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a ren' t a n y damn bit better with a checkbook than I am and
you can't make a profit when you work at. . . t r y t o p r od u c e
for less than cost of production.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Cl er k , I understand there is an
amendment on the desk.

CLERK: Mr. President, there certainly is an amendment from
Senator DeCamp. (Read DeCamp amendment found on page 891 of
t he Leg i s l a t i v e J o u r n a l . )

SENATOR BEUTLER: S e n a to r D eCamp.

SENATOR DECAMP: Mr. President, this simply changes t wo
words in the resolution and t he words ar e p r e c i s e l y the
opposite, I think, of what the existing words are. The
resolution says that the present debate on agriculture tends
t o be na r r o w l y f oc u s ed and to revolve around unrealistic
extremes. I g uess I think that is almost contradictory
because I think the very evidence on the floor is that the
debate on agriculture, for the first time, is extremely
broadly f ocused fr om t he R e aga n t h eo r i es t o t h e
congress i ona l l egi sl at i on , to the American ag movement, to
t he Fa r m Bu r e au . Fo r t he f i r s t t i me t he f u l l gam u t of
options are being looked at. The range is broader than just
" the family farm", whatever that means. It con trasts.
Instead of having just a narrow range, it contrasts a
complete free market system with a co mplete c ontr o l l e d
government system, with the various in between t h i ng s s u c h
as variations on price support. So it is unrealistic to say
that it is narrowly focused. For the first time it is
b roadly f o c u s e d . The second t h i n g, t h er e are extremes from
the market oriented system, to the complete government
controlled system. But I do n't k now whether those ar e
unrealistic extremes. They are cer tainly contrasting
extremes. I f they were unrealistic they would probably
stand, any of them, very little chance of passage. A t l e a s t
one of them appears well on its way to being implemented,
which is the Reagan policy. So I would think those who
support the resolution, irrespective of any o f ou r
d isagreements o n what those policies should or s hould n o t
be, would at least support these amendments that clarify
what the real agricultural debate is. In addition to that,
I would also suggest that I'm not sure the resolution really
accomplishes anything other t han t o gi v e u s a chan c e to
"discuss " one more time the farm issue and th e p l i g ht of t h e
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