
Politics and the Future 
s WE GO TO PRESS, a fierce battle is running in A Congress t)et\veen the supporters of Secretary 

Benson’s views on an agricultural program that is best 
for the country and supporters of the views of 
the House Agriculture Committee. Secretary Ben- 
son, backed tiy President Eisenhobvcr, favors depar- 
ture from the rigid price support program, while the 
House committee is fighting for its continuation at 
9076 of parity. The  Secretary has declarcd that he 
\vi11 not support any program which he does not 
believe is in the liest interest of the welfare of the 
country as a \\-hole. Members of the group kno\vn 
as the “farm I)loc” Conqressmen are pledged to fight 
for what they believe to be the interests of people in 
the constituencies from which they were elected. 

The  vote of one small inefficient farmer is equal to 
that of one modern efficient, progressive farmer. 
This is an important factor in the decision b y  the 
Congressmen as to how they shall vote on a farm 
program. Tw~o  weeks ago, we reported the opinion of 
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of the farmers are highly progressive, 
perhaps as many as 50yc are falling behind, tcchni- 
cally. Some of these are dragging their feet. Thc  
significance of such a trend is worthy of contcmpla- 
tion. 

Farming as a “way of life” is losing its placc in our 
society, .just as has the individual Lveaver, the indi\id- 
ual cabinet maker, and others who a century ago 
\\-ere important individuals in c \ w y  community and 
Ivhose success and progress \\.ere not necessarily 
related to efficiency. There is a d e y x  of sadness 
attached to such an idea and it means the disappear- 
ance of a certain amount of color and human bvarinth 
from our culture. But the \\-hole structure of our 
national economy has changed a great deal and that 
fact must be faced \vhether or not it is personall?. 
pleasing. .Agriculture has hecomc an  industry and a 
business and in the type of industry which has c v o l \ d  
in this country, if the ineficient cannot do  a good ,jol) 
those Lvho are more efficient and effective will replace 
them. 

The  encouragement of good agriculture practices 
to enahle the farmer to help himself should b e  much 
more the primary responsibility of go\wnment in this 
area than should the continuous propping up  of those 
jvho are in difficult)-. The  Department of Agriculture 
is doing a remarkable job of finding ways by which thc 
farmer may become more efficient and thus help 
himself. T h e  USDA was established with the aim 
of keeping the farmer informed and we see no more 
permanent and effective aid that could be given agri- 
culture by go\.ernment than helping thc USDA \vith 
that ol)jecti\re. 

In the 
feature article of this issue (page 724) \\-c learn that 
\vhile a farm worker in 1904 was able to produce 
enough food and fiber for seven persons. today he can 
produce for 18. T h e  number of people depending 
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on agriculture for food also is increasing at  an iin- 
pressive rate. Over-all percentage of farmers in thc 
U. S. is going dolvn. 

I n  a previous issue \ve reported comments which 
urged better public relations for the farmer, who \vas 
said to have become a whipping boy. Continued or 
increased high support of farm prices in a societ). 
certain to contain a decreasing percentage of people 
having direct contact with the farm is not likely to 
improve the farmer’s public relations. The  percent- 
age of the direct farm vote is growing smaller. \Vi11 
this put the farmer and aqriculture in a disadvantage- 
ous position? Let us hope that the determined effort 
1)) Secretary Benson, backed Ix the President, ma) 
Iiecome a trend in government in the interests of the 
future of agriculture and the people who work in 
it, directly and  indirectl!. I n  their own interests, 
those people should move to encourage a healthv, 
not an ailing, agriculture and a government which 
does the same thing. 

Interdependence Among Sciences 
IVC) IVEEKS AGO, \ve attended a soil microbiology T conference at  Purduc. The cxpressed purpose of 

the conference \vas to examine the needs and accom- 
plishments in the field and to stimulate interest, 
thinking, and research in soil microbiology. I t  
appeared that a great deal was accomplished. I n  
summariziny, one of the session. chairmen noted that 
much of the \vork of the conference was analysis 
rather than synthesis and the need now is for more of 
a sb-nthesis approach. 

Directly in line with that idea was the striking 
impression we got of the many branches of science 
involved in thc field of soil microbiology. Chemistry, 
hiology, geology, bacteriology, and many others came 
into the discussions. Plant pathology in soil manaqe- 
nient for example came in for relatively little dis- 
cussion hut its importance is quite evident. 

This is only one example of the many fields of the 
great area of agricultural and food science in such a 
position. -4s we proceed further in our knowledge of 
the highly specialized hranches of science, the greater is 
our realization of the dependence of each upon other 
specialized sciences. The  \\-hole is a fabric rather 
than a series of individual threads and most effective 
use of that fabric depends upon a greater exchange of 
kno\\-ledgc among the sciences. 
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