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Senator HUMPHREY sought an amendment

In .July 1953, to the mutual security blll
broadening the power of the Administrator
to use surplus foods In foreign aid programs.

He urged that the President be given legis
lative authority to donate co=odltles, to
sell at world prices, to sell at concesslonal
prices, to sell on long-term credits, to sell
for soft currencies, and to trade for strategic
materials.

Senator HUMPHREY considered this amend
ment a stopgap measure and began looking
beyond It Immediately to special legislation
to make more effective use of the abundance
farmers are capable of producing.

speaking in December 1953, he said: "We
need policies which will enable the farmer
to see his food used Wisely, rather than
wasted, to see the output of his land, his
toll make Its utmost contribution to stamp
Ing out hunger and deprivation at home and
abroad, and serving as the humanitarian arm
of the Nation's foreign policy, In our efforts
to create a better and more peaceful world,"

Several bills were introduced In 1954 and
an administration blll was adopted and be
came Public Law 480.

It was a I-year program, considerably nar
rower in scope than the Humphrey bill and
slanted more toward surplUS disposal than
to foreign economic development assistance.

But, It was a start and it was subsequently
extended for 2 years.

In 1957, HUMPHREY sought a 2-year exten
sion with a total of $3 billion In authoriza
tions.

"By sharing our blessing of food abun
dance with the people who seek to break
away from tyranny, we can make American
food the 'yeast of freedom' Which can ex
pand and strengthen the movement to free
dom and Independence. We take a calcu
lated risk, but all we have to lose Is the food
Itself," he said.

In early 1957, as our delegate to the United
Nations General Assembly, HUMPHREY pro
posed a plan for International cooperation
toward the establishment of a world food
reserve.

"It would seem only logical If some of the
world's surplus holdings were used to bolster
stocks In areas where people live on the brink
of disaster from one harvest to another," he
told the U.N.

In August 1957, Senator HUMPHREY noted
that "in time of war, we recognized the Im
portance of food and fiber. We created a
War Food Administrator to mob1Uze our food
resources for victory. Today, In the time of
a shaky and uncertain peace In the world,
It Is time to think about a similar role for
a special Peace Food Administrator to guide
more effective use of our food resources for
another victory. It Is even more Important
to use our food abundance as a constructive
force for peace."

HUMPHREY envisioned that the Peace Food
Administrator would coordinate the various
functions relating to food distribution scat
tered among agencies In the Departments of
State. Commerce. AgriCUlture. Defense. the
Bureau of the Budget, the ICA, and the
ODM:.

"I would like to see America have a policy
of setting aside a food reserve for humanity,
as an arsenal for peace--to set aside, let us
say, a billion bushels of wheat, and to an
nounce to the world that never again will
famine destroy peoples and nations. Why
not? This country will never go bankrupt
by sharing. One year's defense budget would
pay for 10 years of this food-far-peace activ
Ity. Our task Is to wage peace."

Speaking to our National Farmers Union
convention In nearby Springfield, TIL, In
March 1959, Senator HUMPHREY outlined tIle
terms of the comprehensive, 5-year Interna
tional Food for Peace Act, which he was to
Introduce 3 months later.

He told us at Springfield that the challenge
of world conditions, "can best be met by

proving that we really care about people,at
home or abroad, and care about· progress-
and most of all about peace With justice. We
must seek constantly to express the Ameri
can dedication to people, peace, and progress
throughout the world-not only in words of
pea.ce. but in works of peace.

"A breakthrough in the conquest of hunger
could be more signIficant in the cold war
than the conquest of outer space. Thanks
to you farm people, and others like you, the
United States Is today In a far better po~i

tion than Russia to lead the world toward
the conquest of hunger and want."

In 1961 President John F. Kennedy. as one
of his first acts In otlice, established the otfice
of the Food for Peace Director In the White
House and instructed his appointee to exer
cise attirmative leadership in the program.

In 1961 Senator HUMPHREY'S amendment
to the Foreign Assistance Act declared it to
be the policy of the U.S. Government to en
courage and assist in the development of
cooperatives.

HUMPHREY was a cosponsor of a resolution
for a World Food Congress, and when it was
held in Washington in 1963, he viewed it as
a new advance--a beginning of a worldwide
effort in the war against hunger. Fifty na
tions pledged $100 million to the first phase
of the world food program. HUMPHREY
noted that from the Hot Springs conference
In 1943, "it took 10 years for action to be
initiated and it took nearly 20 years for this
philosophy to become the consensus of world
opInion."

