.

The ihternationaliefforts of land grant universities to develop insti—
tutions for agricultural teaching, research, and extension actually dates

fbackumany.yesrs. FNom'l951 to. 1975, thirty—Seven U.S. universities yofked‘
in 43 countries under 88 rural development cohtracos with the U.S. Agency |
for_International Development (hereafter referred to as AID or USAID) or its

predecessor agencies. These contracts usually involved‘feletionships with
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‘:’degree érantlng 1nst1tut10ns in less developed countrles, 1nclud1ng some'
| ‘research and exten31on, and also Wlth Mlnlstries of Agrlculture.i Others
h}flnvolved progects w1th Mlnlstries of Agrlculture -or technlcal tralnlng

xlischools. Average annual expendltures for these projects averaged $36 mllllon -

']ffrom 1960 to 1970 but by 1975, the federal outlay veas reduced to around

' “$6 S mllllon as large country contracts were completed. USAID‘efforts In

- recent years have placed more emphas1s on spe01flc problem-solv1ng research

: efforts. (lO)

One'report_of<U.S. university overseas development assistance_conclnded
that:the-AID—university institution building contract haS-usually»been

bp‘strongly orlented toward serv1ce to an overseas educatlonal 1nst1tutlon w1th—c

"‘bout prov1d1ng the means by whlch the contractlng unlver51ty could: develop

.competency»tollmplement and support the project for the 5 to 207years

requiredtto:do‘thefjond (4, p. 1322) Recommendations were made in.l968t

‘ rfor a stronger’commitment’on the parts of all participating_agenciesitoian

”:expanded and lon ~term‘program of building*institutions to serve agrieulturer
(l’ p h) : , . ,

From the tlme Flndley introduced his Famlne Preventlon Bill on October

‘t*g»lO, l97h untll July 30 1975 when the House Commlttee reported out H. R. 9005,

the Internatlonal Development and Food A551stance Act of 1975 that 1ncluded
;“the Tltle XII Famlne Preventlon and Freedom from Hunger Amendment many
;manémonths of disoussions, negotiations, hearings,_redrafting and legislative

support efforts took place.-,

Support for contlnulng 1nternat10nal development a351stance to agrl—‘

"ffculture was stlmulated by the Worla Food Conference in November l97h

'; House delegation to that conlerence recognlzed the nece331ty for ralsing farm f g
clgfproduction in developing lands and the wide- range of opportunltles to
1:hlaccomnllsh thls with self-help as ‘a primary 1ngred1ent (8 D. 5)

)
ya



Hearings were held in No‘ember, 19Th before the Subcommlttee on Depart—'l

T;ment operatlons of the House Comm1‘ ee on Agrlculture.v However, redraftlng

' efforts continued through December and January Flndley introduced a new

' H,Famlne Preventlon blll on January 30, 1975 w1th 71 co-sponsors.- The large

| v'hnumber of co—sponsors demonstrated broad blpartlsan support——rural and urban,'"

L male and female, black and whlte. By the tlme hearlngs were held 1n July,
'-'more than 90 House members had 301ned as co—sponsors.! Senator Hnmphrey

-1ntroduced a rev1sed blll 1n the Senate on February ll Wlth 6 co—sponsors.

The rev1sed blll 1ntroduced 1n January was referred to the Internatlonal
Relatlons Commlttee in the House and the Forelgn Relatlons Commlttee 1n the'
’;'fSenate. After~then;ntroductlon,-1nterested-groups and rnst;tut;ons”begangto.

’_:suggest.revisions andichanges; -From=January’tprﬁ1y,1975,‘nanjfpecsigfhaa.
heendinyolved‘in suggesting~and=negotiating'thetchangesr.hTheimajor.issues"' .
';and compromlses are dlscussed below | V = i

Prlorlty for Develonment As51stance leferences in prlorltles for

:: development as51stance surfaced durlng the draftlng and negotlatlons between)“
K : AID off1c1als,vun1vers1ty representatlves,-and Congres31onal sponsors.
- In recent yrars, AID had shlfted its major technlcal as31stance program '
iflempha31s from 1nst1tutlonal burlalng contracts w1th unlver51t1es to problem—‘
”f:orlented research and cooperatlve support for 1nternat10nal Research Centers

";that were origlnally fbundatlon funded Unlvers1t1es that had galned experl—

‘.[:ence under contract projects felt a need for contlnued efforts on some of the

“1-projects on whlch they had worked but funds had been termlnated. Flndley

”3ﬁpfelt that more work needed to be. done to help developing countrles develop

”t*thelr extension programs to help farmers 1ncrease production, and train more .

