
Specialists in Agriculture 
E C m m i E N D  to the reading of all interested in agri- W culture and the industries related to it, an article in 

Harvard Buszness Review, January-February 1955, by 
Roy TV. Longstreet. Entitled “Sales to Farmers,” the 
article expresses logically developed confidence in the 
soundness of our agricultural situation. 

Mr. Longstreet takes into consideration increasing 
population, productivity, and income level and the tend- 
ency to spend an increasing proportion of income on 
food. He concludes that there will be an expansion of 
economy that will consume all the milk, eggs, and meat 
produced. Corn surplus, he estimates, is temporar) ; 
M heat and cotton may be more difficult. 

From the other end, he observes hopefull) the lower 
unit costs of farm production, particularly through 
technical advances. An estimated reduction of farm 
population by lOy0 within the next decade will reduce 
the number sharing the pie. These factors convince the 
author that increased consumption and lower cost pro- 
duction comprise a better solution to the problem than 
artificial supports, drought, or war. 

This view, coupled with the recent statement by 
L-ndersecretary of Agriculture Morse that the current farm 
position of $17 billion in debts with assets of $162 billion 
(page 289), presents a picture that is not discouraging. 
In the same speech, Mr. Morse called attention to some 
other figures that are quite significant in relationship to 
A h - .  Longstreet’s comments. H e  noted that the USDA 
budget for research was increased $2.6 million in 1954, 
$12.3 million in 1955, and the present Congress is being 
asked for another $8 million. 

The success of scientific improvement of agricultural 
practices has led to growing acceptance of its value. There 
is a demand for more. Agriculture research budgets are on 
the increase in government as well as industry (current 
figures are about $140 million for industry and $143 
million for government). Today‘s modern companies 
are counting a majority of their products as new during 
the past decade (page 362), sprung from research. The 
acceptance of new chemicals on the farm is striking; 
in Iowa the use of soil insecticides in corn jumped from 
zero in 1950 to one acre in 17 in 1954. 

The evi- 
dence of which we have spoken indicates that the trend 
will continue in order progressively to reduce unit pro- 
duction cost and keep agriculture sound. But during the 
next decade it seems likely that the equipment and mate- 
rials used in farming will become so technical and special- 
ized that specialists will be needed. The farm man- 
ager, his staff, or his consultants will need to be well in- 
formed experts. I t  is not inconceivable that groups of 
experts to take care of the entire job of analysis, prescrip- 
tion, and application will become fairly common, 

I t  is important then, in the interest of sound agriculture, 
that we continue the search for new and better pesticides, 
fertilizers. equipment, and management practices. But 
also we must give active attention to the training in 
sufficient numbers of professional experts capable of guid- 
ing and advising on the most effective use of new materials 
and ideas to prevent our bogging down amidst too much 
progress. There are indications that our economy is 
expanding to consume increased agricultural production. 
Farmers are becoming educated to dependence on ex- 

Tlhat will the situation be 10 years hence? 
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panding de1,elopment of technology to be able to produce 
economicall) within that economy. There is a responsi- 
bility to be accepted by those leading agriculture, educa- 
tion, and industry to see that the development of skills for 
making use of our scientific accomplishments keeps pace 
\tith the material achievements. 

Scientific and technical knowledge is of little prac- 
tical value unless it is disseminated to those who can use 
it directly or are in the unique position of being a tech- 
nical adviser to the user. This service, essential to fur- 
ther progress in agriculture and further growth in con- 
sumption and sales of chemicals for agriculture, is one of 
the basic responsibilities of AG ASD FOOD and a major 
reason for its establishment. 

Food Legislation Again 
HE NEXT ROUND of efforts to get satisfactory legis- T lation on food additives has begun (page 292). 

Action is promised in the relativell- near future with 
hearings expected to begin by the end of next month. 
Again this year, the bills that have taken the lead are dis- 
couraging to the development of new additives. 

Prominent among the characteristics of the three bilIs 
proposed to date is the giving of powers that amount 
virtually to licensing to the Food and Drug Administration. 
Previously on this page, we have pointed out that the 
FDA has an inadequate budget for the provision of suffi- 
cient scientific staff to attend properly the duties it already 
has. There is reasonable doubt that it is equipped ade- 
quately to assess the scientific evidence presented in 
substantiation of the safety of new food additives. Further- 
more, we have observed a considerable body of signifi- 
cant opinion holding that the proper function of the 
FD.4 is inspection and policing, rather than licensing. 

The requirements for acceptance contained in the most 
lenient hill now offered for consideration amount virtually 
to a proof of harmlessness. Absolute proof of a negative 
is an unreasonable if not illogical request, and would b e  
virtually impossible to establish for most of our accepted 
foods. Safety is another matter when defined as freedom 
from hazard to man under anticipated conditions of use. 

The passage of the Delaney, O’Hara, or Priest bills 
as they now stand would set such barriers against the 
development of new and useful additives as to discourage 
research. Industry has a good record, by admission of 
the FDA, of responsible action. Research has contributed 
greatly to the improvement of our diet. Any food addi- 
tive control laws passed by Congress should be carefully 
designed not only to protect the health of the public, 
but also to encourage improvement in the diet made 
available through scientific processing and formulation. 

VOL.  3, NO. 4, A P R I L  1 9 5 5  281 