Only a month ago, Vice President HUM
PHREY said that food for peace and the Peace
Corps, side by side are a powerful team in our
foreign policy. But he insisted. food for
pea.ce must be strengthened. •

"Food for peace is more than a farm pro
gram-it is a foreign policy program. It Is
one of the most imaginative things ever
created. Through food for peace we are
reaohing 100 million persons, but we have
only scratched the surface."

Again In a recent address, he declared: "In
a real sense, what we need to understand
is that agriculture is in the forefront of the
struggle for a better world. It Is not a lag
gard; it Is not a burden; It Is not what is
holding America back. It is what's putting
America ahead,"

This Is the measure of the man whom we
honor today-a great friend of agriculture
one of the great statesmen of the world to
day-and a beloved coworker in the race for
peace.

I am pleased on behalf of the membership
of the National Farmers UnIon to confer our
1965 Award for Outstanding Service to Agri
culture to the Honorable HUBERT H. HUM
PHREY, Vice President of the United States.

Our congratulations, Mr. Vice President,
God bless you in the days ahead.

THE VOTING RIGHTS BILL
Mr. MONDALE. Mr. President, I am

most honored to be listed as a cosponsor
of S. 1564, the Voting Rights Act of 1965.
I believe that it is absolutely necessary
that this Congress act promptly and de
cisively to guarantee to alI Americans
the true enjoyment of their God-given,
human, and constitutional rights. I am
supported in this position by an over
whelming majority of the citizens of the
State of Minnesota. As but one indica
tion of their support for my position and
the position of President Lyndon B.
Johnson, I ask unanimous consent that
an editorial from the Minneapolis
Spokesman of March 18, 1965, be re
printed at this point in the RECORD.
Cecil E. Newman, editor of the Minne
apolis Spokesman, wrote the editorial;

and I think he is to be commended for
that and for his lifelong dedication to
the cause of equal rights for all. I am
proud to pave this opportunity to bring
to the attention of the Congress of the
United States his dedication and the
dedicatiJn of all our Minnesotans to
these prtnciples.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

A PRESIDENT'S F'INEST HoUR
Monday night the President of the United

States, Lyndon Baines Johnson of Texas,
made perhaps the greatest speech a Chief
Executive of this great Nation ever made, on
the unresolved right of the Negro to full
voting rights In this country-rights which
are guaranteed by the Constitution and Bill
of Rights.

No other President speaking to Congress
and the American people has ever before so
honestly, unequivocally, and courageously
laid the issue so squarely and fully on the
Une-for all to see and heed.

Pulling no punches. Mr. Johnson placed
the violation of the rights of the Negro to
the ballot, the accepted practice in a num
ber of States, right out where the whole
world could see It. And in doing so, he ar
rayed himself and the power of his ottice
definitely on the side of the Negroes who
have been denied the right to vote by In
timidation, murder, beatings, economic re
prisals, and trick tests set up and designed
by State legislatures and vote registrars for
the sole purpose of keeping the Negro dis
franchised.

There was no compromise In the southern
accent and voice of a southern born President
Who, although admittedly prOUd of the re
gion of his birth, recognizing Its strengths
and weaknesses, was prepared to disregard
all except the rights which he said all Ameri
cans must enjoy equally, if this Nation was
to live up to its great promise and national
law.

In President Johnson's message there was
not a word of comfort to the Wallaces, the
Eastlands, the Ervins, the Ellenders, the Sten
nises, the Smathers of his own party or the
Strom Thurmonds of the Republican Party.
Most of this crowd sat on its collective hands
as other Members of the Congress. the ju
diciary, the Cabinet, and the gallery arose
spontaneously to its feet to applaUd when
President Johnson praised the Negro for his
struggle to get the United States In line with
the alms and promises of Its Constitution.

In commenting on the long struggle for
human rights in this Nation he told the
people of the Nation that, "The real hero of
this struggle is the American Negro." As true
as this statement is, no President before
Johnson had ever so frankly and forcibly
reminded the country of the Negro's mag
nlficient courage under extreme adversity.
and those auditors who were touched by the
magnificance truth, and courage of his state
ment could not help but stand and applaUd.

We doubt that In the years ahead Lyndon
Baines Johnson will ever have a finer hour
than he had Monday night. His "we shall
overcome," was· also a tribute to those brave
Negroes and whites who have led and
marched In behalf of freedom and Justice,
now. He accepted the genuine applause with
a sober dignity that reminded one of the long
hard road still ahead.

We felt rather proud of being an Amer
Ican Monday night despite our obvious con
tinued concern against the injustice which
is practiced against our Negro people, as
President Johnson pointed out In all 50 of
our States. Our pride was based on what
we beUeve Is the abillty of this Nation and
its people "when the chips are down" to make
a final determl~ation based on truth and
justice. This has happened all through the
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history of this NatIon and the time has come
for it to happen in the instance of the Amer
Ican Negre>-for no force as President John
son said, "can keep back the tide of freedom
and justice."