"[ h“agrlcultural scientlsts through effectlve teaching programs especially 1n

:their colleges and universitlesf



'The compromise whlch made it poss1ble to pass the blll was agreement to 5"

"f’give land grant and other ellglble unlversitles the opportunltles to v“i;i,“a"

‘strengthen thelr capa01t1es 1n program related agricultural 1nst1tut10nal

udevelopment and research" by having them work in current AID programs wheref-r
;ffunds could be effectlvely used.. | | | i | :

o Wlthout strong 1nslstence by Flndley and Humphrey, the role of unlver-:g
31t1es wrltten 1nto the blll would have been much less 51gn1f1cant.; el

Admlnlstratlon and Role of Board. The flrst Famlne Preventlon blll

fprov1ded for the Secretary of Agrlculture to admlnlster 1t._:Next‘ an. L

' _Instltute for Internatlonal Food and Agrlcultural Development was to be

'establlshed as an 1ndependent agency 1n the Executlve Branch w1th a board to*lﬁt‘»
: 1mplement and admlnlster Famlne Preventlon act1v1t1es."
" In the flnal blll - a permanent Board for Internatlonal Fooa and Agrl—

:'cultural Development was created. The flnal authorlty for admlnlstratlon,. o

'3f?as w1th all fozelgn ass1stance leglslatlon, is glven to the Pres1dent who

n shall exerclse hls authorlty through the admlnlstrator of the Agency'for
Internat:onal Development " (6)

Agreement on the Board and 1ts role was: reached through a compromlse.q S

= i The unlverslty communlty, as represented by the Natlonal As5001at10n of .

%State‘Unlver31t1es and Land Grant Colleges, favored admlnlstratlon/by the‘if;?o
’tZUSDA or a board under an 1ndependent agency such as the proposed Instltutetau‘
Un1vers1t1es have worked with USDA on cooperative research and extens1on ;dﬁ"
'rprograms for many years.A The Instltute concept was 1ntroduced after USDA
:hrejected the 1nternatlonal a351stance role in the early draft of the bill..s

Although univers1ties and USAID have worked together the unlversity communltyg~”
'”twas seeklng more autonomy and independence 1n having the program admlnlstered'§5'7"

n outs:l.de AID.




On the other hand the State Department, through AID and predecessor B

v‘agen01es has by law been des1gnated to carry out forelgn a331stance. Uhlver-: ”_v”

- 151ty and AID worklng relatlonshlps have sometlmes been stralned.-(s)

However, USDA offlclals supported the v1ew that AID should contlnue

’e’to have flnal authorlty 1n admlnlsterlng forelgn ass1stance programs. They :
';supported creatlon of an adv1sory board w1th unlver51ty representatlves andh
a real mandate -for- unlver51t1es to be involved.v"

USAID off1c1als faced contlnued pressure by the Land Grant Unlver31ty

,-fcommunlty and Congress1onal sponsors for some kind of board that would

o ;part1c1pate 1n pollcy maklng, plannlng and 1mplement1ng programs. They

".h'proposed "A counc1l of Unlver51t1es for Internatlonal Development to ass1st'f_j

”and adv1se the admlnlstrator of AID and. other agen01es and departments of
-government when approprlate. The adv1sory role. of this proposed counc1l
-iwas much broader than food and nutrltlon, the role favored by Flndley andv
”pthe Land. Grant Unlver81ty communlty. | | |
| The flnal compromlse was. the- creatlon of the permanent Board.for Inter—'
fnatlonal Food and,Agrlcultural Development w1th broad respon81blllt1es‘and
-duties in asslstlng the Admlnlstratlon in AID. vao subordrnate;unmts 0f--,7 .
"the‘Boardsare_also;provided-for:* A,Joint;Researchicommittee,»and;a’Joiﬁt-
,Committeevon Countrv:programsruhich AID had’earlier proposedfunder the
‘ Coun01l of Unlversltles for Internatlonal Development.. =
? How much real authorlty the Board would have remainsﬂan open ouestlon -
;:}untll actual operatlons and worklng relatlonshlps are establlshed. -However, .
dpﬁHumphrey and Flndley 1ntended that the Board would make real contrlbutlons
~and part1c1pate as. partners 1n de0151on maklng. (7)j‘7 . '
Findley stated "The board Will have substantlal authorlty in the
lfformulation of ba31c policy, procedures and criterla for project proposal

