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REMARKS BY SENATOR EDMUND S. MUSKIE

BROWN COUNTY DEMOCRATIC LUNCHEON
GREEN: BAY, WISCONSIN |

SEPTEMBER 27, 1971 Y,

I have come here today to ask you to 'put Wisconsin where

it belongs . . . back in the national’ Democratic column'in-1972.

And I Have also come to speak with you about the pre-

1 y . b . g
vailing climate in our country today . . .

out promises ﬁadeﬁéhd promises broken . . .

About ah adminigﬁraﬁibn which has brought éarmers Pnd

‘woikers tbé-ther in the doﬁmoh misery of recession . . .

And about the meaniné of America -- that somewhere on

ihia planet, tHere can be jusﬁlde for every member of a society.
oﬁly.a decade ado, dbhn Kennedy told us that we could

be better than we thought we were « « «.that a new deneration of

Americans c;uld build a country worthy of a11 that had gohe before. . .

that we couLd'make peace among nations and build prosperity in our

own land.

With that expression qf faith, President Kennedy inaugu-

rated not only a new,administrgtion. but a new time . . . a time

of trugt and confidence in our country and ourselves.

But‘Americansihave changed since 1961. Bit by bit,

hope died . . . near aniunderpass in Dallas and on a kitchen floor

in Los Ange%es - » - in a2 war half a world away and outside a

closed factory just down the street,

And so today, Americans are diving with doubt . . . doubt
about our pol;tlcal leaders . . . doubt about our publ;c institu-
tions . . . doubt about each other. And we doubt increasingly

that these doubts can ever be resolved.
-- more --
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That is the mood of this nation in 1971.

‘You can see it in the shrug of an unemployed machinist
whose children ask why he stays at home. -

You can héar it in the'discoufqged voice of a farmer who
spends halé his time working another man's fields.

And you can sense it in the questions we all ask about

the future and the fate of America. :

- Most of all, we want to know the truth . . . from our

government and from each other . . . about our collective wisdom

s &
and our coilective shortcomings . . . about the strengths we still

have‘and‘thé tasks we must face. We want a politics of truth to
E _ . i g

guide our destiny in the years ahead. That is the only way to

keep this country -- to keep it free -- to make it as good and

as great as it can be.

ne placeito start looking for the truth is in the state

of the economy. We have had, now, four different economic policies

since 1969, And after each one, the press has said to me, "Well,

Senator, now that President Nixon has solved the economic problem,

what issue are you going to have in 19?2?" And I say to you here -

today that:the issué will be the same as it was after the last

three policies failed . . . the issue is the whole sad history of

this administration -- an administration that pledged prbéperity v w-m

produced recession . . . and now promises the economic miracle of

getting us |back where we were when they started.

single bus ness tax cut in any year in the history of this country .

with a proiram to put money in the coffers of corporate treasuries
instead ofgthe wallets and pocketbooks of families . . . with a
policy which leaves out those who ‘truly are in need . . . workers

and farmers and consumers.

?For months and months, the President refused to face the

‘stark fact that there was 'a recession in industry and a déb:ession

in farming. Now the administration which was doih§ nothing has
~~ more -- g .

Jnd how do they intend to achieve that? With the largest
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done the wrong thing. And the American people are still not tqld
the truth.

' The president has renamed his.g;veaway to b;g business’'a
"job development credit" -- as if a trick of phrasing could conceal
the_failure to stimulate consumer demand : . . which is the only
real way to create jobs. ‘ )

\nd the administration has redefined the base period for
calculating the parity ratio -- as if a statistical gimmick could
rescue farmers from a parity ratio of 69 . . . the lowest level
since the depths of the Great Depres;ion;

i .
dhat this country needs now is not more tricks and more

! 74 . : . i
gimmicks . . . but a government which believes in building pros-
perity by heiping people. That's why I have proposed a consumer
tax éiédit‘to return seven billion dollars to average income Ameri-

cans. That's why I have opposed the President's decision to post-

pone welfaie reform and revenue sharing . . . a decision that will
push Wisconsin's property taxes even higher. And that's-why I will
never suppért an administration farm program which threatens the
security and the survival o% America's family farms.

ﬁn recent weeks, the Democratic party has spoken up for
economic policies t&>benefit the deserving many instead of-the com-
fortable feL- Our party is standing where it should -- for fair-
negs‘and justice and a decent break for America's Qorkers and '
consumers,
Tﬁat is very much a part of the Democfaﬁic Party's tradi-

tion . . . the tradition of Franklin Roosevelt and Harry Truman and

John Kennedy . . . the fradition that tells us to care about the

steelworker on an hourly wage and the janitor who works too long .

and earns too little. But our heritage also télls us something

else -- that the Democratic party must fight for prosperity, not

only in our cities and our factories, but in our small towns and on

[

our farms,:* 4y & ’ N .