He asked the Congress to pass as soon as
possible a voting rights b1ll which would
Insure the· right to vote of every American
citizen who can write his name, in all elec
tions; local, State, and National. If such
legislation ls passed, and It must be enacted,
the final barriers to full citizenship wUl have
been pushed aside to allow everyquallfied
American man and \Voman of voting age to
participate In the selection of publlc officials.
This wlll greatly affect the peace, harmony,
and unity of the coun~rywhich has long been
divided by the denial of constitutional rights,
to part of the country's citizenry•.

The Nation owes a debt of gratitude to
President Johnson and the aroused publlc
opinion which convinced hIm that he had
to take a strong position and promised him
the support which made his Monday night
speech such a great document of true states
manship.-CECIL NEWMAN.

VOTER COMPLAINTS ABOUT MIS
LEADING PACKAGING

Mr. MONDALE. Mr. President, I am
a cosponsor of S. 985, the truth-in-pack
aging bill. I have received many letters
supporting tills proposed legislation.
Typical of all that I have received is a
series of correspondence relating to the
deceptive use of "cents-off" allowances.
I ask unanimous consent that these let
ters be printed at this point in the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD; and, in particular, I
call attention to the letter from a leading
food retailer in st. Paul, Minn., in which
it is stated that many of the coffee com
panies come out with deal packs on cof
fee anywhere from 8 cents to 10 cents to
15 cents to 17 cents a can off. These do
not reflect any difference in the cost.
This is done by regulating the promo
tional allowance to the retailer, so that
the cost of the 8-cent-off pack comes to
the same price as the 17 cents one. This
is a source of much concern to all ~thical
and honest retailers and businessmen;
and I call it to the attention of the
Congress of the United States,

There being no objection, the letters
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

ST. PAUL, MINN.,
March 4, 1965.

Senator WALTER F. MONDALE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: Thank you for
your prompt reply to. my letter of Febru
ary 22.

I certainly have no objection to your re
printing In the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the
entire file I sent you. and can only hope it
will focus the attention of others on the
deceitful practices you are trying to combat.

Further, I enclose a reply I received from
the Folger Calfee CO. In his third paragraph,
Mr. Paulsen does not mention the regulating
of promotional allowances which Mr. Sid
ney Applebaum calls attention to, and which
naturally affects the dealer's price.

I realize the pressure on tClday's manufac
turer to Increase hls business. but certainly
there are other avenues than shady and mls
leading promotions such as we seem to have
here. ,

My best wlshes, Senator, for your suecees.
Sincerely, .

MARy L. UIUIAN
Mrs. Mary L. Urban.

CXI--442

ST. PAUL, MINN.,
FebrWlry 22, 1965.

Senator WALTER F. MONDALE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: I heartlly endorse
your action In cosponsoring the truth-In
packaging bUl. described In the February 11,
1965, Issue of the Minnesota Union Advocate.
copy herewith.

As you can see by the enclosed file, I have
done some investigating myself. It appears
that the manufacturer Is using misleading
merchandising to encourage the purchase of
his coffee, and If one Is not alert at the check
out counter, she may not real1ze she is not
getting the cents olf.

I've noticed many other such practices of
late, and feel if manufacturers won't be hon
est and factual about package contents and
label1ng, then legislation Is definitely needed.

Senator, I congratulate you on your force
ful beginning in the Senate, and I consider
us fortunate to have you represent our views
In Washington.

Sincerely yours,
Mrs. :MARY L. URBAN.

[From the St. Paul (Minn.) Union Advocate,
Feb. 11, 1965]

TRUTH-IN-PACKAGING BILL: MONDALE PRO
POSAL STRIKES BLOW AGAINST SALES DEFICIT

Senator WALTER F. MONDALE this week co
sponsored a truth-In-packaging blll aimed
at el1minatlng practices which confuse and
deceive consumers.

The Minnesota Senator joined Senator
PHILIP HART, of Michigan, In supporting leg
Islation which would direct the Food and
Drug Administration and the Federal Trade
Commission to promulgate regulations that
will require paCkages accurately' and clear
ly to give essential product Information and
fairly represent the contents.

Both MONDALE and HART have establ1shed
national reputations for their efforts In be
half of consumer protection.

"Today's houseWife," MONDALE noted, "Is
confronted with some 7,000 to 8,000 different
Items In the average supermarket and must
choose between them on the basis of the
packages they are In.