rev1ew, selectlon, and monltorlng.' It will also partlclpate in the plannlng,d



;'development, 1mplementatlon and msnltorlng of" speciflc programs inrforelgn '
:ﬁ_}countrles. Through control of the Board the unlver31t1es will be partnerslf;
-fnw1th AID: not subordlnates., The Board w1ll share w1th AID decrsmon maklng
N"Won all aspects of development and executlon of contracts and grants."(?, p Hl2065)
Humphrey stated,_"I want the legaslatlve hlstory of this amendment to -
’1r.be clear, that both you (Flndley) as a sponsor in the house, myself as a
.sponsor in the Senate-—look upon thls Board as hav1ng powers and authorlty
“and;respons1blllty We are maklng it clear that the Board 1s ‘more than w1ndow_ﬂ
';dressiné}v It is a ba51c fundamental part of the- program... From the Board'
r'act1v1t1es, thlngs flow. I just wanted to make 1t clear so.our colleagues
”7riand frlends at AID w1ll clearly understand that this is not some’ llttle after .
v'f:thought*that Congressman Flndley and Senator‘Humphrey’had;"We-are deadly
serious sbout it end intend to get this into a bi11." (’7,'.p'.1 H‘i2066)'.

N The law states that the Board's general areas of respon51blllty shall
Fe,include, but not be llmlted to (l) part1c1pat1ng in plannlng, development,
‘?_and 1mplementat10n of (2) 1n1t1at1ng recommendatlons for, and (3) monltorlng
;1;hof the act1v1t1es descrlbed in the general authorlty for Tltle XII. (6)

Make—up_of Board. In the flnal passage -the blll prov1ded that: the

'viiBoard would con31st of seven members,»four of Whlch would be selected from
{thetunlvers1t1es The House Committee had also des1gnated that one would be
~_rroﬁ'a non-land'grant university but this-was not~in the final blll.

| One. earller draft had called for six members w1th three from unlversltles '

:Zand three from the general publlc. It was felt that publlc members mlght

represent foundatlons ‘and- bus1ness flrms interested in or engaged in- inter~
o national development. Before thls, a nine member board was proposedr three
:ddémembers from the Consultatlve Group for Internatlonal Agrlcultural Research,

."iand three from the veneral publlc The flrst board proposal suggested 8



.Board was made because flnal authorlty was w1th the AID admlnlstrator. A

"imember of the board from AID or other federal agency . to adv1se the admln—
‘5istrator“did*not Séém appropriate to USDA, -AID officials, or'the House
Thternatiohal'Relations Comﬁittee legal counsel. -
e The flnal make up of the board prov1ded some flex1b111ty of gettlng
"f,.lnput from land grant unlver51t1es, other un1vers1ties ellglble to partlcl—
i:fpate, and other persons who have a. v1tal 1nterest and contrlbutlon to make'
’{1n 1mplement1ng development ass1stance | |

Ellglble Unlver51t1es‘ The flrst blll de31gnated that land grant

“ unlrersltles should be strengthened to assist and cooperate in developlng ‘
vifland grant type unlver51t1es in the agrlculturally developlng natlons. The
Ttlfinal bill de51gnated a531stance to U.S. land grant and othe1 ellglble
.}un1vers1t1es to a351st with all U S efforts to apply agrlcultural sciences
"7,_and make them more effectlve in 1ncreas1ng world food productlon.u
" The change recognlzed that |
(l)_ Certaln ‘non-land grant universities,vincluding Sea”Grant colleges,‘
' }4are carrylng on extenslve.programs in agrlcultural teachlng, research, and _“
Ti}extenslon—type act1v1t1es and they could part1c1pate to further the objectlves
| 'f‘_i_of the bill. o

(2) The efforts to 1mprove food productlon capac1ty 1n developlng

:fnations mlght be carrled out in research and exten51on programs in Mlnlstrlesf:'“‘”‘"'

"of-Agrlculture or 1nst1tut10ns,other than a unlvers1ty.

>°~':”The agricultural colleges and schools outside the land grant communlty
'T“~;7worked effectlvely through their Congresslonal representatlves to achleve
’Vfchapge (l) above.? AID wanted to carry out assnstance programs Wlth other .