-~ moxe --

L ]

* .



L]

. It was the Democratic party that responded in the grim
days of the 1930's, when the only harvest for some farmers was dust. . .
when it was ofteﬁ-cheaper to spill milk on the ground than to send
milk to market. Ané~in 1971, our party mgst-resPOnd aggin .. @
because American agriculture is in trouble again.

-- The average farm family makes only $5,500 a year . . .
53;000 leﬁs%than the avérhge non-farm family. %

| -} In recent years, the prices farmers pay have climbed

twice as faht-as the priées~farmers ﬁeceiye. while food costs have
continued tr soar. ’

-%'In 1970, the net income of farme?s fell back to where
it was in ﬁ:ﬁs 5 & Qnﬂ.ﬁy April of 1971, interest rates for farmers

. were 34% higher than théy were just four years ago. .

.// is summer, the President sponsored a dinner and a county
fair on the White House lawn to celebrate "Salute to Agriculture Day.”
I would have preferred concrete and effective action to ;elieve the
plight of America's farmers. I would have prefe?red a commitment
to a milk :rl 7

arity price of 90%. I would have preferred a program

to take the "for sale" signs off of countless family farms. =
éarm orgaéizations like the N.F.0. know what has happéned
during the Nixon years -- and so does every farmer who plantg and
grows and harvests the agricultural abundance of America. 1It's
what always happens under a Republican administration. CIiffofd
Haidin gnd Ezra ?aft Benson may have different names -- but for

farmers, their policies feel exactly the same.

Anyone who looks at the record knows the truth.
Last November, the President pushed through legislation
.which favorLd large corporate farms at the expense of family farms . .-.
1eglal§tlon which will lower farm 1ncomeAby a staggering one billion
dollars. I wés'proud to vote against the ﬁgricultural Act of 1970 -;
and I will proudly vote against any ‘bill like it in. any other year.

And the same kind of Republican leadershlp wh1ch stood

in the way of collectlve bargainxng for labor is now worklng agaxnst

-— mora --
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collective bargaining for .farmers. I am ﬁroud to disagree with

them -- and proud to co-sponsor the National Agricultural Bargain-

ing Act. In the last third of the tyentieth penturg in theoUnitéd

States of America, farmers should not have to remain beggaré for

survival . ., . and they should have the right to negotiéte to-

gethexr about market controls ahd-the sale price of their oﬁn products.
'uch must be‘ﬁone to preserve and protect American

agriculturz. We must provide more farm crgdit. more resources

for rural development, and more support for family farms. And’

l ¢
what has this administration done? In the midst of the crisis,
President Nixon remaln? the first president since Herbert Hoover
who has not sent a magor ‘farm message to the Congress. And he is
the only president ever who has tried to abolish thg Department of
"

Agriculturﬁ.
I suppose that what I have said here today could be clas-
sified as partly a farm speecﬁ. I resist that classification ~-

just as I gesist the division of America into rural and urban,

black and white, farmers and factory workers.

Fhere is no agricultural poIicy thag is not also economic
policy. ‘fhere is ﬁp-damage to consumers which is not ultimétel}
felt on the farm. And there is no excuse for an administration which
has neglected the shared needs of our people . . . from the side-

<

walks of New York to the fields of Wisconsin.

e can change that -- if our leaders tell the truth and
face the truth . . . if they forget the gimmicks and the tricks . . .

if they stop pretendiqg that everything is fine, while so much of whﬁt

we care about is actually in trouble.
alji-l‘hat Americans really want is leaders who know that chial-
lengqs are not overcome by wishing then away‘. .
-; Tﬁat the plight of the faréef will not disappear'after.

a county, fair on the White House lawn . . .

-~ And that even after business has pockétéd a multi-

-
W

billion dollar bonus theé machlnlst in Gr;en Bay ‘will st111 ‘have no 3ob
. -, pnre =t . .
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o Only when people and ‘their government work together -- -
r'éacing,prdblems openly -- sharing visions ;f a betier time -~ can
wé,begin to move out ¢ountry forward once again.
Any president who fails to learn that lesson deserves
to be called a “one-term president.”

We can‘éive him that title -- together -= in 1972.

Together, let us do that much -- and then we can do so .
mpch\moie.
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