"Too often, these packages and the mes
sages on them are either confusing or down
right deceiving; thus there Is a real need for
laws which w1ll require that packages con
tain sufficient meaningful Information to al
low the buyer to make a rational choice be
tween competing prodUCts."

Among the devices the bUl would prohibit
would be phony "cents-off" deals. For ex
ample, a package which says "8 cents off,"
but doesn't say off what.

The bl1l also would prohibit deceptive ll
lustrations on packages. For example. a pic
ture of a pie full of ripe, red cherries when
in fact there lsn't a single cherry In the pie
Inside.

Also prohibited would be packages de
signed to deceive the consumer as to quan
tity. For example, the use of a 6-lnch piece
of cardboard In a package containing a
4-lnch candy bar.

The blll also would authorize the stand
ardization of weights and measures under
certain conditions so that the housewife
would not have to tllke a calculating ma
chine shopping with her In order to de
termine Whether the best buy Is 17 ounces
for 30 cents. 22 ounces for 35 cents, or 27
ounces for 40 cents.

ST. PAUL, MINN.,
February 3, 1965.

BETTER BUSINESS BUREAU OF ST. PAUL, INC.,
Garrick Butlding,
St. PauZ, Minn.

GENTLEMEN: Several weeks ago I called
your office to report what I feel is an Irregu
lar procedure in the grocery department of

Target Stores, Inc., 1515 West County Road
B. At that time I was told to file a letter
of complaint if the Incident was repeated.

That week I had purchased a 3-pound can
of Folger's regular grind conee, on which the
manufacturer had printed, "15 cents off the
regular price." However, the price stamped
on the bottom of the can was $2.29, which ls
the regular price without discount. The
cashier would not allow the 15-cent discount,
so I ask'ed for the manager, who said, "We
don't take it off."

Again last week I purchased a 3-pound can
of Folger's with the same imprint, with ap
prOXimately the same sequence of events,
except that another cashier testlly assured
me that "Folger's Is a more expensive· cof
fee," and the manager stated that $2.29
marked Included the discount.

I bought the coffee, but sent my husband
back to the coffee shelf, where other cans of
Folger's without the "15-cent off" label were
marked $2.29. I could have pursued this
further with the manager and undoubtedly
obtained the 15-cent discount. However, I
belleve a shady practice such as this should
be stopped, and the manUfacturer made
aware that this merchandising Is being used
for the benefit of the store, not of the buying
publ1c.

On both occasions mentioned, I purchased
other items with cents off Imprints, and in
all these cases, the store-stamped amount
was legitimately priced. In other words, I
belleve some colfee Is being sold at an ex
cessive profit whUe cheaper brands are used
as leaders.

If you need further detaUs, you may reach
me at work during the day at 733-0149, or
at home evenings, MI5-4037.

Thank you for your anticipated coopera
tion.

Yours very trUly,
Mrs. RAY URBAN.

ST. PAUL, MINN.,
February 12, 1965.

MERCHANDISING MANAGER,
FoLGER COFFEE Co.,
San Francisco, Calif.

SIR: Recently I have been in disagreement
with the manager of a local discount super
market over his refusal to allO'w the dis
count of "15 cents off" banded on a 3-pound
can of Folger'S coffee, which has been se11lng
regUlarly for $2.29 at his store. The price ls
the same, with or without the band. After
two attempts to obtain the 15 cents off, I
wrote a letter to our local Better BusineSf'
Bureau, complaining of his procedure.

Better Business sent a copy of the letter
to the headquarters of the discount store,
and a gentleman called me to explain why
the discount Is not allowed. He claimed they
pay the same case price for the banded cof
fee as the other, and that a compl1cated dis
tributor pricing schedule makes It difficult
for them to know exactly what to charge for
each new order of coffee they receive.

At another supermarket this week, I
checked Folger coffee prices. Their 3-pound
can price with "15 cents off" band (also not
allowed) was $2.39, or almost 80 cents per
pound. However. the 2-pound can without
the band was $1.39, or only 70 cents per
pound. It would appear that the "15 cents
off" ls a signal for increasing rather than de
creasing the price, and that on a descend
Ing scale we could bUy a quarter-pound for a
few pennles.

I have also obtained coffee-pricing figures
from an independent grocer In this area.

I reallze that you do not directly set retal!
coffee prices. but Indirectly you do, by creat
Ing confusion and Indignation on the part
of retaUers and consumers with your mls
leading merchandising and vac1l1atlng
wholesale prices.

I take Issue with this kind of merchandis
ing, which does not benefit the consumer,
but ls completely false. It ls practices such