:instltutlons besides univers1ties 1n the developing countrles.‘



From g Separate Bill to Tﬂtle XII Amendment._ The Famlne Preventlon i

>~1dea began as. a separate blll and more than 90 House members co~sponsored

‘__the olll. Yet 1t was later 1ncorporated 1nto the Internatlonal Development ‘

”:jand Food Ass1stance Act. of 1975, a bllJ to amend the Foreign Ass1stance

Aet of 1961., ‘

Some may ask why Famlne wievention=did'not”mb?e5throu§hftheiIé%islatiVéf
e;process as a separate blll._ Congressman Flndley dec1ded to shift:fromta".
7'separate blll to an amendment to achleve leglslatlve actlon ;n 1975. tIf»

‘he had held out for a. separate blll, 1t would probably have died:in.committee-‘

' ;or 1f passed, mlght never have recelved any approprlatlons. By getting o

‘pfshearlngs durlng the con51deratlon of the total forelgn ass1stance blll,» ‘

‘::and 1ntroduc1ng the blll as an amendment, 1t was accepted 1n commlttee and
aemoved through both houses as part of the 1975 forelgn a1d blll. The amend—»
: ment added a new dlmen51on to forelgn ass1stance. Flndley, Humphrey, ‘and
-the un1vers:ty communlty supported thls strategy because they belleved 1t

' }had the greatest chances for leglslatlve success.;#.d‘ |

Also, “An. the sprlng of 1975 AID OfflClalS had proposed Tltle XII to get

*3more leglslatlve commlttment to research and saw: the Flndley»Humphrey effort

o as an opportunlty to merge 1deas and get Congre881onal approval. AID'

“fj?Tltle XII was part of the draft of: proposed forelgn a531stance leglslatlon .

‘;jsent to the Internatlonal Relatlons commlttee but was never 1ntroduced

1i:as a blll., AID OfflClalS, the Land Grant Unlvers1ty communlty represent— '

v””hVatlves, Flndley and Humphrey negotlated for several weeks before a new

f-Title XII amendment, w1th the Famlne Preventlon concept 1ncluded, was R ;vwa-f .

“tﬂffagreed upon Durlng early stages of these dlscussions, one AID offlcial |

ff;vlawered out.‘

';;remarked as he saw the Flndley~Humphrey proposal, "it needs : ‘be thoroughly

" When agreement was reached AID offic1als supported the ?

.new Tltle XII, the Flndley»Humphrey Famlne Preventlon and Freedom from

*C-Hunger amendment.




v‘Fﬁnding'Authorization;v The January draft 1ncluded fundlng authorl— o

wazatlon up to $150 mllllon in & flscal year.; When Findley used thlsv£

'=“éf1gure he allowed for 1nf1atlon 1n costs and dld not expect that th1s much

:i“would be needed under the act fbr flve to ten years.v However, AID offlclals :f;!

:hwere apprehens1ve about a- separate authorlzatlon and approprlatlon, s1nce
1 uflt could ea51ly be cut out.

The flnal act authorlzed userf:funds from Sectlon 103, Food and Y“H

{*Nutrltlon, of the ForelgnmAss1stancevAct.-

' ‘ B 7 Such funds taken from thls‘d‘
o ef sectlon would not be subject to. celllngs of $10 mllllon of Sectlon le(d)fvs;
'.}tor the hO country llmltatlon of Sectlon le(a) B
Although flnal declslons on allocatlon of funds out of Sectlon 103
:rest w1th the admlnlstrator of AID 1t would be dlfflcult to cut out all :
Ui‘funds~for the-Famlne'Preventlon Amendment In Sectlon 300 Annual Report;f
8 projectlon of programs and act1v1t1es to be conducted durlng the sub—
;sequent flve flscal years is. to be 1ncluded. The Board would also be .ui,f“'
rilnvolved in plannlng w1th AID offlclals and could 1nc1ude separate Vleﬁsd"d“
,;lf they had dlfferences w1th the AID admlnlstrator in allocatlon of funds,; ll“
The key to programs and act1v1t1es 1s the actual amount approprlated,ﬁ
"5-to AID, and allocations to Sectlon 103. The approprlatlon for AID Wlll |
. determlne the extent of fundlng for famlne preventlon and all other 1nter~ u'.

eignational”development assistance. It was generally recognlzed by both AID

.:;.and un1vers1ty offlcials that the amounts expended 1n the first years would‘fi”

/'.

'}lbe less than later as universitles developed programs and staff for

u.)'l;-carrymg out the intent of the b111.




The Coalltlon for Leglslatlve Success A Passage of the Famlne Preventlon_ fllt .

--amendment would not have been poss1ble W1thout a three~way coalltlon of
ff?fOrces‘that were w1111ng to work together‘and compromlse. These forces were
(1) the Executlve branch, partlcularly USAID and USDA w1th approval from

&the Offlce of Management and Budget (2) in Congress agreements and coop—-
hieratlve arrangements a) between Congressman Flndley and Senator Humphrey;-dH

-b) between the chalrmen of the House Agrlculture and Internatlonal Relatlonsb
'“dCommlttees, and c) Congressman Foley, Poague and other members of the Agrl—.—u
| pculture commlttee not to call for the blll to be rev1ewed in the House

iCommlttee or cons1der sxmllar bllls, and (3) the Natlonal Assoclatlon of

;State Unlver31t1es and Land Grant Colleges w1th strong support from the ‘»

: Dlrectors of Internatlonal Agrlcultural Programs, the Inter—Rellglous Task
J Force on U.S. Food Pollcy, and the League of Women Votersvln galnlng publlcd'

' support.,»;._y

Wlthln the Executlve branch AID wanted to contlnue as the admlnlstratori

dag f rorelgn as51stance programs and USDA supported thls v1ew. As a result

i'USDA dld not favor prov1s1ons for USDA 1nvolvement in the: Famlne Preventlon

. 3b111., However, Don Paarlberg, representlng Secretary Butz, played a key

”?role in medlatlng dlfferent views of AID and ‘the unlver51ty communlty. ‘His

(“ﬁcounsel was also respected bY Flndley and Humphrey-

| Although Flndley 1ntroduced the - Famlne Preventlon blll he knew 1t would 'v:j'iv

need support from others in the House and Senate. lee Flndley in the House,"

flSenator Humphrey served both on the Agrlculture and Forelgn Relatlons f;3*

’1fcomm1ttees in. the Senate.; These dual aSSlgnments along w1th one- helon%

:Q4each Party, made Findley and Humphrey ideal sponsors.» Senator Humphrey

5”7hfcarr1ed great respect and his support was very helpful.' He also stated d"rrv,

f{lclearly that he wanted the AID Tltle XII 1deas comblned w1th the Flndley bill.~_




:ihj.and Flndley could work out thelr differenceS,and hrlng 1n one. blll'

“;zthe Internatlonal Relations Commlttee. After the July hesrlngs and passage

¥

jt'.iliff

"‘ftHe agreed to support the blll in the Senate if AID the unlver31ty commun1ty,_ﬂ*ff~’

Wlthln the House, there was some quest1on aboutfwhlch commrttee would

“have jurlsdlctlon over the blll.f The flrst hearlngs on Flndley § 197h blll :; :fﬂ"“

' ftvwere before a subcommlttee of the Agrlculture Committee.- On Msy l 1975,

’,_scongressman de la Garza of Texés” 1ntroduced H. R. 663055‘n'amendment t° the ov‘.’AA
nhmelth~Lever Act, whlch was also a program to enable agrlcultural colleges to
‘f;assist w1th development overseas. ThlS blll was referred to both the Agr1~.pa e

'fculture and Internatlonal Relatlons Commlttees..'

Flndley kept Chalrman Foley (Agrlculture) 1nformed on developments 1n 7t3v

A onf the blll in the House on July 30 Fbley wrote to Chalrman Morgan of Inter--,:;¢,

vvrigﬂnatlonal Relatlons statlng that two prov1s1ons of H R. 9005 related to matters fd’

Itfy'w1th1n the durlsdlctlon of the House Agr;culture Commlttee._ However, s1ncev;

*j7>fhe de31red not %o 1nterfere w1th expedltlous fcon51aerat10n of H R 9005 by

| '1:: itthe whole House, Foley stated that he Would not 1nslst on referral to Agrl-lg;A

”culture on thls occas1on but would reserve the rlght to clalm Jurlsdlctlon
a,l on. such matters in. the future. (9, p. 20)

' Publlc support was essentlal Through 1ts natlonal offlce 1n Washlngton,;i’i‘

‘ ?Tfthe Natlonal Assoc1at10n of State Unlvers1t1es and Land Grant Colleges,f-'w

v'5zpp.rallled support in- almost every : state from 1ts member unlver81t1es.r,The lsrge{

”'—5number of co—sponsors when the blll was 1ntroduced and support 1n the flnal

’Hgvote resulted partly fram enco gement and support from mh

hrough the Congressmen 1n ea‘h state.: Suggestlons for rev:”A ,zof ‘the early,iﬂ

xjfdrafts of the blll and reactions to various chsnges flowed from the unlversityr: L

‘fh}Qcommunity through THE NASULGC office to Findley s offlce and Humphrey 8 offlce,h[fyf:

frwhere they were later reconc1led w1th AID Elndley strongly supported unlver-'hli'lfﬁ

'A7y‘“31ty partlclpstlon in aeveloplng the blll and working out compromlses w1th



“ngAID, yet h falways

.falled. For ’gn_as31stance bllls 1n the past had frequently lacked a broad

’v_base of publlc support Wlth a new inltlatlve through the Famlne Preventlon

'ilbsupport for the 1975 blll came from the unlver51ty communlty, the Inter—'-’e
: rellglous Taskforce on U S Food Pollcy, and the League of Women Voters. 'The~f

"‘frelatlve effects of each group 1n ach1ev1ng leglslatlve support 1s dlfflcult

“plto assess.i However, the 1975 blll;passed the House by a greater margln than
fany forelgn ald blll 1n recent years.:v(3)l
After all the untirlng efforts, resolutlon}of 1ssues and compromlses to e].
;obtaln passage, the true test of success lles ahead.: Will the coalltions
-v‘that secured the passage of the authorlzatlon, work together for adequate

t".approprlatlons to fund the Famlne Preventlon and Freedom from Hunger Amendment?

"'fAID to. effectlvely develop relatlonshlps wlth teachlng, research and extens1on o
: rnstitutlons.1n:developang countrles?"gThe»hopeS‘and‘vlslons of the‘ma;n 5;g~"

"W,sponsor are summed up as follows

‘5-;' "What I hope w1ll be undertaken by means of thls amendment is to enable

;ican't hope to prevent famlne 1tself but here on thls contlnent we have

’o'yjdeveloped a system of problem solv1ng in agrlcultural educatlon Whlch has

VV?to the man in the field...it 1s in’ that respect that the Unlted States has de—'ht
j;veloped such a useful system." (2) | e '

Although unlversitles have been involved 1n prev1ous internatlonal develop—

”ould use his own leglslatlve prerogatlve 1f compromise fi';[*; .

“:aamendment, and enlarged publlc 1nterest in world food problems, the publlc 5;f“h '

,lLW1ll unlver31t1es make long—term commltments and recelve adequate funds from ‘vfl

V_each country to establlsh 1ts own problem-solv1ng system.. The Unlted States “‘ld"I

”“*::;~suff1ced beautlfully for us and has enabled us to be qulte generous 1n helplng Qf‘

Tf‘other countrles.,.> But the weak llnk 1n most countrles, is gettlng 1nformat10n t?; o

‘”ent projects, the major difference was tated by Flndley, "For the flrst tlme,,.y

"3g'the univers1t1es w1ll be establlshed on a long term basis as a prlme resource...



‘1ffF1rst they wi 1ave a majorlty membershlp on the Board fOr Internatlonal Food

and Agrlcultural Development... Second the unlversitles w1ll be establlshed

“as a long term gsource in thelr‘lnd1v1dual capa01ty." (7,p. H12065)

The Fhmlne Preventlon and Freedom Erom Hunger Amendment could become

, landmark agrlcultural leglslatlon that may someday rank w1th the Morrlll Act, ,"

-1'Hatch Act, and Smlth—Lever Act. It could advance agrlcultural 501ence and

,education in the Unlted States and the developing countrles of the World. s

dMuch w111 depend upon the support of the Amerlcan people through thelr repre- i'

. sentatlves in government, the attltudes and pollc1es of AID\ and the dedlcatlon ."v

’vand commltment of unlver31t1es and thelr agrlcultural 301entlsts to work 1n

v‘5j,the developlng countries as well as at home
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F tnote on Board App01ntment

"gYTOn August 2, Pre81dent “Ford app01nted the- follow1ng to the Board for
J,Internatlonal Food and Agrlcultural Development :

"»Cllfton Wharton, Pres1dent Mlchlgan State Un1versxty, Chairman, 3 yearS\

'.Orv1lle G. Bentley, Dean, College of Agrlculture, Un1vers1ty
of IllanlS, 3 years , ,

"Gerald W. Thomas, Pre31dent New Mex1co State Unlver31ty, 3 years
”a’;Anson Bertrand, Dean, College of Agrlculture, Texas Tech: Unlver31ty, 2 years -
Charles A. Krause, Pre51dent Krause Mllllng Co., Mllwaukee, 2 years

-James J. O'Connor, Prlvate Consultant in Food Marketlng, Houston, Texas, o
1 year - :

A seventh member was yet to be appointed.



